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Laurence Scott workers f ight for jobs
-and against the AUEW leaders
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ON TUESDAY 16 February 400 police
smashed through the long-standing Laur-
ence Scott picket line and set 30 scabs
to work with pneumatic drills and welding
torches. They broke down the barricaded
factory gates and loaded plant and
products into lorries to be transported
to another factory owned by Laurence
Scott boss Arthur Snipe in Norwich,
Pickets were beaten up by Manchester’s
equivalent of the Special Patrol Group
and several were arrested in a day of
bitter scuffles against vastly superior
forces.

The February strike-breaking opéeration
followed a long series of attacks on the
Laurence Scott workers which began with
the announcement of the factory’s
closure in April 1981, The workers’
five-month long occupation was ended in
August when a gang of specially-hired
and heavily-equipped bailiffs broke into
the factory and evicted the workers,
Then began Snipe'’s attempts to remove
machinery and electric motors from
the Manchester site, When scabs were
repulsed by pickets, Snipe resorted to
using helicopters to airlift vital com-
ponents from the factory. When all his
attempts to break the strike failed, he
called in the police. The team of scabs
continued to ransack the factory under
massive police protection for several
davs, At the end of the week, seven strike
leaders received a bill for £5600 — to
pay for the bailiffs who ended the occup-
ation last August!

Who needs helicopters?

It's not surprising to find that an em-
ployer is prepared to go to any lengths to
maintain his profits, or to find that he
gets the solid backing of the courts and
the police, Nor is it surprising that
workers are ready to fight a long and hard
struggle to save their jobs and livelihoods.
What is perhaps surprising is that the
leadership of the engineering workers’
union should solidly support the employer
against the Laurence Scott workers,

Ever since last July, when the AUEW
national leaders agreed to a shameful be-
trayal of the LSE workers in negotiations
with Snipe, they have gone all out to
sabotage the struggle. When the rank and
file workers rejected the AUEW sell-out
by an enormous majority, the executive
stopped strike pay. They then success-
fully urged the other smaller unions
involved to follow suit. Next, the top
officials circulated all AUEW branches
advising them that the LSE dispute
was ‘now unofficial and should not be
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The 1]-month long fight for jobs at the Manchester engineering firm
Laurence Scott & Electromotors has become known as ‘a symbol’ in
the labour movement, It is a symbol of the inability of the current
leadership of the AUEW — right and left — to defend its members’
interests.

supported. They also pressed other
unions, especially the mineworkers whose
members had been blacking Snipe’s
products, to cease all solidarity action.
And they instructed local officials of the
union to stay away from the picket line
and withdraw all support from the
strikers.

Right-wing leaders of the . AUBW
launched®an all-out offensive against the
Laurence Scott workers, But the Broad
Left opposition to John Boyvd and Terry
Duffy undermined the LSE struggle with
its defeatist strategy. From the verv
beginning of the struggle, the left-wing
local officials advised the LSE workers
to adopt a moderate and reasonable
approach: accept massive redundancies as
an alternative #o~*tomplete closure. At
every stage in the dispute, and over every
tactical question — from the use of flying

pickets to how to deal with the courts
they urged caution and compromise.
Now the Laurence Scott workers are
fighting with their backs to the wall. The
Broad Left in the AUEW - and in other
unions — remains silent and inactive. The
Broad Left dominates the works comm-
ittee at the massive GEC factory at
Trafford Park near the LSE works. Yet
when the LSE workers appealed for
support during the recent picket-busting
assault, only a handful of sheepish shop
stewards turned out during their lunch
breaks, The response from Crossley
Brothers, another engineering firm with
a strong Broad Left trade union org-
anisation, was similar, And at a national
level, newly-elected Broad Left President
of the NUM Arthur Scargill made sure
that the miners stopped their solidarity
action with the ‘unofficial’ LSE dispute.
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Sack the bureaucrats!

Laurence Scott, workers have launched
a national cahaign to turmn out the
leaders of the union who have done
so much damage to their fight for jobs.
Already more than 100 branches have
sent in motions to headquarters de-
manding the re-election of the union’s
executive, When more than 250 branches
demand a ballot, AUEW rules insist that
it should be held. But Boyd and Duffy
have already thrown out the union rule
book in their strike-breaking campaign
against the LSE workers, Now they are
using the Sunday Express and Daily Mail
to spread smears about communist
conspiracies to overthrow the AUEW’s
moderate leadership,

AUEW workers should put the motion
printed below to their branch meetings.
But while they’re getting rid of Boyd and
Duffy, they should remember that their
Broad Left opponents were just as useless
to the LSE workers, The campaign to
purge the AUEW must not focus on
particular right-wing bureaucrats, but on
the politics of compromise over redun-
dancies and on other issues that the
Broad Left has promoted among the rank
and file of the union. The LSE workers
have indeed provided the labour move-
ment with a symbol of struggle; the set-
backs they have suffered are a symbol,
too, of the disastrous consequences
of the politics that currently rule in

the AUEW, Nick Jenking

Protest resolution
for AUEW branches

“This branch believes Executive Council
has seriously mishandled the Laurence
Scott dispute, As this is an issue of con-
cern to all AUEW members, the branch
demands a ballot for removal of Executive
Council in line with Rule 14 Para 5.

Rule 14 Para 5 states: ‘The Executive
Council, or any member thereof, may
be removed from office by a ballot vote
of the membership of the union provided
that such a ballot is demanded by 10
per cent or more of the branches and that
not less than two-thirds of the member-
ship are in favour of such removal. The
ballat shall be conducted by the General
Secretary.’

Send copies of this motion, if passed, to
AUEW General Office, 110 Peckham
Road, London SE15 and to LSE Strike
Committee, 20 Roundcroft, Romiley,
Cheshire SL6 4LL,
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the next step

LOSING THE WAR

THE TRAIN DRIVERS' union ASLEF
has won a battle against the British Rail
Board, but it seems set to lose the war.
Six weeks of selective industrial action
finally forced BR to pay out the three
per cent wage rise (the second instalment
of last vear’s 11 per cent increase) it had
been withholding, and to agre¢ to pursue
productivity negotiations through the
industry’s established procedures. How-
ever, ASLEF’s long record of sacrificing
its members’ living standards to the cause
of greater efficiency on the railways,
and now its agreement to negotiate on
flexible rostering, show that the union is
on course for a major setback in the not
too distant future.

ASLEF’s stand

The Associated Society of Locomotive
Engineers and Firemen, one of Britain’s
oldest craft unions, is faced with annihil-
ation. Its membership has been reduced
from a first-war peak of 77 000 to a level
today of little more than 20 000; BR's
plans threaten to reduce that figure by
almost a quarter in the next three years.
At the end of the war ASLEF was well
inside the TUC’s top twenty unions —
if present trends continue it will become
so small that it will lose its seat on the
General Council. ASLEF’s decline has
accelerated in recent years: in 1976 it
was still sixth in the manual workers’
pay league — today it is nineteenth. And
now BR has set it sights on ASLEF’s
histordc triumph: the achievement of the
eight-hour day after years of struggle in
the surge of militancy that followed the
end of the First World War.

ASLEF has been forced to take a
stand. Yet the union executive chose to
fight BR, not on the issues of the declining
living standards and deteriorating working
conditions of its members, but over the
small print of past agreements. The
ASLEF leadership justified its call for
strike action on the grounds that BR had
made separate pay and productivity deals
last vear and could not therefore make
payment of the agreed wage rise con-
ditional upon specific concessions on pro-
ductivity. Furthermore, on the produc-
tivity issue in question, the introduction
of flexible seven to nine hour shifts in
place of the traditional fixed eight-hour
day, BR had forced the matter to a head
without going through the customary
channels of negotiation.

A suitable case for ACAS

ASLEF went on strike in defence of
the elaborate machinery of collective bar-
gaining and arbitration that has been
build up between management and
unions in the industry over decades. As
the dispute has raged over the past eight
months, the institutions for mediating
class conflict in the railway industry have
become more and more enmeshed with
the institution that fulfils similar functions
on a national scale, the Advisory, Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Service, ACAS.

Labour Party leader Michael Foot has

been keeping his head down during the
rail dispute, lest any of the hostility of
the commuters towards the train drivers
be extended to his already deeply un-
popular party. Yet ACAS is his special
contribution to the conflict: as Secretary

-of State for Employment under the last

Labour Government he was responsible
for setting it up. In his letter to former
trade union bureaucrat (now Labour
Party general secretary) James Mortimer,

ACAS’ first chairman, Foot outlined its,

guiding principles. It was ‘vital for the
Service to be, and be seen to be, impartial
in carrying out its functions of conciliation
and mediation’; it ‘should be, and be seen
to be, independent and so attract and
retain the cooperation of all sectors of
employment’. By ‘all sections of employ-
ment’ Foot means, like BR chief Peter
Parker when he speaks of ‘the railway
community’, management on the one
hand and the workers on the other, To
maintain  scrupulous British fair play,
the Secretary of State appoints to the
ACAS council, three representatives of
capital (CBI officials), three represen-
tatives of labour (trade union bureaucrats)
and three ‘independents’ (academic ‘in-
dustrial relations’ experts).

The fungtion of ACAS is to acf as a

troubleshooter in industry. It follows a
long tradition of state intervention in the
class struggle at its most elementary level,
to institutionalise and contain it. ACAS is
a government agency with 700 workers
and a dozen regional offices; it proclaims
a spurious ‘independence’ and encourages
workers and employers to come to
‘voluntary’ agreements.

ACAS is one oI the many legacies of
Labour’s Socisl Contract that the That-
cher Government has been able to use to
its advantage. Every year it is involved in
hundreds of disputes, many in small
companies, oyer union recognition and
other issues. However, although the
unions continue to accept ACAS as a
neutral arbiter, many employers, their
position strengthened by mass unemploy-
ment, are increasingly finding it a cum-
bersome nuisance. Grunwick’s ' George
Ward led the way. In 1977 he drove a
coach and horses through its ‘voluntary’
framework by simply refusing to accept
its recommendation that he recognise¢ his
employees’ trade union and the courts
backed him. In 1980 100 employers out
of 158 concerned refused to comply
with ACAS recommendations for union
recognition, After the latest intervention
of ACAS in the rail dispute — in the
shape of an inquiry directed by Lord
McCarthy — The Daily Telegraph ex-
pressed a desire ‘to see ACAS and its
stipendiary trade union peers -sent into
permanerit retirement (19 February).

RSJC, RSNC, RSNT,
ACAS and the BRB
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British Rail has long been dissatisfied
with the drawn out procedures through
which it is obliged to go to win union
acquiescence to productivity improve-

ments on the railways, After running the
gamut of the Railway Staffs Joinl Council
(loco), the Railway Staffs National
Council and the Railways Staffs National
Tribunal, and then having to go to

ACAS to cobble together a deal on last

year’s wage claim, the BR Board had had
enough, It decided at the end of the year
to cut short the procedure and take
a firm stand: no flexible rostering — no
three per cent,

BR underestimated the forces with a
stake in defending the institutions of the
British system of industrial relations.
To the wounded outrage of Peter Parker,
his good friend Len Murray at the TUC
came out in support of ASLEF.- Murray
found the BR Board ‘at fault both in
failing to pay the balance of the pay
award and in failing to use the established
machinery to find acceptable methods
of improving productivity’. Labour’s
moderate transport spokesman Albert
Booth was obliged to take a similar stand.
Even the most right-wing trade union
leaders, John Boyd and Frank Chapple,
who publicly criticised ASLEF’s intran-
sigence, could not disagree that Ray
Buckton was right on this point. The
unkindest cut of all came when the ACAS
inquiry, initially backed by BR but
bovcotted by ASLEF, came out in favour
of the union on the procedural issue,

Parker should not have peen surprised
that Lord McCarthy upheld the rule book
of class collaboration in British industrial
relations: it is fair to say that to a large
extent he wrote it. McCarthy drafted the
famous 1968 Donovan Report on trade
unions and employers’ assoc¢iations and he
has sat on every industrial relations quango
ever since. He seems to be the chairman
of all the key mediating bodies in the rail
dispute, both inside and outside the in-
dustry, The diverse institutions for con-
taining the class struggle have given pro-
minent positions, not to mention fat
salaries, to many trade union bureaucrats
and industrial relations academics. As
most of the press had already acknow-
ledged, Ray Buckton was right on the
technicalities of ASLEF’s 1981 deal with
BR. ACAS has a vested interest in pre-
serving proper constitutional procedures,
so it found for ASLEF and ‘the need to
safeguard the continued acceptability of
the established machinery’.

Sting in the tail

BR has paid tge price for neglecting its

byzantine industrial relations structures
but ASLEF has won no victory. The
Financial Times summed up the situation
after the publication of the McCarthy
Report:

‘ASLEF may have won its point in pure
Labour relations terms, but it has few if any
supporters for its opposition to productivity
changes. Continued resistance will inevitably
raise the question of whether the UK needs a
rallway system at all.” (17 February)

Parker could not have his cake and eat it
and neither can Buckton. BR could not
make separate pay and productivity deals

and then make one conditional upon the
other. ASLEF cannot have a rock firm
commitment to the eight-hour day and
agree to negotiate on flexible rostering.
ASLEF, noted McCarthy, ‘has not
wished to oresent its position as un-
remittingly negative and obstructive' to
the introduction of flexible rostering. It
has been prepared to discuss ‘the limits of
“a mutually acceptable definition of
flexibility around the eight-hour day”’,
This has now become the subject of
rigorously scheduled negotiations, to be
concluded by mid-March. Variable roster-
ing means longer and more unsocial
hours, harder work and inevitably lower
wages, Any discussion between man-
agement and unions about ‘flexibility
around the eight-hour day’ can only bring
bad news for railway workers. Yet
‘flexible rostering’, along with a whole
series of other measures for intensifying
the exploitation of railway workers, is
exactly what is at present under discussion
between ASLEF and the BR Board.

Force did

The rail workers have shown a real deter-
mination to fight. The Financial Times
conceded that ‘their support has been so
solid that a generally hostile press could
only find one driver, two weeks from
retirement’ out of the entire union mem-
bership who was prepared to scab on the
strike.

‘Between equal rights’, wrote Marx,
‘force decides’. The BR Board is ready to
use strong arm tactics to make the rail-
ways viable. But while Parker is ready fo
throw out procedure and join battle,
Buckton puts his faith in the machinery
of mediation His apparent victory in the
McCarthy report in reality-makes ASLEF’s
position even more vulnerable, [t encour-
ages workers to put their faith in the
state’s agencies of conciliation and
arbitration at a time when employers are
moving to abandon them and go straight
into the attack.

The universal welcome of the radical
left press for the McCarthy report as ‘a
vindication’ of the railway workers’ case
simply e¢ndorses the strategy of the
ASLEF leadership, The left reinforces
workers’ reliance on ‘impartial’ bodies like
ACAS and the dead weight of bureau-
cratic trade union vrocedures,

To beat BR, rail workers need to
inform their militant tactics with a strategy
that puts their living standards and work-
ing conditions before any other consider-
ation. This means changing their unions
into organisations that fight ruthlessly
for their members interests, Workers’
interests in the nationalised industries
demand unions that organise the whole
industry: overcoming the divisions among
the different rail unions is a top priority
for railway workers. The way forward to
a united fight against the BR Board, and
the Government behind it, lies through
the abandonment of any concern for the
future of BR and all respect for the indus-
trial relations procedures of the past,
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British economy

REFLATE AND

Sir Geoffrey Howe’s 1982 Budget comes after two years of slump.
Industrial output has fallen and unemployment has risen at record
rates. Now the bourgeoisie dreams of an upturn and wants Howe's

Budget to deliver the goods.

THE LAKER AIRWAYS crash in Feb-
ruary brought ‘Sir Freddie’ sympathetic,
if not sycophantic headlines. But Laker
got no government cash, While ‘Freddie
fans’ pledged their personal fortunes (o
help this buccaneer avoid bankruptcy,
self-confessed Laker fan Margaret That-
cher refused to bail him out. Cecil Par-
kinson, Conservative Party chairman,
explained why:

“The decision not to provide state funds for
Sir Freddic was for the sake of the future of
private enterprise. Far from helping the private
sector thrive and flourish, a state handout
would have been greatly damaging to the
morale and spirit of entrepeneurs up and down
the country.’ (The Times, 11 February)

Laker's demise — rather, that of his
1700 employees, since he is fixing up
another deal with ‘Tiny' Rowland, top
shark in Lonrho illustrates the Tory
Government's determination (o press
ahead with its economic strategy. Despite
the pressure of public opinion, it took a
hard line because sentimentality has no
place in its plans to regenerate British
capitalism. It might seem contradictory
that capitalist morale would have been
damaged by a Laker rescue. But the
Government has to remember the 8607
companies which had already gone into
liquidation in 1981, and its advice that
only a leaner, more competitive industry
could emerge from the recession in a fit
state to take on ity rivals.

Nevertheless., as Chancellor Howe was
doing his sums in the weeks leadingup to
the 9 March Budget, he was considering
how to give those beleaguered entrepen-
eurs a positive morale booster. And this
very consideration was allowed by the
results of the recession which are already
helping to raise the spirits of the capitalists.

Profiting from unemployment

#
As the crisis hit, firms collapsed and re-

dundancies multiplied. Throughout nearly
every sector of industry, production
plummeted, but the bosses made sure
that jobs were cut back still faster. Since
1977 British Steel has cut nearly 100 000
jobs (48 per cent of its workforce), British
Leyland has axed 68 000 (40 per cent),
Courtaulds 35 000 (31 per cent), GKN
22 000 (30 per cent) and Lucas 14 000
(20 per cent). The process speeded up
over the past two years so that official
unemployment levels doubled to over
three million in January 1982,

While shme-employers panicked as the
recession accelerated, those who survived
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can now reap some of the rewards.
Record unemployment has weakened
workers' resistance to attacks on living
standards. In every month since April
last year, increases in average earnings
have dropped behind the Tories’ Tax and
Price Index. Recently the CBI claimed
that wage rmises had dropped to just
4-6 per cent, when inflation is running at
more than 12 per cent, At the same time,
the ‘shake-out' of labour has raised
productivity sharply. Now British capital-
ists boast that their labour costs per unit
of production haye risen less than those
of their rivals in Japan, West Germany,
France and the USA.

It's no surprise that profits ar¢ up too.
Helped by a lower exchange rate, as well
as the squeeze on workers, industrial
profits rose 30 per cent in the second half
of 1981. Stockbrokers Phillips and Drew
hope for 20 per cent more this year (The
FEconomist, 30 January 1982). Figures
like these have encouraged some cautious,
qualified bourgeois optimism recently.

*Howe to do it
E 3

But do they really herald the ‘recovery™
For its part, the CBI is uncertain, It wel-
comes the new mood of ‘realism’ in
industry, allowing managers the ‘right to
manage’, and is thankful for the higher
profits. That's why Director General
Sir Terence Beckett threatened no bare
knuckle fights with the Government at
last November’s CBI conference as he
did the previous year. But, failing to see
any secure future for himself and his
class — December's manufacturing output
was the lowest for 15 years — he démands
more help from Howe’s Budget.

Cut business rates, reduce the employ-
ers’ National Insurance surcharge and the
duty on fuel oil, to lewer industry’s
costs, Increase public sector investment
to provide it with some orders. These are
the CBI's proposals, to be paid for by
cutting state expenditure — on wages
and jobs — and by higher government
borrowing. With this package, worth
£3 billion, the CBI hopes to generate
some growth in the economy and still
control inflation.

The CBI is not alone in its demands
for a reflationary Budget. Nor are they
confined to Tory ‘wets’ like Heath,
Gilmour and St John Stevas, The CBI's
proposals got widespread backing in the
Conservative Party, which is now keen to
alter its image as the party of chronic
slump. As an editorial in The 7Times

put it, there is an ‘underlying and wide-
spread feeling in business that the Govern-
ment ought to relax its fiscal stance in
favour of reflation: if good businesses as
well as bad are not to go to the wall, and
if unemployment is not to grow to a
point where it distorts and corrupts the
outlook of an entire generation, then the
Government must begin to ease the
pressure’ (11 February).

The pressure of recession is telling on
the TUC as well. This year the TUC
has really excelled itself in presenting
Sir Geoffrey its Budget proposals. It has
based its alternative-Budget plans on the
workings of the Treasury’s own economic
forecasting model! More than ever the
TUC is tying the future of the working
class to the health of British capitalism
_ all its demands are carefully formulated
to be consistent with a viable capitalist
gconomy. While noting that the real level
of unemployment is around four million,
the TUC's scheme envisages the creation
of a mere 700 000 jobs. And, having the
suspicion that something somewhere may
go wrong in its £8.3 billion reflation plan,
the TUC offers the Tories a ‘new deal’. In
return for the right Budget it would help
control wages and strike action (Prog-
ramme for recovery, February 1982). No
wonder Howe conceded that this was a
‘responsible’ programme,

What separates these ‘diternatives’ is
pounds, not politics. The CBI and the
TUC respond to different influences but
their objective is the same: to save
British capitalism, But in the end, it will
be Chancellor Howe who will decide what
is best to do for Britain.

Time to change gear?

Technically, Howe can easily go ahead
with some measure of reflation. Tax
revenues this financial year have turned
out higher than expected, so the Public
Sector Borrowing Requirement — basically
the deficit of expenditure over révenue —
will be £1-2 billion lower than the £10.5
billion planned. The money saved could
finance more spending, or tax cuts, and
still keep the pressuré of state borrowing
on the money markets the same as before.

Economically, the improved conditions
for making profits mean that a boost to
demand is less likely to result in infation.
Investment could be stimulated and ‘good
businesses® saved if Howe dealt out some
more money to industry, Politically,
Howe would prefer a reflationary Budget
to help push the Tores back up in the
public opinion polls. However, these
considerations are overshadowed by others
more significant for the survival of British
capitalism.

First, while profits are up, they are
barely off the floor. Last year the average
rate of profit in the non-ocil sector of
industry was around two per cent -. an
all-time low, This year it may rise to just

three ‘ per cent, As Beckett of the CBI
has pointed out, this is lower in real terms
than the rate of interest being charged on
industry’s loans. Any ‘excessively’ re-
flationary Budget® one which demanded
a PSBR which forced up rates of interest
in the money markets — would be a
disaster for industrial profitability. In
October last year The Times listed 28
major companies whose interest charges
ranged from 48.3 per cent of operaling
profits in the case of British Oxygen,
to 290.6 per cent of operating profits in
the case of the Chloride Group. To resolve
this situation the bourgeoisie needs both
lower rates of interest and a firmer base
of profitability. Given that slump con-
ditions make profitable rationalisation
that much easier to push onto the work-
force, Howe will think twice before
trying to reflate the economy.

Second, the competitiveness of British
industry has improved. But as the Finan-
clal Times lamented, it is still 30-35
per cent less than in 1975, And com-
petition in the world market is gett'ing
sharper each month: Tory ministers have
recently been on the offensive against
Japanese and French protectionism. They
know that one way toavoid direct controls
to protect domestic industry is to get it
to cut costs. Again this is more easily
done in a time of mass unemployment.

Who recovers?

#
Finally, it is a question of bourgeois
confidence. Up to the present, Howe
feels fairly sure that the economic con-
ditions weigh against trade union mili-
tancy. The result of the miners’ ballot —
against strike action — gave a boost to
this view. However, this remains another
risk of reflation, -Austerity policies
forced on the working class have given
the bourgeoisie a certain room to man-
oeuvre, but if the next move is misjudged,
then ‘all our hard work and sacrifice’
could go to waste in a bout of inflation,
financial panic and insolvency. This
would occur not because workers had
instigated the crisis, but merely because
they had become obstacles to the bour-
geoisie’s attempts to solve their crisis
at our expense,

In the not very long term, the British
ruling class has had it. Over the past
two vears econotnic oblivion has stared it
in the face and it has only survived
through implementing austerity measures
on the working class. This has given it
some dreams of recovery, but nobody
can believe that this can be more than
temporary. Recovery, such as there is,
will be to our cost, in terms of more
unemployment, harsher conditions of
work and lower living standards. Workers
can only recover once we begin to deal
the bourgeoisie blows from which it will
not recover,

Tony Allen

The CBI wants £3 billion.
Len Murray wants £8.3
billion. How much can
you afford? Do a small
business a big turn in
1982. Send all industry

aid and cash injections

to finance the recovery

of revolutionary politics

to:

RCT Association,

ﬁ PO Box BM RCP,
London WC1N 3XX,
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“The establishment gives every sign of being
scared to rule. The police are effectively told to
go out into the community in the name of that
false god “Community” and bathe with oint-
ment the feet of young thugs they should be
arresting. Given such a comprehensive failure
of will, is anybody surprised that last year's
looters and arsonists are swaggering in the
streets?” (The Daily Telegraph, 8 February)

TELEGRAPH EDITORIALS aren’t noted
for their moderate language, Their
strident calls for ‘law and order’, coupled
with derisory comments about the recent
appointment of the wet Sir George
Young as ‘Junior Minister for Race
Relations’ — *one is reminded of the
Soviet Minister for [unobtainable] Fruit
and Vegetables” (The Daily Telegraph,
14 February) — have struck a sensitive
nerve ending. The Guardian and the
‘quality’ Sunday press felt obliged to
reprimand their Fleet Street colleagues
for such unkind and intemperate remarks.
The liberals want to give Sir George
a chance and are still droning on about
racial harmony and good community
relations, Meanwhile the writing is already
on the  wall. Violent street crime in
general, and “muggings” in particular,
are said to be up by at least 50 per cent
in the inner city areas which were the
scene of last year’s riots — and by nearly
100 per cent in some London boroughs,
like Lewisham, Black youths in St Paul’s
and Liverpool 8 have been demonstrating
that their hatred of the police — ‘tcomm-
unity' variety or otherwise — is undimin-
ished, The scene is already set for major
confrontations with the police in 1982.
And the police are gearing up for it
In spite of reassurances that saturation
policing is ‘out’, that the police have
learnt their lesson since “Swamp '817
in Brixton, coetcive police tactics are
everywhere in evidence. In Brixton,
Dalston and elsewhere police carried out
saturation exercises on the week-end
of the recent Bristol and Toxteth distur-
bances. For every community cop trying
to walk nonchalantly down the Front
Line there are van-loads of SPG waiting
down the back-streets. In Coventry
special armed police units have seen
action over recent months. Many are
trained as sharpshooters — though the
local police spokesman assures us they
‘only shoot when ordered’ and then only
‘mostly against animals — when you have
a bear breaking out of a zoo’ (Coventry
Evening Telegraph, 3 February). North-
umberland police are currently under-
geing training in ‘the stress consequences
of street fighting’, with a team of doctors

GETTING

and psychologists on call to check their
responses,

Itchy fingers

But of course the police aren’t their own
masters. They may ‘run riot’ occasionally,
as they did in St Paul’s recently. They
beat up a 38 year old black woman, Mrs
Agatha Royal, dragging her through the
streets by the legs, punching and kicking
her in the kidneys. Police chiefs may
make pronouncements in Police Review
on the need for more ‘positive policing' as
against the softly-softly approach. But
it’s the government of the day that calls
the shots, provides the money and
gives the hardemen the green light. And
the Tory Governmeptaelected on a law

and order platform, can’t be seen to be
W

‘scared to rule’, With an eye to the next
election, and suffering body-blows from
within and without, the Party’s got to
shape up quickly.

The groundwork has already been
done. The Grealt Rape Debate is being
used to introduce harsher legislation and
longer prison sentences for all crimes
(the prison population has risen by 2300
in the last six weeks). The widespread
publicity given to the “mugging” figures
is building up a political climate to justify
putting the boot in., The signals are
coming across loud and clear. The Govern-
ment’s rejection of statutory police
liaison committees, disciplinary ‘'measures
against racist police or other measures
which, as Whitelaw put it, might make
‘police officers refrain from doing their

Racism

duty for fear of complaints’ — and the
general lukewarm response to Scarman -
make it clear where matters stand.
Prominent advogtcs of community
policing have all beén given the push in
recent months: Alderson, the gentle-
manly police chief from Devon and Corn-
wall; Webb, the community policing
pioneer from Handsworth; David Lane
of the CRE -~ all have been forced out,
Community policing isn’t yet a dead duck.
But what the Telegraph calls ‘the neg-
ligentsia® — ‘that alliance of the smart and
the wrong who turned last summer’s
riots into an inquisition against the
police’ — is being firmly put in its place.

Still backing Brixton

“ The best place for them is of course on

the Opposition benches, perpetuating the
myth that in crisis-stricken Britain, pol-
icing can be anything other than racist,
Down in Lambeth, the Labour Party’s
busy debating the pros and cons of
statutory versus non-statutory police
liaison committees (Socialist Organiser
favours the latter). Up on Merseyside, Mrs
Simey — the Labour Party chair of the
local Police Committee who achieved
notoriety last year when she said Toxteth’s
blacks ‘would have been apathetic if they
didn’t riot' — has changed her tune, She is
keen to push ahead with community
policing, more street-lamps and landscape
gardening in Liverpool 8: “‘We want peace
above all else. The economic programme
must be dealt with, so I beg people to be
patient with Mr Heseltine as I beg them
to be patient with the police. I think the
police have made a big effort and are
trying' (The Guardian, 8 February).
Militant too has been very helpful in
recent months, pointing out that ‘unless
the underlying social conditions are
changed, and the police made democrat-
ically accountable, there will inevitably
be renewed conflict’ (4 December),

We would put it a different way.
Renewed conflict, on an ever larger
scale, is inevitable. Unless and until we
destroy the influence of those who, under
the guise of ‘Backing Brixton — Toxteth
— St Paul’s’, are firmly backing the state,
the police will win hands down. The
Commission for Racial Equality recently
quoted what the next step said about the
riots last time round, that ‘organised
class violence is the only answer to the
violence of the fascists and the state’
(New Community, Autumn 1981). As
the going gets even rougher in 1982, that
statement, so objectionable to Whitelaw's
liberal critics, rings truer every day.

Six Asian and West Indian families, all
living within a few hundred yards of each
other in Plaistow, are getting regularly
harassed by racist thugs. ELWAR needs
more volunteers to help patrol the area,
sit in with the families and build support
in the local area for a campaign to isolate
those responsible for the attacks, So far
over 100 anti-racists have joined in the
work, local trade unionists are urging
their branches to get involved and meet-
ings are being held in Newham to help
step up the action. Contact Keith Tomp-
son on 01-274 3951 (24 hours) for details.

Plaistow:
the catalogue
of terror

The Saddique family moved into the area four
weeks ago. The attacks began while they were
moving their furniture into their home. Their
windows have been broken, their van windows
smashed, their front door kicked and they have
been threatened with attack while they are
asleep.

East London

Workers

Against
acism

The Amin family have been under attack for
three vears. Windows have been regularly bro-
ken and the family threatened. Both Mr Amin
and his wife have been artested for attempting
to defend their home from attackers. Three
weeks ago Mr Amin’s nose was broken, his face
cut and bruised and his glasses smashed. He was
also threatened by racists carrying a breadknife.

The N family have also had their windows
broken regularly (Newham Council have refus-
ed to repair this damage until the family pays
for it), In one such attack last year the attackers
climbed up the side of the house and smashed

the second-floor windows. The police were
called and although the family identified the
attackers no arrests were made.

CA a West Indian woman (single parent, mother
of three) works at night, While she was at work
one night her windows were smashed and racist
grafitti painted on her front door. Her nine year
old son was forced to deal with the situation
Since then he has been attacked on the streets.
Again, when the family defended the boy they
were the ones to be arrested, not the racists,

Abdul R and his family have also been under

attack since they moved into their new council

home a few months ago, He is a carpenter and a
member of UCATT. Nearly every window in
their house has been smashed at one time or an-
other. The reinforced glass on the front door has
a number of holes in it. Bricks and milk bottles
have been hurled into the house while the family
have been asleep. A large number of missiles
have landed in the children’s bedroom. Gangs of
racists taunt the family from outside their
house every few nights.

An Asian widow hasn’t left home in over two
months for fear of being attacked, something
which has happened regularly in the past.

L3
Question time
On 29 January Nicholas Winterton, Tory
MP for Macclesfield, asked Whitelaw a
Parliamentary question:

‘Has he any evidence of vigilante groups
operating in East London and other inner-city
areas, . .will he seek to proscribe the East

London Workers Against Racism vigilante
group?® (Hansard, Vol 16, No 46, col 451)

Well, will he? The Home Secretary was

evasive: ‘The police will take appropriate "

action’. We need your money to fight
back against non-stop police harassment.
Rush donations to ELWAR, c/o Box 22,
136 Kingsland High St, E8.
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The riots
last time

......

After last year’s riots the battledines are already being drawn for
large-scale confrontations between police and black youth again in
1982. In St Paul’s and Liverpool 8 the black communities have been
demonstrating what they think of the Labour left’s answer to the riots
of 1981 — community policing. Judith Harrison looks at Rebellion
and Repression, a special double issue of the Institute of Race Relations

journal Race and Class.

1952 WAS AN appropriate year for
the establishment of an ‘Institute of
Race Relations’. The sun was setting on
the British Empire, the colonial adminis-
trators were on their way home, and
British imperialism was turning its
attention lo the problems of hanging on
to the Commonwealth in the post-
colonial era. The IRR was initially a
department of the Royal Institute of
Intermnational Affairs at Chatham House.
In a speech to that venerable body, a
former member of the Government of
India Reforms Commission HV Hodson
summed up the major preoccupations
of the British ruling class in the post-
war era:

‘There are two problems in world politics
today which transcend all others. They're
the struggle between communism and liberal
democracy, and the problem of race relations.’
(International Affairs, 3 July 1950)

With this dual threat in mind, the IRR’
governing board waus staffed by colonial
businessmen, administrators and aca-
demics, Its first Director was a veteran
of the Indian Service.

Organising ‘race relations’

Supposedly an autonomous, indepen-
dent body, the IRR was financed from
the outset hy mining companies in
central and southern. Africa, Its first
research grant was donated by the
Rockefeller Foundation, and later it
received generous subsidies from Shell,
Ford and other multinational cor-
porations. At first IRR money was
directed into research on how to main-
tain stability in post-colonial Africa,
However, after the 1958 race riots in
Notting Hill and Nottingham, the IRR
increasingly turned its attention to
‘race relations’ at home, By 1965 it
was considered sufficiently important to
receive a substantial grant from the
Home Office. The IRR’s chairman, Dr
Leslie  Farrer-Brown, ingeniously re-
sponded by saying that whereas pre-
viously the Institute’s ‘reputation for
independence of outlook’ would have
been prejudiced by accepting govern-
ment funds, by 1965 this was no longer
a problem.

The conservative outlook of the IRR
in a c¢limate of increasing racial oppres-
sion inevitably led to conflicts among
its staff. An internal  revolt, which
eventually came to a head in 1972,
began in the Institute’s library. At the

#}
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time, A Sivanandan, currently the
Director of the IRR and editor of
Ruace and Class, was the chief librarian
and he played a central role in the
power struggle. In his account of the
affair (Race and resistance: the [RR
story) Sivanandan describes how the
growing numbers of black activists who
visited the library helped to radicalise
the staff, making them aware that in
spite of all their research ‘nowhere in
that vast output was there a coherent
picture of immediate black reality’
Race Today, one of the IRR’S pub-
lications, became a wvehicle for the
dissidents' wiews, After a bitter and
protracted fight, the old guard “was
ousted by" an overwhelming majority
(94 wvotes to eight) of the Institute's
members and the new IRR was born,

What’s new?

Thirty years after the foundation of the
first IRR, and ten vears after the creation
of its more Jadical successor, Race and
Class (the [RR's tjcorelicul journal)
has devoted a sp‘&ia) double issue to
analysing the imner-city revolts of 1981.
Many of the old names are still there:
Sivanandan himself; Tony Bunyan (of
State Research); Louis Bridges (lecturer
in Judicial Administration at Birming-
ham University) — they were all founding
members of the new IRR, So were John
La Rose, Peter Hain, Vishnu Sharma,
Darcus Howe, Ann Dummett; John
Rex and many other influential figures
in the world of race relations. At the
time of the left-wing takeover of the
IRR Joe Rogaly wrote in the Financial
Times that it had ‘been infiltrated by
would-be revolutionaries and radicals
who have sought, with some success, to
turn it into a machine for propaganda
against the government and capitalism’.
Have old Joe Rogaly’s worst suspicions
been realised?

At first sight we might be tempted to
answer — yes. Certainly this latest issue
of Race and Class adopts a very militant
stance, Certain themes are emphasised
throughout: the ‘riots’ were a response
to racisnt (not the Tories or unemploy-
ment); the Labour Party and the TUC
are as racist as the Tories; ‘community
policing’ is just another name for in-
tensifying repression whilst heading off
black militancy. All these observations
make a refreshing change from the
apologetic writings of the British radical

left the ‘poverty of white Marxist
philosophy” referred to in the Race and
Class editorial. Where Race and Class
falls short of Rogaly's expectations is"
not on the level of description and
radical rhetoric, but on what to do to
change the immediate black reality.

What next?

One of the most striking features of
Race and Ciass is its scant treatment of
racism in Britain, While it has published
detailed articles about Third World
struggles, most of its discussion of
British racism tends to have a general
academic flavour, The latest issue,
Rebellion and repression, contains only
a few paragraphs on last summer's
revolt. Reading pape after page, it is
difficult to avoid the conclusion that
today’s IRR is out of touch with what’s
going on in the streets.

Sivanandan’s kev-note article ‘From
resistance to rebellion: Asian and Afro-
Caribbean struggles - in  Britain® illus-
trates the distance of the IRR from the
struggle. The closer it gets to the present,
the more general is the analysis, It
appears that his discussion of the last
two or three years is almost entirely
drawn from leaflets and pamphlets. This
leads to a one-sided approach. He
seriously overestimates the influence of
the black vyouth organisations and
women’s groups that emérged in the late
‘'seventies. In general, these organisations
represented a momentary break with
the older, more conservative sections
of the black community and they have
had great difficulty in sustaining any
militant campaign in the face of massive
state repression and co-optation. Their
relationship to the inner-city uprisings
of 1981 was about as ‘organic’ as that
of the mythical outside agitators con-
jured up by the gutter press. Not
surprisingly Sivanandan ignores the
problem of isolation that many black
activists experience today.

On the other hand, Sivanandan
grossly underestimates the problems
that radical black youth are up against.
He does not mention the 3000 young
blacks arrested in the aftermath of the
‘riots’, Nor has he anything to say about
the trials that are still going on and the
many victims of the kangaroo courts
who are fighting alone, In addition,
the picture of growing unity among
the Asian and Afro-Caribbean comm-
unities drawn by Sivanandan bears little
relationship to reality. Whereas in 1968
large numbers of West Indians marched
in solidarity! with ‘Ugandan Asians’
under attack from the new Immigration
Act, in 1981 Asians marched virtually
alone against the Nationality Act as
did West Indians after the New Cross
Massacre.

Oblivious to day to day political

problems, Sivanandan simply cheers on

black youth from the sidelines. Rather
than analysing, he glorifies their struggle
without even pretending to offer any
solutions.

The Labour Party —
a non-question?

Race and Class likes to dismiss the
Labour Party as an important political
issue, It’s obvious that Labour govern-
ments have been even more racist than
the Tories, so why bother discussing it?
Yet the fact remains that most black
people not only continue to vote Labour,
but are profoundly influenced by the
Labour Party’s more radical spekesmen.
The success of Brent Labour Party in
recruiting blacks is based on its claim that
Labour can be forced to take heed of
black people’s interésts,

In fact Race and Class® pretensions
to neutrality or even hostility towards the
Labour Party don't ring true, For when
it comes to the central feature of the
Labour left’s response to the riots, its
demand for greater police ‘accountability’,
the editorial staff give it their collective
blessing. Whilst condemning community
policing as merely a subtle form of
repression; Lee Bridges, in his article,
‘Urban social policy’, is at pains to
emphasise that community policing ‘has
nothing to do with the local democratic
control of the police now being widely
demanded’. On the contrary, he argues,
‘community policing, fully developed,
represents @ means for circumventing
democratic control of the police by local
authorities’. Tony Bunyan, another co-
author, is an enthusiastic champion of
police accountability. And Sivanandan
concludes his own article with doom-
laden words about how ‘the police
have moved from accountability to
legitimation®, Indeed, in its evideénce to
the Royal Commission on Criminal
Procedure in 1979 (*Police against black
people’), the TRR went much further,
calling for more bobbies on the beat.

The accommodation of Race and Class
to the reformist solution to bad ‘policef
community relations’ makes a mockery
of its academic critique of state ‘co-
optation® and ‘integrationism’ elsewhere.
The IRR seems unaware of the co-optation
of defence committees and prominent
black leaders by community relations
councils and local government agencies.

The .fatal combination of academic
radicalism and political diffuseness that
characterises the pages of Race and Class
means that its analysis  iseasily reconciled
with reformist race relations politics. At a
time when the British state is preparing
a new onslaught on black youth, ‘Rebel-
lion and repression’ highlights only the,
irrelevance of the political approach of
Race and Class.
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Wirecking the race checks

Dirty tricks
at the dole

ON MONDAY 15 FEBRUARY the De-
partment of Employment launched its
racist pilot scheme at 14 dole offices, to
check the ethnic origin of claimants. And
the DE has been using every dirty trick in
the book to try and dissuade CPSA mem-
bers at the Unemployment Benefit Offices
from blocking the scheme.

Backfired
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On Friday 12 February workers at Bat-
tersea dole tried to hold & workplace
meeting to discuss what action to take on
the following Monday. Management pro-
duced a DE circular stating that such
meetings weren't allowed! The DE's plan
backfired. By Monday Battersea was out
on strike and the picket called by WAR
over the race checks swelled to over 70
workers and claimants.

At Hendon dole CPSA members met
with the same response from management,
so they held their meetingin a nearby car-
park and voted to boycott the scheme.
The DE promptly sent its race relations
advisors down to explain to staff on the
fresh claims desk that there’s nothing
racist about the checks — they’re just
‘collecting statistics to promote equal
opportunities’.

The DE is using a mixture of persua-
sion and outright intimidation to try and
block the campaign against the checks in
the unions. At South-East London UBOs
CPSA members have been refused annual
leave or ‘flexi-time’, to prevent them leaf-
letting claimants at Deptford dole where

the ‘card system’ of ethnic monitoring is
being tried out. Deptford staff have been
warned against advising claimants not to
cooperate. At Washwood Heath in Birm-
ingham non-union members are being
used to implement the checks. Meanwhile
the DE continues to protest that ethnic
monitoring is entirely non-racist.

%

Unfortunately the CPSA leadership agrees.
Although they’re formally opposed to
the current pilot scheme they neither
reject ethnic monitoring on principle, nor
have they given their local sub-branches
any official backing. This means that
workers at Hendon, Harrow, Battersea
and other UBOs that have taken action
face suspension from the union. It means
that union representatives at weaker dole
offices feel reluctant to call their mem-
bers out. The CPSA is playing into the
DE’s hands,

With only another couple of weeks to
go — the scheme is intended to run for
four weeks — it’s vital that action is step-
ped up at the UBOs. WAR has been org-
anising regular pickets, leafleting claim-
ants and holding public meetings around
the country to build up the opposition,
Our members in the civil service unions
are putling pressure on to gel official
backing for a policy of total non-cooper-
ation with the scheme. We're linking up
with trade unionists at DHSS offices, and
also in the hospitals, where parallel race
checks are being enforced.

Divide and rule
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At a time when the DE has just spat in
the faces of civil servants, offering 65 000
clerical officers no pay increase at all this
year — whilst trying to buy off computer
staff and Nuclear Installations workers
with 10-11 per cent rises — it’s even more
important to resist the race checks, The
DE tries to divide and rule on every level;
between different departments and grades

of workers; between one union and an-
other and now by singling out: black
claimants for attack, They are already re-
ferred to in an internal DE report (Ray-
ner) as the most likely group of claimants
to defraud . The next step is to deprive
them of benefits, and get rid of thousands
more jobs at the same time. Join WAR’s
campaign now. WRECK THE CHECKS!
Marcelle Reynolds

SmithsGasMeters
Police sniff out ‘illegal’ workers

IMMIGRATION POLICE have been out
fishing again recently. Last year they
pulled off a spectacular series of raids on
workplaces, resulting in mass deportations
of black workers. Edmonton’s Main Gas
plant was one. Gas seems to attract them,
On 6 January they turned up at Smiths
Gas Meters in Streatham Vale, South
London, and announced to the security
guards: ‘We're taking over', They had 18
- warrants with them, for black workers
suspected of being illegal immigrants.
Four managed to get away by jumping
over the factory wall. The rest were
rounded up and taken away. Four have
since been held at Ashford Remand Centre
awaiting deportation,

As at Edmonton last year, most of the
workers were Nigerian, And the response
from the main union involved, the
GMWU, has been very similar too, In
both cases the shop-stewards and con-

venors felt that once the workers were
shown to be ‘illegal‘f there was nothing
they could do, Bat there is! Smiths em-
ploys 700 workers, mainly black, a lot of
them women, It used to have a workforce
of 3000, The same fatalism about the
immigration raid has also been displayed
over the loss of nearly two and a half
thousand jobs — and there are 200 more
redundancies on the way. The working
conditions are lousy too. One woman
worker told us:

‘The biggest deal the unions seem to have
negotiated for us is a reduction in our working
week from 40 to 39 hours. That was back in
1979 and it’s only just been implemented. But
anyway our ten minute teabreak on Friday has
been scrapped; we've lost one minute off our
three minute wash break; two minutes off’ our
half-hour lunch hour — and so it goes on,
They've made up for 59 of the 60 minutes
we're supposed to have got.’

A young Asian workeér complained about
management demanding to check his
passport when he came for the job. Most
workers don't even know what union
they’r¢ in. The list of grievances is endless,
and it’s clear that management could only
get away with what they do — including
setting up 18 workers they wanted to get
rid of — because the union has let them.

WAR is fighting this case; organising
defence for the workers involved; mob-
ilizing trade union support in South Lon-
don and organising 4 meeting in the area,
Many workers at Smiths believe similar
raids have taken place in the area recently
and these are being investigated. The
GMWU has a well-publicised campaign on
equal opportunities running at the mo-
ment, Let’s see some action from their
local and national officials!

Anita Lioyd

POLICE
OFF OUR BACKS!

Friday 12 March

SOLWAR public meeting.
Room 119,

Lambeth Town Hall,
Acre Lane, Brixton SW2,
7.30pm.

cleanse our ranks|

CLEANSING OUR RANKS

Had enough of official declarations against racism which amount to nothing? Worried
about natibnality checks and colour bars at work? Want to fight them in your union?.

Then get Cleansing our ranks — a platform for anti-racist trade unionists!

We believe the trade union movement can and must become an effective weapon in
the anti-racist struggle. But we must put our own house in order first, we must

Send 35p (p+p incl) for one, or £2 for 10 copies {(post free) to Junius Publications,
BCM JPLTD, London WC1N 3XX. Cheques payable to Junius Publications.

Plus local WAR at.:tivities in your area
See back page for details. |

WAR
IN ACTION

Defend overseas students!
Stop the hospital race checks.
Tuesday 2 March

@ Central London Poly

Bolsover St, 12.30

Thursday 4 March
@ Middlesex Poly Enfield site 6pm

@ City of London Poly,
Calcutta House, S5pm. .

Tuesday 16 March
WAR trade union sub-committee

To discuss work place action against
racist checks in the public sector,
Club room, Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square WC1 (near Holborn tube).

March 1982 7
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Women for Communism

Abortion:

Not the Church, not the state...

Not the

doctor either

The defence of abortion rights must not be restricted to protecting
the control over access to abortion granted to the medical profession
under the 1967 Act, argues Helen Swift.

ABORTION RIGHTS are under a two-
pronged attack. First the wording of the
notification form which doctors must
fill out following an abortion has been
altered, removing the social clause under
which between 80 and 85 per cent of all
abortions are carried out. This attempt to
restrict the availability of abortion was
introduced surreptitiously, through an
obscure parliamentary manoeuvre in
March 1981,

The second way in which access to
abortion is being curtailed is through the
steady reduction in NHS facilities as a
consequence of public spending cuis,
The transfer of more and more NHS
functions into the sphere of private
health care means an cver deteriorating
service for the working class. The case of
abortion provisions is an extreme example.
In 1969 67 per cent of all abortions were
carried out on the NHS; in 1980 the
figure was 46 per cent, In the 'seventies
charities filled some of the gap, allowing
some respite for women who could not
afford full private fees, But the recession
has hit the charities too: in 1977 they
covered 29 per cent of all abortions, but
three years later the proportion has
sunk to 25 per cent. The private clinics
however are booming — their share of
the market grew from 20 per cent in
1977 to 29 per cent in 1980. As the
private sector expands and the cost of

an abortion rises, they become increas-
ingly difficult for working class women
to obtain,

Doctor knows best?
e a4

The change in the abortion notification
form is an important infringement on
women’s rights. No doubt it is true, as
the President of the Royal College of
Obstetrics and Gynaecology has remarked,
that doctors can easily get around the
precise wording of the form. But it is
nevertheless a backdoor attempt to tighten
up access to abortion and it must be
fought all the way. However, for working
class women with unwanted preganancies,
the biggest obstacle to getting an abortion
is not the wording of the DHSS form,
but shortage of money and available
facilities, Yet the opposition to the
current aftack on abortion rights — from
the National Abortion Campaign, the
Labour Abortion Rights Campaign and
the Abortion Law Reform Association —
has focused almost exclusively on re-
storing the original wording of the notif-
ication form.

Today’s abortion rights campaigners in
the women'’s moyvement and in the labour
movement take their lead from the
medical profession. The leading figure
the resistance to the alteration of the
notification form is Professor Peter
Huntingford, a prominent consultant

. integrity of

obstetrician and gynaecologist. Hunting-
ford is an old-fashioned liberal, He
believes in the rights of the individual,
the proper processes of parliamentary
demaocracy and in the independence and
the medical profession,
Doctors are staunch defenders of the
1967 Abortion Act — as a profession they
have opposed all the restrictive amend-
ments proposed over the last few vears by
White, Benyon and Corrie. Doctors like
the 1967 Act because il enhances their
social power by giving them full control
over access to abortion,
The spirit of '67

ST s e SR ma et
The left is united with the doctors behind
the 1967 Act. Feminist Labour MP Jo
Richardson recently defended ‘the spirit
of the Act’. The Communist Party echoed:

‘The spirit of the 1967 Act was decided in
Parliament. That must be defended. A woman’s
right to choose must be defended. The Depart-
ment of Health and Social Security should be
told now to honour that spirit,' (Morning

Star, 21 January)

And the Socialist Workers Party has
taken the radical consultant obstetrician
to its bosom: ‘Dr Peter Huntingford is
determined to defy the Tories’ sudden
twist in the abortion law — even if it
means going to prison’ (Socialist Worker,
6 February).

But what was ‘the spirit’ of the 1967
Act? The Act made abortion legal in
a wider variety of circumstances than
had been previously allowed. It was
motivated by a combination of bourgeois
concern to free women for the labour
market, petit-bourgeois liberalism and
traditional paternalism towards ‘those
least blessed in education or intelligence’
who ~‘deserve our sympathy and help’
(Dr Malcolm Potts, Abortion: the NHS
and the charities, Birth Control Trust).

The 1967 Act does not give women
any ‘right to choose’, All the choices and
all the decisions are in the hands of the
doctors. Abortion is legal when two
doctors agree to it, on medical or social
grounds. If a woman 15 unlucky and has

Sexual harassment -

GET THE
'BOSSES! -

When Tameside NALGO voted at its Annual General Meeting last year
to combat sexual harassment at work it provoked widespread comment
in the press, a noxious mixture of chauvinist and anti-trade union pre-
judice. But, asks Kate Marshall, is this really the way to fight for

women’s rights at work?

‘Sex is a dirty word down at the Town
Hall, Even a saucy glance across the filing
cabinet could land some office stuff 1n trouble.’
{(Daily Star, | December 1981)

THE PRESS trivialises sexual harassment,
The ‘bottom-pinchers’, the ‘leerers’ and
the ‘office Romeos' are accepted as a
normal part of office life; those who
object are dismissed as silly ‘women’s
libbers’, prudes who aré unable to take a
joke or receive a complimenl. The press
.makes out that all is harmonious and
equal between men and women at work.
But it isn’t. Women are created unequal
by the capitalist class that controls their
access to jobs. Women have lost jobs
because they have rejected the lecherous
advances of their ‘superiors’, But this is
of no concern to Fleet Street. Sex sells
papers,” so Tameside NALGO took its
place alongside Page 3, prurient éxposure
stories and lurid court reports.

‘Union seeks to outlaw “leering” at
Town Hall’, headlined the Tory/Church
of England Daily Telegraph (3 December),
It reported a councillor who had ‘heard
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one young man sayv that before he asks a
girl for a date, he will check whether she
is in NALGO’. A London newspaper
scoffed at the prospect of industrial
action: 'The thought of the cry “Out,
brothers out!™ every time Perkins makes
a suggestive remark to one of the girls on
the switchboard is ludicrous' ([slingron
Gazette, 20 Novemberk The press uses
any incident it can”to whip up public
hostility against the unions. Bul why did
Tameside NALGO take up this issue?

NALGO has more full-time women
officials than any other union — 17, in-
cluding Mary Johnson, who proposed the
motion at Tameside. The motion was
not 4 response to any particular incident
or the result of discussion among the rank
and fil¢ — it arrived in the mail from head
office. Sister Johnson explains:

“Ihe issue is not in any way a personal one.

It was raised in my capacity as Equal Oppor-

tunities representative of the Branch. NALGO

nutionally has accepted sexual harassment as

an issue and issued guidelines on how to deal
| with cases should they arise.’

The NALGO national executive has
agreed that women should have the right
to complain about harassment. The full-
time official is authorised to approach the
employer — usually a borough council —
and seek a formal procedure for dealing
with the complaint of one employee
against another.

Such procedures already exist to handle
disputes among workers: they also allow
employers to dismiss workers for discip-
linary offences. They are often used
against militants. It is unlikely that
management would object to strengthen-
ing its disciplinary code by including an
additional rule about sexual harassment.
But what use would it be to women? The
benefits are more for NALGO than its
members.

First, NALGO has been seen to take
up the cause of women's rights in a radical
new way, But it has chosen to take up the
peripheral issue of sexual harassment in a
period of massive attacks on women
workers, when the Tories are slashing the
local government resources and enforcing
large scale redundancies in the town halls. »
Many of these jobs are women'’s jobs and
they are disappearing fast, At a time
when services provided through local
government are being decimated, NALGO
has seized its moment to issue a leaflet,
‘Sexual harassment is 2 trade union issue’,
This radical departure is certainly a
change from the days when bureaucrats
stuttered if they had to say the word
‘abortion’, but it is no answer ‘to the
real oppression women face as a result of
the crisis. In fact NALGO's sexual harass-
ment policy is nothing but a cover-up for
its inaction in defending jobs and services.

Second, the feminists in NALGO are
happy because ‘sexual politics’ is on the
agenda. Feminists who pive priority to

a GP or a local consultant who chooses
not to grant an abortion, then that’s too
bad, One result of the doctors’ right to
choose is ¢normous regional variations in
the availabilily‘f abortions. In the North
in 1980, 4915 abortions were done on
the NHS, 39 in the private sector, In the
West Midlands where Catholics rule the
obstetric hierarchy, 3013 abortions were
performed on the NHS, 10 256 privately.
Free abortion on demand!

S T AT
The 1967 Act does not guarantee women

free abortion on demand, The NHS has
never provided adeguate facilities to meet
the demand for abortion: the cuts are
making NHS provision more and more
inadequate. If abortion is not to be
reduced to an exclusive privilege of the
wealthy, a major campaign against NHS
cuts and the restrictive terms of the 1967
Act is urgently necessary. Invoking the
spirit of '67 and defending the medical
monopoly over abortion is no way to
defend women’s rights against the Tory
onslaught, :

The Women for Communism group in
Manchester has circulated the following
motion to be raised in workplaces and
union branches:

This union notes the recent attack on the
‘social clause’ of the 1967 Abortion Act,
under which more than 1 200 000
women have had abortions since the Act
was introduced.

This attack occurs in the context of a
more serious long-term attack on abortion
rights, through the cuts and the priv-
atisation of health care,

The branch should
@ campaign against all cuts in facilities
for women — nurseries, family planning
and abortion facilities y
® call for free abortion on demand
® affiliate to Women for Communism
which is campaigning for these policies in
the labour movement
®send £5 to Women for Communism,
Box 33, 164-166, Corn Exchange Build-
ing, Hanging Ditch, Manchester M4 3BD.

the issues which affect only women
rather than emphasise those issues which
affect women and can unite the working
class against the bosses, will see NALGO's
policy as a step in the right direction, The
feminist emphasis on ‘sexism' shifts the
problem from the realm of real attacks to
the realm of ideology.

Women for Communism

It does not surprise us that textbooks and
newspapers and men in powerful positions
regard women with contempt, They have
similar views about blacks, the Irish,
gays and the working class in general.
The problem is that these ideas permeate
into the working class where . they are
an obstacle to a united fight against the
capitalism which oppresses us all. This is
the context in which we fight against the
philistinism of male workers in their
attitudes to women.

As communists we object to all
expressions of chauvinism — {rom Yjokes’
to physical intimidation. We challenge
them in the same way that we challenge
other ruling class prejudices in the working
class — with political argument, counter-
intimidation and collective action. But in
doing this we should have as our end the
involvement of male workers in the fight
against the impact of the recession on
women workers. Our right to work is at
stake..We can fight the backward attitudes
of the men we work with best if we fight
to convince them that our intérests
coincide, and that there is work to be
done beating off the assault we all face
from capitalism in crisis. Trade union
action against sexual harassment must.be
real agction, not token gestures. And it
must be complementary to the fight to
defend living standards and working
conditions, not an alternative to it,



Soviet expansionism,
European pacifism

old war

lllusions

A third world war is no longer unthinkable. An arms race of enormous
proportions signals the emergence of a new phase of militarism. Strident
anti-Soviet propaganda and economic conflicts among the Western
powers reveal growing East-West and inter-imperialist tensions. In this
3-page feature on the drive towards another world war, Frank Richards
examines the forces behind the growth of militarism and reviews
E P Thompson's latest response, Beyond the cold war.

THE AMERICAN RULING class justifies
its military build-up and its tough talking
by pointing the finger at the expansionist
objectives of the Soviet Union. NATO
chiefs explained their decision in Decem-
ber 1979 to deploy new long-range
nuclear missiles in Europe as a response
to the threat of Soviet expansion.

The hawk’s ascent

The USA opened its attack on the Soviet
Union in the diplomatic sphere during
the second half of the Carter Presidency.
The Carter Administration blamed the
invasion of the Shaba province in Zaire
by rebel guerrillas on Moscow and de-
nounced the Soviet presence in Angola
and Ethiopia. Carter ostentatiously streng-
thened Washington’s links with China
as part of his anti-Soviet crusade. Most
important of all was Carter’s attempt to
attribute the crisis of the Middle East,
especially after the overthrow of the Shah
of Iran, to Soviet manceuvres, The
‘Carter doctrine’ of January 1980 raised
the spectre of a Soviet ‘outside force’ to
assert the right of US troops to invade
the Middle East: “*Any attempt by any
outside force to gain control of the Persian
Gulf region will be regarded as an assault
on the vital interests of the United States.
It will be repelled by use of any means
necessary, including military force’ (The
Economist, 26 January 1980).

During the remainder of his Presidency,
Carter seized on every opportunity to
intensify pressure on the Soviet Union.
He used the invasion of Afghanistan as
an excuse to boycott the Moscow Olym-
pics and impose economic sanctions.
Reagan has continued where Carter left
off. The first major foreign policy state-
ment of the Reagan Administration was
the claim that Cuban and Soviet aggression
were responsible for the revolts in El
Salvador and the rest of Central America.
Reagan stepped up arms spending and
made the ‘restoration’ of American
military strength a key feature of his
foreign policy. The Polish events added a
new dimension to US anti-Sovietism: cold
war propaganda became more ferocious
and more pervasive.

American propagandists explain the
deterioration of East-West relations as a
result of the growing threat to the NATO
powers of Soviet expansion. In addition
to the Poles, the peoples of Angola,
Ethiopia, Afghanistan and even Nicaragua
are depicted as the victims of Soviet
aggression. The new cold war propaganda
i8 so powerful that even many opponents
of US imperialism subscribe to it. Many
on the left believe that the Soviet Union
is a superpower driven by forces similar
to those that push the United States
towards war., The Socialist Workers
Party, for example, accepts the prevalent

bourgeois prejudice that the Soviet Union
is an imperialist power. The Cold War
is viewed by many socialists as a con-
sequence of bitter competition between
the Soviet Union and the United States.

Is the Soviet Union on the warpath?
Far from being expansionist, the Soviet
Union can barely keep itself together,

The structural crisis of the Soviet Union

threatens the very existence of the system
(see ‘The year the Soviet bloc began
to break up’, the next step, No 21,
January 1982). Production is stagnant,
productivity is falling and every year the
Soviet Union faces an agrarian disaster.
This winter meat and vegetables have
virtually disappeared from the shelves
of food shops. In desperation the Soviet
bureaucracy is selling its precious reserves
of gold, diamonds, oil and gas on the
world market to raise the hard currency
it requires to pay its debts. For the first
time in the post-war period the Soviet
Union has asked Western bankers to
defer payment on its debts. ’
o
Bear without claws

Ta =T s
The Soviet Union is incapable of financing
the takeover of other countries: it is
in serious difficulty paying out to keep
up its existing sphere of influence.
Eastern Europe, Cuba and the pro-Soviet
regimes in Africa constitute a major
drain on Moscow’s resources. Afghanistan
is another heavy bufden. The Soviet
Union invaded, not because it wanted to
extend its frontiers, but because it feared
that unrest in Afghanistan would spread
to Moslem republics inside the Soviet
Union.

The Soviet Union cannot be character-
ised by Marxists as an imperialist country.
Imperialism is the highest stage of capital-
ism and its central feature is the export of
capital. The Soviet economy is not based
on capital accumulation but on the
accumulation of use values. There is no

internal dynamic to accumulate and
therefore the Soviet economy always
faces the problem of stagnation, Nor does
the Soviet Union export capital: not only
does it not produce capital, but it has
no resources to spare for export, Whilst
the Soviet Union is not an imperialist
country, it does seek foreign allies.
Sometimes it uses political or military
pressure and sometimes it provides
military aid to cement alliances,
Imperialist countries are able to use
their dominant position on the world
market to impose an economic strangle-
hold on backward capitalist countries.
However, because the Soviet Union
is unable to dominate the economies
of its allies, its hold over Third World
countries is tenuous. It has been unable
to compete effectively with imperialism
in the Third World. While many on
the left believe that the Soviet Union
is imperalist, leading Western experts
have no such illusions, A recent sur-
vey of Soviet influence abroad by the
Washington-based Center for Defense
Information concluded that outside East-
ern Europe the Soviet Union lacked
‘staying power’. The report observed that
of the 155 countries in the world, Moscow
has influence in 19, Moreover, it argued
that marginal advances in minor countries
have been dwarfed by Soviet setbacks in
China, Indonesia, Egypt, India and Iraq.
Temporary successes in backward capital-
ist countries have proved very costly for
the Soviet Union to maintain (‘Soviet
geopolitical momentum: myth or menace
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— trends of Soviet influence around the
world from 1945 to 1980°, The Defence
Monitor, January 1980).

Whose arms race?

Public claims by the US Government
about Soviet aggression are not taken
too seriously outside Washington’s foreign
relations committee. In a recent issue of
the State Department-funded Problems of
communism, a former member of the US
embassy in Ethiopia gave a realistic
assessment of Soviet influence there:

‘As one assesses the prospects for the future
of the Ethiopian revolution it is clear that the
Soviet Union and its allies are of decreasing
relevance to the solution of Mengistu’s domestic
and foreign problems,

‘Consequently, the position of the Russians
and Cubans in Ethiopia grows less comfortable
with each month that passes.' (P' B Henze,
‘Communism in Ethiopia’; Problems of comm-
unism, May/June 1981)

The case of El Salvador is even more
transparent. In February 1981 the US
State Department published a White
Paper entitled ‘Communist interference
in El Salvador’, presenting ‘evidence'
of Soviet and Cuban involvement. Within
a month the White Paper was exposed as
a tissue of lies. Former Defence Secretary
Harold Brown criticised the Reagan
Administration’s ‘simplistic view of all
world problems as Soviet inspired’ (New
York Times, 20 September 1981).

Behind the rhetoric about Soviet
expansionism, US foreign policy is based
on a shrewd assessment of the paralysis of
the Soviet economy. Leading experts in
the State Department believe that econ-
omic pressure will accelerate the internal
collapse of the Soviet Union, This is the
calculation behind Defence Secretary
Caspar Weinberger's call for greater
restrictions on trade, technology and
credit to the USSR, The American
journal Business Week recently reported
that the ‘pace is too slow for impatient
US hardlinérs, inside and outside the
Reagan Administration, who want to
push the entire Soviet bloc into a financial
crisis by forcing Poland to default on its
$26 billion debt to the West' (8 Feb-
ruary). The increase in American defence
expenditure fits into this aggressive
strategy towards the Soviet Union. The
$43.7 billion increase in arms approp-
riations — the largest in US ‘peacetime’
history — is designed to increase the
strain on the Soviet economy. The costs
of trying to match US military power will
plunge Soviet industry into even deeper
chaos. American pundits talk about the
‘arms race’: but the growth of arms
expenditure has been entirely precipitated
by the American ruling class, Even The
Economist was forced to concede that in
the military sphere ‘the United States has
pioneered all major recent advances’ (6
February 1982).

The myth of Soviet aggression justifies
Washington’s rearmament programme.
But what is US imperialism really up to?
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Faded eagle

America’s aggressive foreign policy has
nothing to do with Soviet expansion: it is
a response to the decline of the USA as
the dominant imperialist power. Since
the middle ‘sixties US imperialism has
been losing ground to 'its competitors.
Japan and the EEC countries have forced
America to retreat. The US share of total
OECD industrial output fell from 44.4
per cent in 1963 to 34.9 per cent in 1975.
By 1975 the industrial output of the EEC
exceeded that of the USA. Declining
productivity undermined the ability of
the US to sell on the world market.
During the ’seventies it lost 23 per cent of
its share of the world market,

The recession has speeded up the
decline of the United States. Since 1973,
productivity in manufacturing industry
has remained stagnant, Indeed, the last
quarter of 1981 saw the largest drop in
output per worker in the entire post-war
period.

The decline of US imperialism has
stirred up conflicts in the Western camp.
America now sees Europe and Japan as
rivals in the battle to survive. Trade
rivalries are particularly important as the
crisis of US industry has forced America
to rely more and more on the world
market. As late as 1960 anly five per cent
of the US GNP was exported orimported;
but today e¢xports have risen to 13
per cent,

During the last decade Washington has
attempted to compensate foritseconomic
weakness by flexing its political and
military muscle. The USA's drive to
impose ‘strategic consensus’ on NATO
means forcing its imperialist rivals to line
up in defence of American capital, Cold
war hysteria directed against the Soviet
Union provides the best means of main-
laining the dominant position of US
imperialism. US ambassador to the
United Nations Jean Kirkpatrick recently
proclaimed that ‘the restoration of the
subjective conviction that American power
is a necessary precondition for the survival
of liberal democracy’ was ‘the most
important development in US foreign
policy in the past decade’ (Commenitary,
November 1981),

Paradoxically the decline of US
imperialism has unleashed more strident
assertions of American supremacy. The
heightening of international tensions
allows Washington to push economic
conflicts into the realm of politics. Trade
with Iran and the Soviet bloc were the
first wvictims of this process. As the
leading military power, the USA can only
benefit from the East-West conflict.

Europe vs America

Reagan cannot have everything his own
way. The disunity of NATO countries
over Poland shows the emergence of
political conflict within the imperialist
camp. After a joint meeting at the end
of January, French Prime Minister Pierre
Mauroy and German Chancellor Helmut
Schmidt spoke out against launching an
economic war against the Soviet Union,
Schmidt went on to criticise Reagan’s
high interest rate policy because of its
‘fatal consequences’ for Europe. The
implication of this statement was clear
— for the two leading imperialist powers
in Europe the problem was not martial
law in Poland but US competition.
Disunity over Poland is only the tip of
the iceberg. Reagan is also at odds with
Europe over Central America, While the
Americans denounced ‘Cuban interven-
tion’, the French arranged an arms deal
with Nicaragua. And the voice of the
British bourgeoisic declared that ‘US
policy towards El Salvador and the rest of
Central America is appearing increasingly
questionable’ (Financial Times, 8 Feb-
ruary, 1982). Another expression of this
conflict was Europe’s response to Reagan’s
campaign against Libya: Reagan’s claims
that Libyan hit men were sent to assass-
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inate him were treated as a joke. In
addition, the USA’s economic war against
Libya was criticised at last November’s
NATO meeting of foreign ministers.

The disintegration of NATO reflects
the emerging economic war in the imp-
erialist camp. This rivalry is the most
important development in the present
phase of international relations. It affects
every corner of thesworld, for ultimately
imperialist nations can only survive at
each others’ expense. One of the most
barbaric features of this rivalry is the
growth of the arms trade. Recently
France has overtaken the US as the main
arms dealer in the Third World. Recent
sales of French arms to Egypt touched
off panic in Washington, Business Week
was concerned, partly because the French
arms policy would draw off funds while
the US pours in non-military aid as well
as low-priced arms, but mainly because of
the political implications: ‘Down the
road is the worry that the French connec-
tion may loosen Mubarak’s ties to US
policy, steering him towards radical
Arab politics' (8 February 1982).

The economic rvalries have reached
the dimensions of a trade war. The recent
decision of the Reagan administration
to keep out European steel is only the
most publicised conflict, But a furious
struggle has broken out over a wide front:
interest rates, export credit, food prices
and trade in cars, aecroplanes and textiles.
All the imperialist powers claim to be
tervent advocates of free trade - but they
all discriminate against competitors. The
US aerospace industry persuaded Wash-
ington Airport last November to prohibit
the French-made Airbus from landing —
for ‘safety’ réasons, of course,

‘Little Europe’

European imperialism likes to play the
injured partner. A survey in the February
issue of the influential French monthly,
Le Monde Diplomatigue, entitled “The
long economic war against Europe'
recited a long list of sins committed by
US capital. Its call for European indepen-
dence has a popular resonance throughout
the continent.

The growth of economic rivalries has
generated strong anti-American currents
in Europe. Many on the left have joined
with the right to denounce American
hegemony. A senior editor of the German
weekly Die Zeit has noted the convergence
of left and right in defence of flittle
Europe’:

‘In foreign policy then, the waditional
ideclogical chasms between left and right
are narmw%ng; the two camps are drawing
together on thee jéint platform of ‘‘Little
Furope” nationalism and resistance to Amer-
ican Icadcrahl'f:.' {J Joffe, ‘European-American
relations: the enduring crisis’, Foreign Affairs,
Spring 1981)

Anti-American sentiment provides a
focus for European nationalism. Christian
Democrats in West Germany join hands
with the British Labour left against the
American ogre. Spiritual leader of the
West German peace movement Pastor
Heinrich Albertz presented himself to a
large rally in Bonn last October as ‘a
German patriot’

“Why should voicing our national interest
always be left to reactionaries? Everyone knows
that in the present state of.armaments, the two
halves of Germany are to be the killing ground
of the Great Powers,' (The Guardian, 12 Oct-
ober 1981)

For the old pastor German nationalism is
alright if it serves the cause of God and
peace. The British fascists are more honest
and straightforward, In its discussion of
the Cruise missiles a leading National
Front igeologue writes:

‘These missiles are’ American-owned and
operated. . .the US has. said that the British
government would be consulted before their
use, this does not alter the fact that we will
have on our soil weapons and therefore targets,
which may well be used, and attacked, in

pursuit of a quarrel between foreign states, .
which has nothing to do with Britain or the
British people.’ (Nick Griffin, Keep Britain
out of capitalist wars', Nationalism Today,
November 1980)

The anti-American movement has rallied
popular support under the banner of
nuclear disarmament. This movement
corresponds to the interests of the Euro-
pean imperialist powers. While Washington
wants ‘restoration of military strength’
Europe talks of a ‘military balance
through arms reduction’. The first option
implies the maintenance of US hegemony;
the second means its erosion,

For West Germany ‘peaceful’ economic
relations correspond to the extension of
its power at the expense of the USA,
Detente with the Soviet Union gives
European imperialism the space necessary
to loosen US domination over much of
the world markel. While the European
ruling c¢lass has no illusions about
disarmament, the existence of a dynamic
peace movement legitimises its claim to
‘independence’,

Of course the European imperialists
are very seléctive about their commit-
ment to peace. The socialist Mitterand
Goyvernment has no inhibitions about
organising military intervention in Chad.
Peace-loving France has managed to
peddle $8.3 billion worth of arms to
Third World customers. In the meantime,
peaceful West Germany has become the
paymaster of the Turkish military junta
and the British army continues to kéep
the peace in Ireland.

' crisis has unleashed a struggle amongst the

Towards imperialist war

The Soviet Union has very little to do
with the rise of militarism and the growth
of imperialist rivalries. Under the banner
of fighting Soviet aggression the imper-
ialist powers arg arming to the teeth, The
arms race is the product of a decadent
ruling class determined to postpone its
demise. The decline of US imperialism
coincides with the greatest crisis of the
capitalist system in half a century. This

imperialist powers which leads inevitably
towards war.

The arms race is fuelled by capital’s
relentless drive to accumulate. All ob-
stacles to accumulation must be destroyed
by a system whose only allegiance is to
profit. The fact that the US wants to raise
tensions while Europe wants to ease them
is incidental. It is simply a question of
timing. The day after tomorrow West
Germany or Japan or any combinstion of
imperialist powers will launch a new arms
race in the name of peace, justice and
freedom, In this conflict there are no
innocent parties, ‘

The drive towards militarism has
thrown the European left into ever deeper
confusion, Rather than fight the system
that generates militarism, it has lined up
on one side of the conflict, for Europe,
against the USA. In reality this means,
not some ‘third road’, but acquiescence
to the policies of European imperialism.
For genuine anti-militarists the alternative
is clear, Fight militarism, fight the nation-
alism that masquerades as pacifist anti-
Americanism! The enemy is at home!

The European disarmament campaign aims at peace, but mobilises Europeans to back their o



EP Thompson

against theYanks

Fighting for
Europe

E P Thompson, Beyond the Cold War,
Merlin Press, 1982, pp36, pbk £0.60,

THE MYSTIQUE of war has fascinated
many throughout the ages. On War,
published a vear after the death of its
author Carl von Clausewitz in 1832,
removed the veil that mystified many,
For von Clausewitz there was nothing
mysterious about war — on the contrary,
‘under all circumstances war is to be

govarnments against the USA.,

regarded not as an independent thing but
as a political instrument... This is the
only means of unlocking the great book
and making it intelligible’. And, although
the general public has been fed popular
prejudices, the people that count -—
members of the Chief of Staff, politicians
and diplomats — have always known that,
as von Clausewitz put it, ‘war is a mere
continuation of policy by other means’.

E P Thompson's latest pamphlet,

oy
o

Beyond the Cold War, cannot accept yon
Clausewitz’s conclusions, It cannot face
the harsh truth that today’s arms race
stems from the requirements of the
capitalist system. The object of the
pamphlet is to isolate war from its
material foundations, to treat war as an
‘independent thing’, and reconcile the
peace movement to the existing system

Thompson’s fetish

Thompson’s remarks about FEast-West
rivalries are essentially correct: ‘the first
Cold War premise of irreconcilable
adversary posture between the blocs
across the world — has become a fiction”,
Unfortunately, however, Thompson goes
on to draw the conclusion that this
‘fiction’ has acquired a momentum of its
own -~ that it has become ‘self-reproduc-
ing’. According to him, the Cold War ‘has
broken free from the occasions at its
origin and has acquired an independent
inertial thiust of its own’, How a *fiction’
acquires an independent existence is left
to the imagination of the reader.

Of course, Thompson does identify
evil individuals in each bloc — ‘the
military, industrial and research estab-
lishments of both sides, the security
services and intelligence operations’ - who
benefit from the Cold War. But these are
slaves of a monster that exists indepen-
dently of social relations: the Cold War
has become ‘a habit, an addiction’,

Thompson ignores the contradictions
within imperialism that have generated
the drive towards militarism, Indeed in his
view imperialism does not exist: instead
we have an irrational ‘addiction’ to a
‘fiction’ that has a momentum of its own,
Thompson not only tears contemporary
militarism out of its context, he endows all
wars with the same supernatural qualities.
It appears that war is a response to a
universal need to use the threat of a
foreign enemy to achieve internal solida-
rity. Thompson is convinced that the
‘fear or threat of the Other is grounded
upon a profound and universal need. It is
intrinsic to human bonding’,

Thompson converts the old prejudice
that there have always been wars and that
there always will be wars to the status of
a universal law. For Thompson the USA
only acquires its identity through its
hatred of the Soviet Union and vice versa,
and similar patterns run throughout
history. Thus ‘Rome required barbarians,
Christendom required pagans, Protestant
and Catholic Europe required each other’.
But what is more to the point is, as we
shall show, the fact that Thompson
requires the USA,

The revelation

With all the erudition of a feudal monk
Thompson reduces militarism to a prob-
lem of human nature, Instead of class
conflict, exploitation and imperialist
rivalries, we have a human flaw, If
Thompson was simply a pedant devoted
to the mystification of social issues there
would be little value in reviewing his
pamphlet. But his discourse on mankind’s
weaknesses has g clear political purpose.
For Thompson the arms race is a human-
itarian question. Salvation lies in improv-
ing human interaction between Moscow
and Washington. Eyveryone is responsible
and yet no one is to blame — least of all
Europe, which is merely a victim in this
conflict of superpowers. Discreetly, almost
imperceptibly, imperialist Europe disap-
pears in Thompson’s world.

Thompson isn’'t merely preoccupied
with human nature; he is vitally concemed
with the future of Europe. Or rather as he
sees it, the redemption of humanity lies
with Europe’s future. The riddle s
solved: ‘We can match this crisis only by
a summoning of resources to a height
like that of the greatest religious or
political movement of Europe’s past’.

Thompson's sermon on Europe’s mis-
sion corresponds directly to the interests
of European imperialism. Capitalists

War and peace

throughout the Continent have more
earthly considerations — ‘lower US
interest rates, less restrictions on exports
to the US and a reduction of American
influence in general. Thompson’s preach-
ing on European independence is in full
accord with the ncerns of European
imperialism, ThompSon voices these con-
cerns with the sort of rhetoric that is taken
for eloquence in British middle class
circles.

His anger rising, Thompson can no
longer restrain himself, Pointing towards
Washington, he declares:

‘It makes no sense at all for decisions as to
the siting of missiles — and as to the ownership
and operation of American missiles on European
soil — to be taken in the Pentagon, when these
decisions affect the very survival of Europe,’

Self-determination for Europe's ‘decision
makers’, chants our man of letters.

Eurochauvinism
T s W e T T AT W S AN YT Ew T rs

When the survival of Europe is at stake
Thompson’s fury knows no bounds. Our
gentle historian lashes out at the primitive
louts who inhabit North America. The
American electorate is ‘apathetic’ and
— presumably in contrast to the situation
in Europe — political life in the USA over
the past two decades has been ‘yulgarised’,
Worse still, the average American citizen
‘learns nothing of Buropean affairs in
his local newspaper or on his local TV
channels’. What an affront to European
civilisation! Thompson ends his anti-Amer-
ican tirade on a note of pride:

‘Atlanticism has outlived the rationale of its
moment of formation: neither the socialist nor
the European literal tradition can ¢onsort easily
any more with an overarching American hege-
mony, whose priorities are, more nakedly, deter-
mined by the reproductive needs of American
capital.”

Delicately ignoring the naked ‘reproduc-
tive needs’ of European imperialism,
Thompson gives three cheers for Europe.
European chauvinism is barely concealed
by the vencer of culture acquired by
every public school snob,

Thompson’s message is clear; to hell
with everyone else, Europe must become
a nuclear free zone. His pamphlet echoes
the sentiments that prevail in a less
hypocritical form in Whitehall, the
Champs d'Elysee and the Chancellerie
in Bonn. European imperialism needs
peace to expand its influence,

ThomEon's war

Thompson is not against militarism. He is
against the militarism of foreign powers
that threaten the survival of Britian and
Europe. Thompson is proud of the record
of British imperialism during the last
imperialist world war. Beyond the Cold
War continually exhorts us to follow
the example of the European resistance
during the Second World War, He recalls
the ‘aspiration for a democratic Europe’
of the anti-fascist movement and con-
cludes: ‘I think once again-of 1944 and the
crest of the Resistance. There must be
that kind of spirit abroad in Europe
once more’,

Thompson fails to mention that
aspirations for a democratic Europe
fuelled the war drives of Britain and the
USA. Millions of workers hated fascism,
Rut it was the ideology of narrow anti-fas-
cism which legitimised the war plans of
the ‘democratic’ imperialists. Those who
died fighting the German army won a
victory not for the working class but for
their own rulers. The ‘spirit of resistance’
Thompson likes so much endowed imper-
ialist slaughter with respectability.

The Thompsons of the ‘thirties mani-
pulated popular hatred for fascism to
prepare the masses for war. In 1982,
Thompson repeats the performance —
playing on widespread concern about
impending nuclear war, he prepares his
readers for the coming struggle between
Europe and America.
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THE RED BRIGADES were formed one
year after the ‘hot autumn’ strikes of
1969. Some were workers from the
Siemens factory, Milan; others, like BR
chief Renato Curcio, were students with
Christian Democrat (DC) backgrounds
from the University of Trento. Inspired
by the wage militancy of the early
'seventies and anxious to halt the rise of
the far right, the BR began a succession
of arson attacks and beatings directed
against junior managers and fascists. After
merging with a group of ex-Communist
Party (PCI) members from Reggio Emilia,
they went underground.

On 10 December 1973 the BR won a
considerable publicity coup by kid-
napping Ettore Amerio, head of person-
nel relations at Fiat, Turin. Soon, how-
ever, they went for bigger fish, kid-
napping Mario Sossi, a public prosecutor
based at Genoa, in the middle of the
politically charged run-up to a national
referendum on divorce (18 April 1974).
Undaunted by the eventual capture of
Curcio, they continued their policy of
selectively bombing, shooting, robbing
and abducting members of the ruling
class, On 8 June 1976, two weeks before
general elections were held, they Kkilled
Francesco Coco, Genoa’s chief magistrate,

Brigades on the offensive

By this time the BR were several hundred
strong. They had resisted infiltration by
the security services and were clearly on
the offensive. On 16 March 1978, the
very day ltaly’s latest Cabinet was to ask
for a vote of confidénce in the Chamber
of Deputies, they kidnapped Aldo Moro,
president of the Christian Democrats and
the man who had just persuaded his party
to agree to communist participation in
government. Fifty-five days later, in a
gesture of hatred for the PCI's strategy of
‘historic compromise’ with the DC, they
dumped his body midway between the
Rome offices of the two parties.

*Though the Moro affair caused a
sensation, the BR began to run into
trouble. The state, already able to detain
suspected terrorists incommunicado for
48 hours after arrest and to delay trials
up- to 12 years, won the right to inter-
rogate people in the absence of a defence
lawyer, Telephone tapping became easier;
sentences for kidnappings, longer. A wave
of security service raids took place in
1979 and 1980, and, within the BR,
dissension arose over the lack of political
perspective behind its kidnappings.

Many brigatisti were now incarcer-
ated in specially-built fortress jails. With
3000 of Ttaly’s 35 000 prisoners demand-
ing political status, the prisons issue
became a symbol for state repression, On
12 December 1980, therefore, the BR
kidnapped Giovanni D’Urso, the admin-
istrator responsible for all transfers bet-
ween prisons, and demanded the closure
of Asinara, a medieval dungeon sited on
an island off Sardinia.

They got it. But the state hit back:
prisoners in Trani jail, southern Italy,
found themselves charged with com-
plicity in the D'Urso kidnapping. Aware
that the state was succeeding in criminal-
ising them, the BR turned to more
popular causes. On 27 April 1981 they
kidnapped Ciro Cirillo, CD housing
supremo in Naples, and demanded
successfully — that empty private flats
there be given over to victims of the
1980 earthquake. They also got Alfa
Romeo to drop plans to make 5000
workers redundant, following their kid-

napping of Alfa executive Renzo Sand-
rucci on 3 June 19581.

But internal tensions mountzd The
BR’s Rome column began to criticise the

kidnappings. And BR repnsals sgems
members who had ‘repented” to the s
(pentiti) and parted with informssem
the hopes of lighter sentences stereeé &
reach desperate and grisly Jovels
The Dozier affair proved the
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'Red Brigades?

Since the freeing of NATO general James Dozier on 28 January the
Italian state has scored a series of victories against the Red Brigades. All
five BR columns — Milan, Turin, Rome, Naples and Venice — have
suffered dozens of arrests and some of those held are supplying the
police with .information on their former comrades. Nobody is safe:
bourgeois hysteria about the size of the terrorist problem is such that
the head of the international affairs department of the white collar
union UIL has been charged with being a BR ‘mole’. Meanwhile Toni
Negri, a left-wing professor who has been framed as a leader of the BR,
is due to be tried for armed insurrection after three years in custody.

undoing., While he was still held hostage,
the * police caught Rome BR leader
Giovanni Senzani asleep in his bed and
took away 3000 pages of internal docu-
ments, Then, in Padua, Dozier was freed
and five BR members held. Within days it
was announced that the police had taken
out no less than 239 warrants to arrest
people in connection with the old Moro
case (Corriere della Sera, S February).
The BR have received a serious set-
back. But they were extremely well
organised, and they may make a come-
back yet. When Senzani was lifted plans
were found for a bazooka attack ona DGe
conference sdue to be held in Rome the
following week, But what kind of politics
informs the BR's military tactics?
Little Italy

T T L Y Y T ST U S ST TS
The BR's February 1978 ‘Resolution of

the Strategic Direction® argues as follows:
® the imperialism Lenin described around
the First World War has been superceded
by ‘the imperialismofthe multinationals’.
Italian workers are therefore up against
their own boufgeoisie only to the extent
that it is the local representative of world
imperialism, Their main enemy is the
USA, West Germany, the IMF, the EEC
and NATO

® world imperialism can only maintain
order in a country like Italy by central-
ising all political life in the hands of the
state, Today political parties are only
‘expressions of the state’

® because the workers are up against
multinational imperialism and because
state repression pervades all of society,
the class struggle in the metropolifan
countries must take the form of a pro-
tracted guerrilla war of vational liber-
ation. The task is to ‘take the fight into
the heart of the state’. For this, an armed,
Fighting Communist Party — the ‘repro-
duction of the substance of Leninist
experience, and its developments through
the Chinese revolution' — is needed.
Before we move on to the BRs terrorist

practice, let's consider these points of
theory -

The BR: Smperalism of the muiti-
matossls” & 3 revimon of Leain. Though
23 mypor mosopoly does Dow operate

e mezrmstom] &wvsos of hhboar, all
3 owmbes ape beckhed uwp by its >
SEESons aahom st M= nonsls

e = wetn, Moote@Sson depend

enormously on state subsidies, public
sector purchasing contracts and loans
from the Bank of [taly, The current
divisions within NATO confirm that
imperialism today takes the form of
rivalry  between metropolitan nation
states, not the subordination of these to
global institutions, Thus the main enemy
of the Italian workers must be fralian
imperialism.

Italy 18 an imperialist power. It relies
on capital exports to the Third World to
boost profitability, = Italian capitalism
survives through a mixture of repression
and the winning of political consent, In
this respect the PCI and the Socialist
Party (PSI) are not mere ‘expressions of
the state’. They, and the trade union
bureaucracies they are connected with,
perform a vital political and ideological
role. By talking the language of reform,
they make bourgeois policies palatable to
the masses. Unlike the state, they will
only be smashed politically rather than
by vialence,

The class struggle in Italy is not a war
of national liberation. Italy is a weak but
nevertheless rapacious imperialist power,
not a nation oppressed in the same sense
that, say, Palestine (one of the BR’s main
sources of inspiration) is.

The consequences of the BR's mis-
taken theories are tragic. In classical
petit-bourgeois style, they substitute the
armed action of the few for the political
struggle of the many. They are unable to
destroy the PCI and PSI politically and so
find that even their most daring sorties
against the ruling class meet with — at
best — apathy among the masses. Cut off
from the collective protection of the
working class, they are, in the long run,
easy prey for the forces of the state,

The origins of the BR

e ]
The political weaknesses of the BR have

led to its near demise. But why did the
BR come into being in the first place?
And why — unlike, for instance, their
West German co-thinkers Andreas Baader
and Ulrike Meinhof — do they command
a certain amount of sympathy in the
working class?

The BR phenomenon is a product of
three factors: the weakness of [Italian
impenislism the reactionary politics of
the PCI, and the inability of those forces
to the left of the PCI to go beyond simple

endorsements of working class militancy.

The retarded development of capital-
ism in Italy ensured that it was no match
for other imperialist powers such as
Britain and Germany. The weakness of
the Italian bourfoisie has meant that it
has often had to resort to coercion to
preserve its class rule, Italy was one of the
first countries to experience fascism in
the 'twentiés. But even 20 years of
Mussolini was not enough to revive
Italian imperialism: only war, the bet-
rayals of the PCI in government (1944-7)
and Marshall Aid from the USA ‘was
sufficient to restore stability. Today a
militant working class faces a feeble
ruling class and an inefficient state
apparatus which, though backed up by
imperialist allies like the USA, is one of
the most insecure bourgeois democracies
in Europe, The size of the BR and the
tactics they pursue reflect the character-
istically open form of the class struggle
in Italy,

The BR are also a product of the in-
capacity of the PCI, the dominant party
of the Italian working class, to further the
aspirations of its militants. Some Italian
workers, disgusted with the cringing
moderation of the PCI and its complicity
in countless setbacks to the working class,
have turned to vent their anger through
the BR, Unfortunately the political
stranglehold of Stalinism has yet to be
broken in Italy. In the past even militant
opposition to the PCI has been contained
within the Stalinist tradition. From the
Sino-Soviet split (1960) to the Cultural
Revolution (1966), the Italian far left has
generally looked to the Chinese Com-
munist Party for new ideas. In this
respect, the BR are little different from
organisations like Avanguardia: Operaia,
Lotta Continua or Il Manifesto,

This brings us te the third factor.
Because the Italian radical left failed to
capitalise much on the ‘hot autumn’ of
1969, the BR were reinforced in their
view that only the armed struggle could
produce any results, At the same time the
PCI, at first taken by surprise by the
events of the late 'sixties, soon regained
the initiative, PCI general secretary
Enrico Berlinguer could come to his
‘historic compromise’ with the DC in
September 1973 and still come away with
a higher vote at the polls almost three
years later. This convinced the BR that
the only way to galvanise the proletariat
into action was through more and more
spectacular actions — thus the progression
from Amerio to Moro, 1973-8.

Fight the PCI!

Since the Moro operation the Italian
radical left has declined still further and
the setbacks for the working class have
multiplied. Awtonomia operaia, a New
Left, lifestyle-orientated movement of
students, feminists and young unem-
ployed workers which grew up in 1977
and which supplied the BR with a num-
ber of recruits, was effectively destroyed
in a string of police raids beginning with
the arrest of Toni Negri on 7 April 1979,
And the occupation of Fiat of September
1980 ¢nded in the unions agreeing to
24 000 ‘temporary’ redundancies.
The standing of the PCI has also fallen.
*Berlinguer’s call for ‘austerity’ (December
1976), the PCI’s despatch of armoured
cars against the autonomia in Bologna
(February 1977), its participation in
government (March 1978 —January 1979),
its fingering of Negri and its ruthless
pursuit of the BR have all begun to erode
its support in the working class. The
coincidence of the Dozier affair with the
Polish coup has driven it still further to
the right, The time is ripe for the BR’s
followers to learn the lessons of their own
defeat and to turn to dealing with the_
PCI. Only after that battle is won will the
masses be ready to ‘take the fight to the
heart of the state’.
James Wood
ey
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THE TAKEOVER of the DeLorean
Motor Company by the official receiver
is the most publicised industrial disaster
in Northern Ireland recently, The De-
Lorean fiasco highlights the futility
of British measures to keep the Six
Counties' economy afloat. After spending
more than £80m, the Government now
has a few thousand overpriced sports cars
nobody wants to buy, and a plant with a
rapidly shrinking workforce in West
Belfast. However, in terms of job losses,
the collapse of major industries in which
the British government invested heavily
in the ’'sixties and ‘seventies has been
even more Serious.

Industrial collapse

When the post-war boom ran out of
steam, the British state stepped up its
intervention in the Irish economy, It
took on the tasks of restructuring trad-
itional industry and promoting new
investment, to equip the economy to
meet the recession. But the job was
beyond its capacity. For example, the
government re-equipped Belfast’s Harland
and Wolff shipyard. But since the world
oil-tanker market slumped in 1974, it has
only survived through massive subsidies
(£46m last year). Its workforce has
shrunk to 7000 and another 1000 redun-
dancies are expected this year.

The recession has savaged the other
mainstay of the economy, textiles. En-
couraged by generous government hand-
outs in the ’sixties, Courtaulds, ICI,
Hoechst, Du Pont, Monsanto and British
Enkalon all expanded their Northern
Ireland operations. But between 1979
and 1981 textile production in the Six
Counties fell by almost a half. Qut of a
total workforce of 31 000, 7000 have
been shed and 6000 putl on short time.
Two-thirds of the 92000 workers in syn-
thetic fibre production have gone down
the road, In the last two vears state aid
has proved insufficient to protect Ulster’s
industry from fierce competition on the
world market: a series of modern, high
productivity plants has been forced
to close.

The disintegration of industry in the Six
Counties exacerbates the political in-
stability in Ireland that is a major concemn

to Britain, Fof C:;

5,3 2 A -'i‘._ iy
tholics it means an
unemployment level approaching 50 per
cent and a deepening resentment against
British occupation. Protestants have been
hit hard by the recent spate of redund-
ancies, stirring up tensions within the
Loyalist alliance. Given that Protestant
workers’ control over access to jobs
depends on the British connection, their
response to deepening recession is more
strident assertions of their loyalty to
Britain and of their hostility to Catholic
anti-imperialistss, Hence the steady ad-
vance of Ian Paisley and his Democratic
Unionist Party. .
Because of its political problems in th
Six Counties, the British Government has
been obliged to modify its policy of
public spending cuts. Apart from its
indirect support, through subsidies and
grants, for most employment in private
industry in Northgros Ireland, state
services directly employ about 40 per
cent of all workefs (an increase of 10 per
cent in 10 years). The British ruling class
recognises that it would only compound
its problems by itself boosting the un-
employment figures. This is why Prior
made a special package of £90m available
for housing and youth training schemes
in January, But in face of the enormous
problems of the Six Counties’ economy,
this is no more than a token gesture,
The British Government might like to
avoid conflict in Northern Ireland by
boosting industrv and services and

creating jobs. But today’s recession gives’

the Government very little room to man-
oeuvre in Ireland: when it caanot provide
jobs in Britain, it has very little hope of
bringing prosperity to Ireland. If Britain
cannot afford concessions to preserve
stability in the impoverished Six Counties
it has only one alternative; force, This
is the stark background to Prior's new
initiative. His schemes for assemblies and
councils, elections and officials provide a
diplomatic cQver for the single consistent
theme in Britain's Irish policy over the
past decade: support for Direct Rule and
continuing military occupation.

The Irish election

R e T e e oo
Most British pundits reckon that Prior
can take some comfort in these troubled

Ireland

The extreme frailty of the Irish economy, north and south of the
border, means problems for Tory Northern Ireland secretary James
Prior as he prepares yet another ‘political initiative’ for the Six Counties.

Phil Murphy reports,

times from the fact that the North did
not become an issue in the recent election
in the south. In fact Prior has little cause
for complacency, The Irish election was
called as a result of the inability of the
fragile FitzGerald coalition to get through
the Dail an austerity budget to deal with
the parlous state of the economy, It has
returned another unstable government
which now has to grapple with the same
problems. As the Financial Times com-
mented it was a vote for ‘apocalypse now’
or ‘apocalypse very soon'. And while
Northern Ireland figured little at the
hustings, questions arising from Ireland’s
economic difficulties inevitably come
back to their ultimate cause — the British
division and domination of Ireland.

Since the 'sixties the Irish economy
has survived through foreign investment
attracted by massive state subsidies.
Following Ireland’s entry into the EEC in
1973, it became the ideal low-cost
manufacturing base from which the USA
and Japan could gain tariff-free access to
the European market, Ireland broke its
traditional link with sterling and, as long
as sterling rose against European cur-
rencies which it did until last year, the
competitiveness of Irish goods improved.
Growing output, however, concealed low
productivity and a vulnerability to fluct-
uations in the world economy. When
export markets contracted last year
Ireland was left with a record balance
of payments deficit. The bubble has
burst at last,

In an attempt to reduce its £1400m
balance of payments deficit, the Irish
Government has attempted to cut back
on public spending. Ireland’s foreign
creditors have urged drastic steps on the
Dublin Government. But in the Twenty-
six Counties, as in the Six Counties, much
of the cconomy is propped up by state
expenditure. Political considerations have
so far deterred governments from im-
posing the sort of austerity measures that

capital requires. But now they havé

become inescapable, 2
Apocalypse very soon

T O e —— e ——— T T Y Towe TS|
Two things can be said with certainty
of the new Dail. The first is that it will
pursue economic policies that will result

in falling living standards, lower wages,
higher taxes and more factory clpsures,
The second is that it will appeal to the
national aspirations of the Irish people to
win their acquiescence to these policies.
This is how the Minister of Finance in the
last government motivated an explicit
call for a cut in wages:

‘We in Ireland have been governed from
outside for 150 years. We are still not independ-
ent. Over the next five to teén years we are going
to have to wage another war of independence —
on the economic front — to regain ouf fréedom,’
(The Irish Times, 2 September 1981)

We can expect renewed appeals in similar
terms in the coming months.

Britain the enemy

Playing ‘the green card’ is, however, a
risky manoeuvre in Irish politics. The
economic collapse of the Twenty-six
Counties brings into the open Ireland’s
domination by foreign capital, And one
foreign capitalist power above all others
casts it long shadow over Ireland. Britain
has lost out to the USA, Japan and
Germany in Ireland in recent years, but it
still keeps capitalist law and order there
on behalf of world imperialism. The
austerity measures imposed on the Irish
people at the behest of the imperialist
powers will inevitably provoke anti-
British sentiment,

Unemployment south of the border
is rapidly approaching the levels of the
Six Counties. And the traditional escape
route of emigration is now closed. Where
can the Irish now go to find work? As
The Times recently observed, a younger
generation is emerging in Ireland which is
no respecter of Church or state. The
British ruling class fears that the reces-
sion in Ireland will stimulate anti<imper-
ialist sentiments in a country with an
‘underground culture of the gun’, This is
the grim foreboding behind the wishful
thinking that ‘the national question’ is
a dead issue in Ireland, The paradox of
the Irish election is that despite the poor
performance of Sinn Fein and the success
of the prosimperialist Sinn Fein-The
Workers Party, the national question
remains at’ the centre of Irish politics.
It requires only a working class anti-
imperialist movement to prove it.
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Ireland

A TALE OF

MORE THAN . 450 delegates vored to
launch the Irish Freedom Movement at
the Smash the Prevention of Terrorism
Act Campaign conference on 6 February.
The launching of the Irish Freedom
Movement is the culmination of two
years of active campaigning by the Smash
the PT'A Campaign. During the past two
vears. the Smash the PTA Campaign has
emerged as the leading force organising
anti-imperialist  workers in the trade
unions. As IFM convenor Sabena Norton
said after the conference, ‘we don’t
just want to do what the Smash the PTA
Campaign has been doing belter, we want
to expand our presence nationally and
involve new lavers of workers in the
solidarity movement’.

On the same day that anti-imperialists
were discussing plans to launch the IFM,
the Labour Committee on Ireland was
holding its annual general meeting in
Birmingham, The¢ contrast between the
discussions that took place al these two
events highlights two distinct approaches
to solidarity work.

Action or pressure

The 80-strong LCI annual general meeting
was preoccupied with its internal affairs
— changing its organisational structure,
constitution and electing its leadership.
While the IFM conference discussed
recent developments in Ireland, the
present phase of imperialist strategy and
the obstacles to anti-imperialist activity
in the working class, the LCI was attempt-
ing to give itself a degree of organisational
coherence, The difference in emphasis
iS nOt surprising.

The IFM has set itself the task of
building a working class anti-imperialist
movement. Success in this cnterprise
requires clarity of purpose and deter-
mination in fighting the prevailing attit-
udes of British workers on Ireland.
The objective of the LCI is different.
The LCI wants to establish a smooth-
running pressure group in the Labour
Party, They do not face the problem of
winning the arguments on the shopfloor

their problem is to win the sympathetic
ear of the labour bureaucracy. A well-
coordinated machine capable of circul-
ating model resolutions to constituency
parties and e¢xtending the number of
supportive prominent labour personalities
is just what the LCI requires.

The difference between a  liberal
pressure group and an anti<imperialist
movement was most striking in the
discussion on the (rade unions at the
two events, The IFM conference devoted
4 special workshop to trade union work,
The debate was not whether ot not trade
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union work should be pursued (on this
there was virtual unanimity): the issue
at stake was how to extend this work.
The LCI did not discuss how to extend its
activity in the working class for the
simple reason that it has never done
such work. At its meeting the LCI re-
affirmed its commitment to radicalising
the Labour Party by voting down 4
proposal to work in the unions. At one of
its workshops, leading LCI spokesman
Don Flynn noted that ‘we have no
well-known figures in the trade union
movement who support the LCI'. And
that was all there was to it,

Prominent people

Relving on ‘well-known figures' has been
the staple diet of a succession of solidarity
movements during the past 13 years.
The IFM on the other hand relies on the
working class — the only force that has
a direct_interest in defeating British
imperialism. The (wo approaches in-
evitably lead to a different political
orientation, Well-known figures are not
known for their hatred of British imp-
erialism, The LCI therefore, like its
liberal predecessors, puts forward policies
that can be supported by its celebrities.
Whether these policies are in the interest
of the struggle ggainst imperialism is
another matter.

The moo# and tenor of discussion at
the two events was strikingly different,
Contributions at the IFM conference
tended to be self-critical and concerned
about the obstacles to winning the anti-
imperialist arguments. Speaker after
speaker pointed out the sordid record of
the British left during the hunger strike
of the Irish prisoners last year and the
failure of anti-imperialists to make the
H-Block campaign a major issue in the
working class. The LCI was oblivious to
these difficulties. It measured its achieve-
ments according to the number of motions
on Ireland that had appeared on the
Libour Party conferenge agenda. The
LCI report on its furiddrive began with
the amazing statement that the ‘Labour
Party conference of 1981 was a historic
milestone in the breaking of bipartisan
policy’. Resolution-mongering, endowed
with the status of a ‘historic milestone’,
summed up the inability of the LCI
even to face what the real problems are.

A choice of direction

The two discussions on 6 February
provided an indication of the two strands
of Irish solidarity work in Britain. The
LCI, a pressure group feeding off the
crumbs thrown to it by left-wing labour
bureaucrats, desperately addicted to

respectability, turms solidarity work into
an appendage of the Labour Party. The
IFM, breaking new ground, is determined
to wuge the battle for Irish freedom in

the working class. The LCI AGM is itself
one of the most compelling arguments for
spreading the work of the IFM.

Mike Wall
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IFM YOUTH DELEGATION

TOIRELAND

THE FIRST major initiative of the IFM
is its youth delegation to visit Belfast
and Derry for the commemoration of
the Easter Risingin 1916, Young workers
on the dole, on YOP schemes, still at
work and students are joining together
to exchange views and experiences with
youth from the Catholic ghettos in the
Six Counties. You don’t have to be young
to suppaort this delegation! Get your trade
union branch to sponsor the delegation —
organise a meeting at your place of work
or political organisation and invite a
delegate to speak.

3 delegates
yOu ¢an Sponsor

Ann Burden, Hastings

‘We've got to take a stand on the Irish
War, I want to find out how the army
works in action. I want to know how the

WHILE THE LCI was looking for ‘well-
known figures’in the labour bureaucracy,
the leading star of the TUC was orches-
trating another witchhunt against anti-
imperialists. On 28 January, Lionel
" Murray wrote to Trades Councils through-
out the country with clear instructions:
Trades Councils ‘must refuse to associate
in any way' with the IFM labour move-
ment conference. Eleven days later tit
TUC’s Trades Council Joint Consultative
Committee met and retrospectively en-
dorsed Murray’s circular,

Murray and his friends move fast when
their loyalty to the British state is chal-
lenged. They correctly recognise that a
proleterian anti-imperialist movement
directly threatens their position and their
cosy relationship with the Brifish state.
In the Trades Council movement, the

Communist Party has been particularly
energetic in executing Murray’s instruc-
tions. When supporters of Leeds IFM
applied to use the local Trades Club
room for a public meeting, the Trades

Awell-known figure and the [FM

people there are coping, living under an
army of occupation for so long. I want to
see everything so that T have all the
information necessary to back up my
work in the IFM.’

Charn Singh, Coventry

‘1 want to see what it’s like, The
media here covers up what's really going
on. People here don’t realise what life is
like over there and they don’t hear about
the repression of the Catholics from the
occupying forces.’

Brad Marks, East Ham

‘Ten months on the dole taught me
more than school, They always talk
about freedom and democracy. But
that’s just words. They keep us down
here and they keep them down there and
then they tell us we're enemies. I am
going over there to tell them that 1 am

on their side!’

CcP

Council secretary and prominent
activist Beryl Huffingley replied: ‘We've
just had this circular saying that we must
not in any way associate with you'.

Murray's proscription of the IFM must
be fought all the way, Winning the argu-
ments on Ireland in the labour movement
is not just an academic debate, The
labour bureaucracy uses bans, proscrip-
tions and other organisational means to
safeguard its position, TUC bans are the
Jabour bureaucracy’s equivalent of the
British state’s criminalisation policy. The
British state tries o portray Irish freedom
fighters as criminals. The TUC takes
bureaucratic measures to ensure that
anti-imperialists are seen as outsiders in
the labour movement.

Help us to turn this witchhunt into an
exposure of TUC collaboration with
British imperialism, Join the fight in
Leeds against the Trades Club’s ban on
Irish meetings! At Trades Council meet-
ings, urge your colleagues to throw out
the Murray circular!

j
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phosphates in Morocc
austerity measures on
‘rescue package’. Both

Western Sahara, while Sudan’s

ilisation programme agans
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Sudan

Numeiri’s
last stand

PRESIDENT NUMEIRI is now threaten-
ed from all sides. Sudan’s leader is a sick
man and his country is bankrupt. His US
backers have mounted a major operation
to prevent the collapse of the regime in
the face of growing internal strife. In
recent weeks this has meant shootings of
demonstrators in the streets of Khartoum,
the indefinite closure of all universities
and schools and the dismissal of the en-
tire Cabinet.

The cupboard is bare

Despite its vast mineral reserves and agri-
cultural potential, Sudan is one of the 25
poorest countries in the world. Deterio-
rating production standards, maladminis-
tration and the decline in the price of
cotton on the world market are the factors
underlying the present crisis. Sudan’s GNP
has been stagnant since 1979. The $180
million in foreign exchange eamned from
its cotton exports this year fails even to
meet the country’s oil bill of $480 million,
The result is a soaring trade deficit — up
from $200 million in 1972-3 to $500
million in 1981-2.

To cover its debts the government has
simply printed more and more money,
fuelling inflation rates of at least 50 per
cent. It has also instigated a ‘law and
order’ campaign to crack down on spec-
ulators and has deported up to 15 000
‘vagrants’ from Khartoum.

Yet Sudan remains an important coun-
try for the imperialist powers. The re-
cession forces the Western countries on a
relentless quest for new spheres of in
fluence, for new sources of raw materials
and investment outlets. Even unstable,
starving Sudan holds out the promise of
certain strategic minerals, and its position
on the fringes of the oil-rich Gulf region
gives it a key military significance. And in
Numeiri, the West has an ally wholly com-
mitted to supportingimperialism and fully
prepared to smash any resistance.

Sudan owes more than $3 billion to
foreign creditors and is unlikely to be able
to pay off even the interest on this sum.
In the mid ’seventies Numeiri's western
creditors granted him a number of short-
term concessions: debt rescheduling,
standby credit and aid funds on special

terms. But by the late ’seventies it was

becoming obvious that Sudan was in-
capable of paying back its debts. Rene-
gotiation of loans began in 1979 when
imperialist bankers formed a group (‘the
Club of Paris’) to deal with the problem.

The terms of this rescheduling have
meant nothing short of a vicious attack
on the working class. In November
Numeiri announced a three-year, 18-point
programme of austerity, drawn up by the
IMF and the World Bank. All food sub-,
sidies on ceoking oil, wheat and sugar
were removed, despite drastic shortages.
Energy prices have also been raised to
their ‘market rate’. Further savings are to
be made by requiring Sudan's 400 000
expatriate workers to pay 10 per cent and
remit a further 10 per cent of their over-
seas earnings to the treasury. Workers
who refuse to pay will not have their
passports renewed,  _«

While the IMF concerns itself mainly
with monitoring the austerity programme,
the World Bank is attempting to rejuvenate
existing agricultural schemes — particular-
ly the Gezira project — through which it
aims to raise productivity by capital in-
vestment, The World Bank’s International
Development Agency has also set aside
large sums for major projects such as the
White and Blue Niles” pump rehabilitation
schemes.

Opposition forces

Opposition to Numeiri’s rule has always
been met with repression. After he came
to power in a coup in' 1969 he cracked
down on the traditional Islamic political
parties — the Mahdist movement and the
Moslem Brotherhood. At the same fime
he moved against his former allies in the
Sudanese Communist Party and other
left-wing groups. Executions and de-
tentions forced all opposition groups to
go underground or into exile. Supporters
of the Mahdists were massacred in March
1970.

The violent suppression by the state
of all opposition movements has led to re-
peated attempted coups. The most signi-
ficant was the Libyan-backed Mahdists-
Moslem Brotherhood rising in Khartoum
in 1976, which was crushed only after
three days of fierce street battles, The

(continued, pl_6)

Morocco

The desert war

SINCE MOROCCO won its indepen-
dence from France in 1956 it has been
the scene of continual political unrest,
In the early ’seventies King Hassan 1II
narrowly escaped death in several assas-
sination attempts. Today the north-west
corner of the African continent is on the
verge of chaos as a result of the combined
effects of economic and political crisis.
The major threat to the established order
in the area is the struggle of the Polisario
guerrillas for the liberation of Sequiet el
Hamra and Rio de Oro, the two regions
that make up the former Spanish colony
of Western Sahara, annexed by Morocco
and Mauritania in 1975, The desert
war between King Hassan’s regime and
the Polisario Front has raged for the past
8ix vears: it now consumes around 40
per cent of the Moroccan budget.

Morocco in turmoil

T e e
King Hassan is also under grave threat at
home, Prolonged famine in the rural areas
has provoked peasant revolts and the
cities are seething with working class
discontent. The Moroccan government
has attempted to implement a series of
reforms and concessions to allay popular
discontent and stabilise the regime, It
tried to reduce the impact of inflation
on the turbulent urban poor by restricting
price rises to five per cent. But, despite
massive aid from Saudi Arabia, the regime
could not afford to continue heavy sub-
sidies on all basic foodstuffs. Last year
the IMF stepped in and insisted on an
austerity programme including price rises
of the order of 40 per cent on wheat
flour, 40-50 per cent on sugar and 28
per cent on vegetable oil. And the govern-
ment’s agrarian reforms — irrigation and
land redistribution schemes — have led to
the eviction of hundreds of thousands of
peasants from their homes. The regime’s
attempts to contain rising social turmoil
have neither placated the Moroccan
people nor secured the position of the
monarch.

Last year’s summer riots in Morocco’s
major cities were the poor’s response to
the deteriorating economic situation. The
riots began after the country’s two largest
trade unions called a general strike against
food price rises. The regime met the riots
with brutal repression: in Casablanca
alone 500 people were killed and thou-
sands wounded, Many more — including
all the trade union leaders — were im-
prisoned. As King Hassan’s regime has
staggered into evér deeper troubles, its
economic difficulties compounded by
drought and setbacks from the Polisario
Front, he has been obliged to turn to his,

Western friends to bolster up his auto-
cratic rule, Morocco — and the Western
Sahara — has become a key concern of
the imperialist powers.

Not just an empty desert

POS I T S SIS O N S S 1 M M S T SRS T Y
When the major European capitalist
countries met in Berlin in 1884 to divide
Africa amongst themselves, France got
Morocco and Spain the Western Sahara.
But Spain was not strong enough to
develop this desert waste and it served
merely as a base for Spanish troops
guarding the Canary Islands — until the
discovery of valuable phosphates at
Bu Craa in 1947. The Spanish Govern-
ment subsequently showed more interest
in the area, but lacked the technical skills
necessary for exploiting the deposits.

The Western Sahara’s massive phos-
phate deposits affected the political forces
operating in the region. Morocco was
already one of the world’s major phos-
phate producers: in 1974 it paid for 90
per cent of its imports out of phosphate
revenues, The prospect of an immediate
neighbour grabbing a sizeable slice of
the market represented a serious threat.

While Morocco cast covetous looks on

the Spanish colony, an independence
movement began to grow amongst the
Sahrawi people who live in the area. In
1960 the United Nations recognised the
right of the Sahrawis to national self-
determination. In 1967 Spain set up a
form of autonomous government, the
Yema'’a, and under pressure from the
independence movement, agreed later to
hold a reféerendum to decide the future
of the area. However, Spain had no inten-
tion of handing power over to the Yema’a
and secretly arranged with Morocco and
Mauritania to divide the territory between
them. In 1976, after the Spanish with-
drawal, King Hassan led thousands of
Moroccans in the ‘Green March’® — a
<populist campaign in support of the
annexation of the Western Sahara.
The movement that had struggled for
independence from Spain now began its
war against Morocco,

Once the war started the Polisario
received support from Algeria which
opposed” Hassan’s pro-Western policy in
Africa. Mauritania, faced with mounting
costs, quickly withdrew from the conflict
in 1978 after a military coup removed
Moktar Ould Daddah from power. It
made peace with the Polisario’s pro-
visional Saharan Arab Democratic Repub®
lic (SADR). Algeria’s support for the
SADR has been influenced by a long-
standing border dispute with Morocco
over its Western region. ( continued, p 16)
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Slldan continued

near success of this rebellion led to a
backing of the Western powers, particular-
ly the USA. At the same time he sought a
compromise with the right-wing Islamic
fundamentalists, placing a number of
their leaders . in government posts. And he
promoted a populist ‘national recon-
ciliation’ policy in an attempt to curb
radical opposition to his alignment with
US foreign policy and his backing for first
Sadat, and latterly Mubarak, in Egypt.
Numeiri’s biggest challenge comes from
the south, from the region granted auto-
nomy in 1972 after a bitter 17-vear civil
war. The 4% million southerners (out of
a total population of 18 million) are
composed of diverse, predominantly
Christian, ethnic groupings. In October
last year Numeiri ended the south’s auto-
nomy and decentralised power into three
provinces. The southern regional assemb-
ly was dissolved and its executive council
replaced by a military-dominated govern-
ment. In addition to securing big oilfields
in the region, Numeiri wants to break the
power of the Dinka tribe, the main oppo-
sition force. This move was popular with
the Islamic fundamentalists in the north.
The imposition of the Islamic faith on
the south, the building of several new
mosques and plans to introduce Islamic
law in a traditionally Christian area have
led to enormous resentment, In response
to widespread hostility to the Numeiri
regime, remnants of the southern guerrilla
army, the Anyana, may be revived.
Numeiri’s policy of National Recon-
ciliation rests on encouraging nationalism
by highlighting the threat of a Libyan in-
vasion. While this is very remote - a fact
which the Western press now admits —
Numeiri has used the Libyan bombing of
Sudanese territory occupied by Chadian
rebels in the south to appeal to the United
States for immediate military assistance.
But Numeiri is less concerned about the
threat from Gadaffi and more haunted by
the spectre of Sadat: he fears his own
people more than a foreign invasion.

Trouble in the cities

Numeiri has also had to cope with oppo-
sition from the most organised section of

the working class, the railway workers’
union. Declining wages and the attack on
living standards demanded by the IMF
forced the railworkers to go on strike in
June last year.

Numeiri proclaimed that the strikers
were guilty of high treason and announced
that they would lose state benefits — such
as housing - if they did not return to work
immediately, Eighty-six strike leaders were
arrested and a committee was set up to
look into the possibility of selling off the
entire railway system to the private sector.
As this would have destroyed the union,
the workers returned to work within a
few days, Before the union leaders were
freed Numeir outlawed all strikes and
threatened life imprisonment, and even
the death sentence, for future strike orga-
nisers.

In his struggle to survive Numeiri has
been forced to usé more and more
overtly coércive measures and to rely in-
creasingly on massive military and finan-
cial backing from imperialism. US military
aid has tripled in recent months. And
Sudan joined with Egypt, Somalia and
Oman in operation Bright Star, an en-
ormous display of American military
might in the Middle East. Numeiri has used
his enhanced military strength to make
his dictatorship absolute; in November he
finally dismissed his seldom consulted
government, the last vestige of democracy
in Sudan.

Yet none of Sudan’s problems have
been solved. Protests continue on the
streets despite police tactics of opening
fire on youthful rioters. And unrest rages
in the south even though 22 000 people
have been imprisoned in the past six
months. The country’s deepening crisis
exacerbates social tensions and brings
direct imperialist intervention closer. The
Western powers may be in conflict for
control over North Africa and the Middle
East, but they are united in supporting
Numeiri’s tyranny over the Sudanese
people. The immediate consequence of
any direct American interference wofild
be to intensify the oppression of the
Masses.

Iran
Labours - .

gunboat

"

diplomacy

The post-war Labour Government has a reputation for radicalism in
domestic and foreign affairs. The recently released Cabinet Minutes for
1951 reveal Labour’s response to the nationalisation in Iran of the
Anglo-Iranian Oil Company (now British Petroleum), another sordid

episode in its pro-imperialist record.

IN 1933 REZA SHAH, father of the
late Shah of Iran, gave a 92-vear pet-
raleum concession to the British Anglo-
Iranian Oil Company, This allowed Britain
to plunder Iran's natural resources:
between 1913 and 1951 oil profits totalled
$3 billion — only $624 million went to
the Iranian government, In the five post-
war years AIOC’s profits increased ten-
fold. government revenues only quad-
rupled. As Iranian resentment at British
exploitation mounted, the Labour Govern-
ment in 1949 proposed a new deal, the
Supplemental Agreement, raising the
revenues to the Iranian govermment.
But it was too little, too late. The Iran-
jans had seen Saudi Arabia and Kuwait
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negotiate 50/50 deals on the sale of oil —
and they had seen the nationalisation
of major industries in Britain. By 1950
strikes and demonstrations calling for
the nationalisation of AIOC became
widespread.

Buying time

The Labour Cabinet’s first concern was
to blotk nationalisation proposals in the
Majlis, the Iranian Parliament, Labour
Foreign Secretary Herbert Morrison picked
out Prime Minister Razmara as the man
to use:

‘It would appear that no better Prime Minis-

ter than Razmara is in view, and he should
therefore be supported; and he must be given

Mor Occo continued

Polisaric guerrillas have recently inflicted heavy casualties on Hassan's forces in the Sahara,

Playing the diplomats’ game

The military successes of the Polisario
guerrillas over Moroccan troops - have
brought fear and dismay not only to the
Moroccan rulers, but also to their imper-
ialist masters, Despite tactical differences,
the rival imperialist powers all agree on
one thing: keeping this area in the hands
of a pro-Western ruler,

Britain is one of the imperialist powers
which has an interest in North Africa,
Former Prime Minister Edward Heath
considers that the EEC ‘can be of crucial
importance as a mediator and as a source
of ideas for a settlement’ of the Westem
Sahara conflict. Heath’s aim is to con-
solidate Britain’s position in North Africa
and at the same time to weaken US
influence in the region,

Meanwhile American diplomats have
been courting Morocco. Over the past
12 months, top US officials have made
both open and secret visits to Morocco
and CIA activity there has been stepped
up. The USA has provided a substantial
increase in military assistance, includ-
ing advanced surveillance and offensive
weapons to the Moroccan Air Force. In

some financial assistance if the Seven Year
Plan is to be restarted and the danger of another
resurgence of communism averted.”
The Cabinet arranged for Razmara to
receive £25 million in royalty advances,
and signalled AIOC’s willingness to
negotiate a 50/50 agreement. But Mor-
rison’s scheme came unstuck. Only weeks
later Razmara was assassinated by a
Moslem sect, for his complicity with the
British. The radical populist leader
Mohammed Mossadegh became Prime
Minister and the Majlis voted to nation-
alise the oil industry and seize all AOIC’s
assets — a very popular measure in Iran,
The Cabinet was divided on how to
deal with Mossadegh, Backed by the
Services, Morrison and Emmanuel Shin-
well called for an immediate show of
force. Prime Minister Clem Attlee and
Chancellor Hugh Gaitskell preferred to
negotiate a settlement, but did not rule
out force as a last resort, The Cabinet
instructed the armed forces to draw up'
two plans. ‘Operation Midget’ was for the
evacuation of all British personnel from
Abadan Island, the main oil terminal and
refinery. ‘Operation Buccaneer® was for a
full-scale invasion of Abadan. Meanwhile
diplomatic and economic sanctions went
ahead, under Gaitskell’s direction, |

Midget or buccaneer?

In the event the government proceeded
cautiously with Operation Midget. It
assembled forces in Egypt and persuaded
King Idris of Irag to allow his territory to
be used to launch the operation. The
Cabinet went as far as it could without
‘commissioning a number of amphibious

February Secretary of State Haigindicated
to his receptive hosts in Marrakesh that
Washington wanted access to the four
US Air Force bases built in Morocco
before independence. He also indicated
that the US Navy would like port facilities
for the Sixth Fleet, including the nuclear-
powered aircraft carriers Nimitz and
Eisenhower, The US Government has two
objectives in the Western Sahara. First,
Reagan wants to make sure Hassan wins
his desert war. Second, he is planning to
use Morocco as a base for subversive
activities in Libya and Angola, and to
consolidate American influence in the
Mediterranean, L

No diplomatic solution, European or
American, can bring stability to north-
west Africa without defeating the Polisario
national liberation struggle and crushing
popular resistance to imperialism and its
local puppets. Workers in Rabat and
Casablanca, peasants in the countryside
and the ethnic minorities of the ‘Western
Sahara can only realise their aspirations
through the struggle against imperialism,
Just like their rulers, they cannot afford
to compromise.

warfare craft and the passage of legislation
authorising the selective retention of
national servicemen’. The full details of
the military operation remain secret
until 2002, However by the middle of
1951 the Labour leaders were obliged to
shelve their warplans — unless there was
some new emergency ‘such as the fall of
the present government and the establish-
ment of a communist regime’,

The obstacle to Labour’s gunboat
diplomacy was not its socialist conscience,
but the American government, which
‘had indicated that it would not be pre-
pared to support such action’. In fact, the
USA had discreetly supported Mossadegh’s
nationalisation measures to break the
British monopoly over Iranian oil. Amer-
ican strategy was to use Mossadegh to
undermine British influence in Iran, play
along with British economic sanctions to
weaken Mossadegh's position and finally
to break him and install a pro-American
dictator. By 1953 Britain’s blockade had
reduced Iran’s oil output from 243
million barrels in 1950 to eight million
barrels. A near-bankrupt Mossadegh ap-
proached US President Eisenhower for
aid and was rebuffed. In August 1953
a CIA-backed coup overturned Mossa-
degh'’s nationalist government and put
the Shah-in power. A new oil agreement
gave AIOC 40 per cent, another 40 per
cent to US companies and the rest to
smaller companies, As soon as oil began
to flow again it was followed by massive
American loans as the USA replaced
Britain as the dominant power in the
Middle East.

Nick Jenkins
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Positive collaboration

V L Allen, The militancy of British minery, The
Moor Press, Shipley, 1981, pp 387, £5.00.

FOR BRITISH MINERS 1 January 1947 was a
historic day. The inauguration of public owner-
ship of the coal mining industry was the culmi-
nation of more than half a century of struggle

. agaimst one of the most reactionary sections of
the British capitalist class, the coul owners.
Howeyer, although nstionalisation was cele-
brated by the miners, it wasno socialist measure;
the Government had already been abliged to
take over the inefficient and under-capitalised
industry during the Second World War and if
adequate energy supplics for Britain’s post-war
industrial recovery were {0 be guaranteed there
could be no going back. Yet the myths and con-
fusions generated by the way in which the post-
war Labour Government presented its measures
of capitalist rationalisation as bold strides to-
wards socialism suryive to thiy day, Vic Allen’s
book is a good example,

‘Human capital’

L S TR T IS STE R TR
He accuses the National Coal Board of pursuing
the goals of profitability and efficiency and ne-
glecting the ‘ethical intentions’ and ‘social ob-
jectives’ of nationalisation. He sees the socialist
thetoric which made public ownership’ popular
among miners as the ‘true purpose’ of nation-
alisation; in reality the sole purpose of nation-
alisation was to produce coal more efficiently
for the needs of British industry. Allen’s con-
fusion regarding the capitalist character of the
coal industry is compounded by his idiosyncratic
notions about the capitalist economy in general.
According to him, the problem with the pre-war
industry was that ‘the coal owners did not iden-
tify labour power ag human capital, let alone
equate it with finance capital’, ‘Human capital’,

a new category of academic Marxology, is pre-
sumably what a truly wciixJist nationalised in-
dustry would invest in. FOr the present it serves
to disguise a commitment to a more familiar
sort of capital. The problem with post-war min-
ing is that ‘nationalisation did not result in en-
hancing the value attached to human capital’.
Indeed Allen’s major grievance against the
National Coal Board is the way its programme
of closures has degraded this valuable asset of
British industry. Contraction, he notes, has
‘destroyed mining families’ to such an extent
that ‘it is impossible to assess the full extent of
damage to the future supply of human capital
for mining’. Allen’s discussion of the way that
coal mining has callously created a particular
sort of family, to sustain the'present generation
of miners and rear the next, ends up bemoaning

the fact that ‘the focus of many families has

ceased to be on the pit’ as both women and men
have drifted into other employment. In his
central conoern for the welfare of the British
coal industry, Allen’s outlook closely reflects
that of the National Union of Minéworkers, the
main focus of his study.

There are two traditions of class collabora-
tion in the NUM since nationalisation — a right-
wing one and a left-wing one. ‘After 1947,
writes Allen, ‘the union took its class and na-
tional responsibilities seriously and embarked
on a policy of almost complete collaboration
with the government and the NCB'. The right
simply followed u long history of loyalty to the
coal owners, The left acted out of ‘political
conviction', determined that ‘nationalisation
should be made to succeed through a Labour
Government’, Allen describes how the Com-
munist Party bureaucrats led the way, endorsing
the suspension of the newly-won five-day week
in the cause of higher productivity, campaigning

against absenteeism and unofficial strikes, win-
ning acceptance of closures and defusing pro-
tests. When it comes to the modern representa-
tives of these traditions — Joe Gormley on the
right and Arthur Scargill on the left — Allen
emerges as an ardent supporter of radical class
collaboration,

King coal

e e LY Wi T e T T r S AT I
The right-wing leadership that ruled the NUM
until Scargill’s election as President last Decem-
ber stands accused of ‘negative collaboration’,
It cooperated in the steady rundown of the in-
dustry in the *fifties and 'sixties. However, for
Allen, its biggest crime was not that it sacrificed
miners’ livelihoods to the cause of modernising
the Industry, but its fatalism abour the fulure
of British mining, which fostered disillusionment
and pessimism in miners, The Broad Left group-
ing of Communist Party and Labour left officials
that formed in the late 'sixties in Scotland,
Yorkshire and South Wales took a different
view. Its strategy was based on an optimistic
assessment of the future of the industry. Just
like the right, the Broad Left tied miners' wel-
fare 1o the state of the industry, but its positive
approach to collaboration envisaged improve-
ments in miners’ living standards as coal acquired
a greater importance as a national energy source.

‘Negative collaboration® prevailed in the *fif-
ties and sixties because the prospects for British
mining, an inefficient industry faced with com-
petition from both oil and coal imports, seemed
bleak. Positive collaboration in the 'seventies
corresponded to the brighter outlook of the coal
industry as a result of oil price rises and the
enormous increases in productivity, But what
of the ‘eighties? The long-term future of the
British coal industry lies in even higher produc-
tivity, fewer miners in fewer pits, harsher work-
ing conditions and lower wages. Scargill’s com-
mitment to British mining will ensure that the
NUM will play an important role in reconciling
miners to more intense exploitation,

Allen accuses the right-wing leaders of the
fifties of ‘depoliticising’ ‘miners. Now Scargill
and the rest have, to a certain extent, ‘politicised’
them — with politics that put the British coal
industry before its workers. Allen claims a sym-
pathy with the miners, but his book is an apol-
ogy for the radical trade union bureaucrats
whose policies spell disaster for miners and
their families.

Keith Tompson

THE DESTRUCTION
OF HERR VOGT

K Marx & F Engels, Collected Works, Vols
16, 17, Lawrence & Wishart, London, 1980,
£8.50 each,

THE TWO NEWLY-PUBLISHED volumes of
Marx and Engels' Collected Works cover the
period August 1858 to December 1860 - a
busy period in the lives of the founders of
scientific soclalism, Marx and Engels were pre-
occupied by the economic crisis of 1857, the
renewed activity of the workers' movement and
the political tensions among the European
powers. Economic hardship forced Marx to cke
out a meagre existence by writing for the New
York Daily Tribune, However, his intellectual
energies were above all devoted to his critique
of political economy. In 1859 Marx published
his first scientific study of capital: 4 conmrib-
ution to the critique of political economy.
However, this work is excluded from these two
volumes and will be published at a later stage.
Volume 16 does, however, include Engels’
famous review of A contribution to the critique
of political economy. This article retains its
importance because of its succinct summary of
Marx’s historical method, his ‘historical-logical’
approach. Marx broke with the narrow hist-
orical representation of capitalist development
and arranged his critique of political economy
in terms of logical sequence, But this was not
formal logic isolated from history, but ‘is
indeed nothing but the historical method, only
stripped of the historical form and interfering
contingencies’, ¢

Class politics

Most of the articles published in these volumes
deal with the unsertled character of European
politics. The delicate balance of power was
constantly threatened by unresolved conflicts
of national identity. Large sections of Northern
[taly were held by Austria. There was consider-
able dissension within Germany over Prussia’s
attempt to unify the region under its domin-
atfon. In France class tension simmered under
the surface as opposition built up to the regime
of Napoleon III,

Napoleon soughi to divert attention from
internal problems by pursuing an aggressive
foreign policy. Assuming the mantle of Euro-
pean liberation, Napoleon launched a prop-
aganda campaign for a free and united Italy. In
reality Napoleon wasn't interested in Italian
unity (as shown by his later annexation of
Savoy and Nice): his real purpose was to win
domestic support for his regime and to isolate
Austria.

Marx and Engels analysed these events from
the point of view of the interest of the working
class, Then, as today, many socialists simply
took sides in the conflicts among bourgeois
powers. Many soclalists and radicals took
Napoleon’s rhetoric at face value and supported
his ‘liberation’ policy. Others argued that
Napoleon’s adventures in [taly would under-
mine the integrity of Germany and supported
Prussia or Austria. Marx and Engels rejected
this approach, They attacked Napoleon and
reaction in Austria and Germany with equal
ferocity, and argued for turning these wars into
struggles against the ruling class, They support-
ed the unification of Italy and Germany — but
not a unification that was imposed by an
external force,

Marx and Engels clearly separated the policy
of the proletariat from that of the bourgeoisie.
In a sense, their discussion anticipates the
debate in the international socialist movement
over the First World War in 1914, and the
attitude formulated by the Bolsheviks. Today,
when the left regularly lines up behind one
bourgeois foreign policy or another, the articles
on Europe in these volumes provide a timely
reminder of the need to formulate a proletarian
policy on all questions.

Marx the polemicist
=
Karl Vogt was a well-known emigre German

democrat who strongly supported Napoleon.
Although long suspected of being a French
agent, it was only in 1870, when the state
archives were opened by the Paris communards,
that this suspicion was confirmed, In 1859
Vogt published a slanderous pamphlet directed
against Marx with the aim of discrediting the
proletarian movement. The pamphlet, which
claimed that Marx was living in luxury from
money stolen from the working class, was
enthusiastically greeted by the bourgeois press.
Many socialists and friends told Marx to ignore
these slanders. Marx replied that the honour of
the workers® movement was at stake and that a
reply was necessary. His answer ~ Herr Vogt —
is @ remarkable work. It is not only a reply to
Vogt, but also a critique of the shallow outlook
of liberal democrats,

Herr Vogt is & model of revolutionary
polemics. Page by page Marx takes apart Vogt,
pours scorn on him and :exposes his vulgsr
politics, By the end of the book Vogt is com-
pletely crushed and discredited. Indeed, Vogt
never recovered his reputation after this assault,
But the polemic is not just ditected at one man.
Through a critique of Vogt's work Marx pro-
vides a devastating attack on bourgeois politics
of his time.

The left, especially in Britain, will find Herr
Vogt nit-picking and nasty, too heavy and too
hard. Today, when phrases like ‘nobody has a
monopoly on truth® are the small change of the
radical left, Herr Vogt will be seen as an aber-
ration of a great German economist. But that’s
all the more reason to read it. Diplomatic
gestures und honeyed phrases were alien to
Marx. The class struggle is also a struggle for
ideological clarity. Like any struggle where the
interest of the proletariat is at stake, it has to
be pursued ruthlessly without fear of giving
offence to parlour socialists.

Pat Roberts,

"~
‘
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Reviews

FASCISM
IN THE COLOURS
OF FRANCE

D Pryce-Jones, Faris in the Third Reich: a
history of the German occupation, 1940-1944,
Collins, pp294, hbk £12.50.

DAVID PRYCE-JONES has done a hatchet job
on the conduct of France’s petit-bourgeois
intelligentsia under Nazi rule. However, Paris
in the Third Reich is little more than a hatchet
job. Pryce-Jones makes two major errors: he
fails to see why French bourgeois democracy
had to give way to fascism; and, caring only
about the behaviour of his peers, he restricts his
study of fascist rule to a survey of its impact
on the middle class.

Heavy Pétain

As the author notes, nearly every intellectual
based in Paris made his peace with Hitler’s
representatives in one way or another: painters
Marc Chagall and Henri Marisse and writer
André Mulraux, for instance, were disgusted
only with German fascists, not French ones,
so they decamped to unoccupied Vichy, While
novelists Viadimir Nabokoy and André Gide did
leave the country, collaboration permeated
French society, from fellow-travellers of
Stalinism (Sartre, de Beauvoir) to bosses of all
persuasions, The indigenous fascist organisation
Parti Populaire Frangais was also strong, witha
tradition stretching back to the carly 'thirties.
It had an able ex-Stalinist — Jacques Doriot
as it§ leader and about 100 000 members (many
of whom were also ex-Stalinists) on its rolls in
Paris alone. And antiscmitism was widespread
enough for more than 70000 Jews to be
deported to their deaths at Auschwitz with
barely a murmur of protest. ;

All this isn't just shocking, as the author
clearly feels: it is instructive too. It reminds us
how weak the French economy of the carlier
part of this century was — so weak that the
French bourgeoisic had to resort to a prolonged
terrorist attack on the working class to raise its
profit rates. But it also reminds us that, when
the chips are down, there are no ‘progressive
capitalists’ around to ally with in the struggle
against fascist reaction. For the ruling class
fascism Is, like bourgeois democracy, but a
means ta an end,

We should, however, note that the French
Communist Party bears the main responsibility
for the triumph of fascism in France. The PCF
was already so mired in French chauvinism that
it was utterly unable to defend oppressed
minorities like the Jews, Pryce-Tones hints at
this, but his critique of the PCF's behaviour in
the war rests more on muckraking than on
political analysis.

The Liberation lives on

The author's focus on the hypocrisy of the
intellectuals makes him neglect the clasy
consciousness of the workers, The fact that
about as many fascists lost their lives after the
Liberation of August 1944 as did anti-fascists
and Jews in the previous four years isn't as
surprising as he suggests. France in the war
wasn’t all prostituted intellectuals, it was also
warkers who — despite the confusion caused by
the PCF — were very clear who their enemies
were,

Of course, the French bourgeoisie would
rather muddy over the Liberation episode,
Severely compromised by its involvement with
fascism, it doesn’t like admitting that the
eventual seizure of the factories by the Part-
isans and their supporters amounted to a
working class insurrection. On the other hand,
the PCF would also like to obscure the real
significance of the Liberation. Not to do so
would be to concede that its three years of
post-war governmental office marked the
snatching of defeat out of the jaws of victory.

Pryce-Jones does not believe that many
people manned the barricades in Paris. But the
working class remembers .the street fighting
better than he can, for the simple reason that
it was there and he was not. In fact the Liber-

ation had a lasting effect on the whaole political
outlook of the French labour movement.
Because the struggle against wartime fascism
took the form of a struggle against ‘unpatriotic’
native capitalists (Vichy) and against Germany,
aiforeign power that had invaded France twice
befare, the struggle against post-war reaction in
France has always taken on nationalistic over-
tones, The theme of ‘national’ liberation was
part of the general strikes of 1953 and 1956,
and even had its influénce on the events of May
1968, The PCF has for many years vied with
Gaullism for the right to lead anti-German
hysteria in France.

Pryce-Jones is full af hated for those who
were ‘soft’ on fascism, But it is not enough not
to be ‘soft: so long as fascism is combatted
with nationalist politics, it will live to fight
another day. Nearly 40 years after the Liber-
ation fascism is, indeed, alive and well in,the
more lumpen suburbs of Paris.

James Bloch

THE GOOD, THE BAD
AND THE UGLY

Jenny Pea;ce, Under_the eagle: US intervention
in Central Ameffed and the Caribbean, Latin
America Buggau, January 1982, pp273, pbk
£2.50.

Bernaxd Diederich, Somoza and the legacy of
US involvement in Central America, Junction
Books, pp352, hbk £14,50, pbk £6.935.

Henri Weber, Nicaragua: the Sandinist revol-
ution, Verso Editions, 1981, ppl54, pbk £2.95,

SINCE THE FMLN blew up the key Puente de
Oro bridge over the Lempa river last October,
the fortunes of the Salvadorean resistance haye
taken a turn for the better, In January, the
Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front
celebrated the fiftieth anniversary of Marti’s
original rising with a series of military successes.
All the signs are that the ‘elections’ Christian
Democrat President José N'apoleon Duarte has
called for 28 March will be widely boycotied.

The American bourgeoisie is in trouble in
El Salvador and it knows it. American soldiers
complete with automatic rifles have been
photographed in the area — much to Reagan’s
embarrassment. While the USA has sent $55m
of emergency military aid to the Duarte regime
and has promised another $100m, foreign
direct investment in El Salvador has dropped by
S0 per ctnt and $700m-worth of capital has left
the country. Here and there, senators and
congressmen have criticised the US Admin-
istration's strategy in El Salvador and have tried
to mediate between the junta and the guerrillas.
Canada has come out against the elections and
has attempted mediation too,

Reagan’s recent speech to the Organisation
of American States outlined yet another

imperialist package of aid and trade/investment
incentives. But it changes nothing. As News-
week has pointed out, the White House is in a
jam: the Salvadorean left won't buy elections,
the forces to the right of Duarte won't buy a
negotiated settlement, and the state of the
American economy and of American public
opinion make US military intervention a danger-
ous enterprise (‘America is out of options’,
22 February). Yet intervention is likely. Wash-
ington has repeatedly stressed that a victory for
the insurgents in F1 Salvador would have a
‘domino’ effect throughout Central America
and greatly assist the spread of Cuban and
Russian intluence there,

Castro doesn’t count

The domino effect. is one thing, but what
about Cuban/Soviet influence? One of the
merits of Jenny Pearce’s informative history of
US involvement in Central America is that she
convincingly dismisses the Soviet menace as
specious US State Department propaganda, The
Department’s February 1981 white paper,
Communist interference in El Salvador, is
exposed as bogus from start to finish. Its main
purpose was to whip Western Europe into line
an the need to suppress the national liberation
struggle.

Despite the adoption of a slightly liberal,
pro-European tone at times, Under the eagle is
particularly welcome for the emphasis it places
on inter-imperialist conflicts in Central America.

Diederich also dismisses East/West tensions.
He notes that ‘Cuba paid little actual attention

£

Samoza plus spotless hands

to the Sandinistas beyond giving some of them
training and safe haven and allowing Radio
Havana to beam anti-Somoza propaganda to
Central America’. Apart from titbits like this,
however, his book has little to offer; it's just
an American journalist’s fascinated account of
the decadence that was the Somoza regime.

At least Diederich gets it right about Cuba,
This is more than can be said for Henri Weber.
‘Unlike the Soviet bureaucracy', he tells us,
‘the Castroist leadership discreetly but firmly
supported the Nicaraguan revolution’, Indeed
we learn that ‘it is impossible to overemphasise
the decisive character of Cuban aid to the
Sandinist and Central American revolutions’,

Weber, a leading member of Ernest Mandel’s
Fourth International, produces no eyidence
for these statements. His book is designed
to reconcile the carly 'seventies puerrillaist -
trends of the European wing of the FI with the
US Socialist Workers Party's renewed infat-
uation with Castro. And he has also brought to
the fore something both sides of the FI have in
common - anti-Leninism,

Uncle Max’s nephew

The blurb to Weber's Nicaragua says that it
unites solidarity with the Sandinistas with
‘eritical candour'. Unfortunately, most of
Weber's criticisms of the FSLN regime are those
of the candid hourgeois sociologist. For Weber
the main problem with the FSLN is that it
doesn’t allow pluralism to floutish enough,
‘Who’, he asks, ‘will decide that the cantent of
government policy is in accord with the workers’
interests, if the workers do not give their own
verdict in & free and secret Ballot?’. Again,
though the Christian Démocrat oppositional
daily La Prenmsa is ‘undoubtedly 1 formidable
weapan in the hands of the bourgeoisie’, it
‘contains information and a point of view not
to be found anywhere else’.

For Weber Lenin's definition of the dict-
atorship of the proletariat as rule based directly
on force and unrestricted by laws was ‘“Wrong’,
Everybody favours pluralism these days, from
aging Eurocommunists to State Department
specialists on Nicaragua. Both wings of the Fl
want to cultivate such people.

Lenin was right

Weber's big achievement is to represent today’s
FSLN regime as a ‘revolutionary democracy’
on the road to sociulism. He argues that,
because the Sandinistas forced out or killed
Somoza's soldiers, police and upper-level func-
tionaries, they smashed the state, His analysis,
however, is Eurocommunist claptrap about the
state as ‘the terrain of the class struggle’ med-
jating among competing classes and ‘class
fractions’. Weber reduces the state to ‘positions’
in the Managua Post Office. For him smashing
the state involves not overthrowing capital as a
social relation, but putting the right people in
the right positions.

Today Nicaragua's foreign debt stands at
$3bn, twice the level it did under Somoza.
Production of cotton, the main export crop,
has fallen by a half. The conquests of the Nic-
araguan people are in jeopardy, This is not just
because of Le Prensa, nor even because most of
agriculture and industry remain in private
hands, The decisive factors are that Wes
tern commodities come cheaper than Nicara-
guan ones and that Nicaragua has no state
monopoly of foreign trade, Capital still rules
the land: indeed, its grip is tightening daily.

In. 1959, at the peak of the imperialist
world’s post-war boom, Castro enjoyed certain
room to manoenvre against the major capitalist
powers. But in 1982, in the middle of a reces-
sion, the FSLN is no match for the law of
value, The USA may only have $3bn invested
in Central America, but every dollar counts
these days.

In Central America only the dictatorship of
the proletariat will keep the USA at bay, Only
genuine workers’ democracy will ensure that
productivity reaches the levels it has achieved
in North America. Only internationalism, not
petit-bourgeois nationalism, will secure congist-
ent allies against intervention. These are lessons
which Weber rejects, but which we must hope
that the freedom fighters of El Salvador take on
board in the weeks and months ahead.

James Wood
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letters

LT:ACTION & REACTION

I WORK ON London's Undesground as a guard.
I'm an NUR shop steward. At the moment
most of the men and women on my line are
preparing to fight the cuts and fare increases.
For the first time workers on London Transport
are facing the prospect of compulsory redun-
dancy and everybody is edgy.

The union -leadership has formed a Joint
Trades Union London Transport Defence
Committee to supposedly fight the attacks,
However, at it’s first mass meeting at Congress
House on 17 February the officials refused to
tell the shop stewards the actual date of our
proposed one-day strike. The first people to get
to know of our one-day strike must be the press,
argued Andy Dodds, Assistant General Secretary
of NUR. Most of the 600 delegates were shock-
ed and disgusted that the anti-union media
would know our business before us, The motion
calling the one-day strike on the unknown date,
won overwhelming support but calls to be even
more militant were ignored by the entire plat-
form.

It was Ken Livingstone’s obsession with
rate increases as a means of implementing the
cuts that got us into this situation of being
open to central government attack. Now our
union leadership proposes that we support the
GLC campaign designed to cover up its mise-
rable blunders. The whole idea is to blame
everything on the Tories. The “Don’t blame
Labour™ cry seems to be the motivation for the
whole campaign. The issue of rate increases is
being played down,

The union leaders don't want things getting
out of hand, with workers deciding dates of
strikes or the politics behind them. What they
want is a good clean fight to strengthen the
Labour Party, The only action they want is the
odd day’s strike and lobbics of Parliament and
pleas to change the law, We've got a real fight
on our hands, not just against London Trans-
port and the Tories, but also against our own
trade union leaders.

Paul
NUR, Leytonstone Depot

OVERSEAS STUDENTS

AFTER THREE YEARS of pretending to have
a campaign on overseas students, the NUS has
finally given up the ghost, On 13 February they
were meant to hold a national conference on
the question, The issue of DHSS race checks in
hospitals, and the way they’ll stop overscas
students from getting free treatment, was on
the agenda. Then, a week beforehand, they
called the whole thing off on the grounds of
‘apathy”. How cynical can you get? At our
college no attempt was made to publicise the
conference. When | asked our union President
about getting delegated, he said ‘myself and the
Vice-President will be attending’! More se-
riously, every day we're hearing about more
and more overseas students getting kicked out
of their colleges for not paying the massive fee
increases (£1000 last year), being forced to
show their passports (as at Hackney College)
and eventually deported, | know of at least a
dozen cases of that happening, at North-East
London Poly, at Kitson College in Leeds, at St
John's FE College in Manchester to name just a
few.

The NUS say they’ve got ‘other priorities’,
and at the moment it’s the grants campaign. In
fact they're doing nothing about grants, cuts or
anything else, Students who've occupied recent-
ly, at the Polytechnic of Central London and
elsewhere, have been kicked in the teeth by
NUS President Dave Aaronovitch,

I agreed with what the next step said last
month, about the NUS being as bad as its big
brother the TUC, They're just as hypocritical
about fighting racism, and just as useless at
defending their members against the Govern-
ment’s cuts. At our college we're trying to cen-
sure NUS for calling off the 13 February con-
ference and we're organising a local campaign
to get things moving on the overseas students
issue. Your readers in other colleges should do
the same, and should tell the rest of the left to
stop treating racism in colleges as a side issue,
John G
Clty of London Polytechnic

BEFORE THE STORM

Some personal recollections of Derry in the years before the civil rights movement began.

THE BOGSIDE of the middle 'fiftics knew litte
ot nothing about television, and its dimly-light-
ed streets were filled with children, myself in-
cluded, playing all manner of games until
around nine o’clock when our mothers would
come to the door and call us, or our father
would whistle us in like sheep dogs. A good
scrubbing in front of the fire in a tin bath, then
up the stairs, with occasional reminders during
the pillow fights to ‘keep quiet’ or your Da
would be up with the strap.

Steeped in history

In many ways we were no different from work-
ing class children in other ghettos, extept we
experienced constant poverty brought about by
the Unionist system, which in those days we
didn’t fully understand. Some people in our
street kept pigs and we'd eam a few bob
gathering food scraps, at three pence a bucket
and three shillings and sixpence a bin, The older
lads who stayed out longer would gather at the
All Cash Stores and sing songs or recite verse,
and in this way many of us learnt our country’s
history at an early age. The whole district was
steeped in history, Roger Casement had spoken
to the Irish Volunteers in the back gardens be-
hind our homes which was wasteland between
the Bogside and Wellington Street. The Sham-
rock Hall, some of which was still standing, had
been a regular meeting place for the IRB and
IRA. Old men in thegar®a had been excom-

.+ municated for belonging to a ‘subversive organ-

isation’ or far fighfing in Spain against Franco,
and the more conservative Catholics considered
them to be outcasts,

The power of the Church was stronger then,
and when a priest came into the house it was as
if the Pope himself had decided to grant us
poor unfortunates a special audience. To our
house they came quite frequently, because we
were in need of special graces, being a family of
tearaways steeped in Bolshie and Republican
politics. The clerics did all in their power to
point out that Republican involyement equalled
buying a passage to hell’s yery hot climate from
which there was no return. My mother used to
crack a joke after the priest had gone (of course!)
that we should all buy a-stock of sun hats
from Paddy Bannon (a local firm) which we
were going to need when we reached those hot-
ter climates. We weren’t a religious family in
the strict sense of the word, although we went
to Chapel every Sunday. But having any choice

was out of the question because of the close-knit

community and the cultural pressures that sur-
rounded the area. The conflict between nation-
ality and religion was much more obvious in
those days to the up-and-coming Irish revolu-
tionary, and the speeches against the IRA from
the pulpits Were only too frequent.

Graduation

From playing non-subversive games, some of us
graduated to other games which included writing
slogans calling for the release of the prisoners in
large three foot high letters, or crawling into
the vard of the RUC barracks in broad daylight

and cutting down the Union Jack which flew
on special occasions a few streets away, By the
time we reached our teens other issues began to
appear on the horizon — would there be a job
after leaving school or would we be forced tof
emigrate at the tender age of 15 or 167
Unemployment in the Bogside was extreme-
ly high. Among meén it was over 33 per cent and
on average 25 per cent, and in many ways things
have changed little since then. Emigration in
the Derry area amounted to 10 per cent of the
Six County total annually. When young people
growing up began to realise what type of
‘future’ they were facing, the choice became
one of fighting back or emigrating. When faced
with the stark realities of life in the Bogside we
grew up very quickly indeed, but only a small
percentage joined secret movements such as the

banned Fianna Eireann, Sinn Fein or other

groupings. The first step was always to reach
out towards Irish culture, usually playing gaelic
games or joining an lrish language class. As
early as the age of 13, I enlisted in the Young
Republican Volunteer Organisation which had
no links whatever with the Republican move-
ment proper, but gradually linked itself to Sinn
Fein and so we began to collect funds for the
political prisoners and intérnees. The Young
Oaks Gaelic Club sprang from the YRVO and
by the time most of us had reached the age of
15 or 16 we were well grounded in Irish history.
The Young Oaks gradually fell under the in-
fluence of the Republican boy scouts, Fianna
Eireann, which drew most of its members from
the ranks of the unemployed. Some of its
members were employed in the Birmingham
Sound Reproducers which made tape-recorders
and record changers, owned by the millionaire
Dr McDonald, and all of them were active
trade unionists.

Fianna members were the militants and
were involved in almost every dispute, Some
held positions as shop stewards or on the branch
committee. Connolly gradually became the
hero of the young left wingers, and by the close
of the 1956-62 Resistance Campaign many of
us were publicly declaring ourselyes to be social-
ists. This was the background to what was to
happen in the middle ‘sixties. The unique eco-
nomic and social plight of Derry’s Bogside was
to be the centre of rising discontent, in which
the kids who once played games on its streets
would eventvally build barricades and shed
their blood on its tarmac and alley-ways.

Early agitations

Derry could best be summed up in three words
defeat, despair and the dole — in the years lead-
ing up to the city's first civil rights march in
October 1968. At no time since the inception
of the Six County artificial statelet was unem-
ployment lower than 12 per cent and even a
casual observer of social and economic affairs
could not fail to see the blatant disparity be-
tween the arcas, east and west of the River
Bann. In the ’sixties it received a series
of body blows which were to have an important
influence in subsequent events.

First, the Great Northern rail link which tra-
versed the western region was axed, leaving Fer-
managh, Tyrone and practically all of County
Derry with no rail link whatsoever, The other
three counties had two scparate systems, one
running north from Belfast and the other south.
Second, in February 1965 Stormont accepted
the Lockwood Repart, which rejected the
second city (Derry) as the site for “Ulster’s”
second university, in spite of Magee Uni-
versity College, a century-old institution, seem-
ing the best location. Third, in the same month

" the povernment accepted the Wilson Plan,
which outlined four centres for rapid industrinl
development -~ all within the ‘magic' 30 mile
radius of Belfast, and none in the western coun-
ties which were suffering most from high unem-
ployment. In order to strengthen further the
relatively prosperous east, the Unionists in-
cluded plans to build a new city -~ Craigavon -
in County Armagh.

The reaction to these three measures in ear-
ly 1965 marked a turning point for the people
of Derry. It became obvious to many people
that if they were not prepared to fight back
against the government they had no future
whatsoever, For the first time many sections of
the community were beginning to stir: acade-
mics and students, workers and the unemploy-
ed, even many professional people and small
businessmen found themselves in conflict with
the Stormont regime.

The unemployed were among the first into
action. On 22 January 19635, Quigley’s Hotel in
Foyle Street became the birthplace of the
Derry Unemployed Action Committee (DUAC)
which gradually expanded with each successive
protest. Public buildings were picketed, council
meetings disrupted, teach-ins held in the Labour
Exchange at Bishop Street, An unemployed
workers club opened up above a dance hall
near Derry’s Diamond ingide the famous walls
and the late Brian Faulkner, then Minister of
Commerce, received many a stormy reception,
On one occasion he was beseiged in the Guild-
hall by 600 demonstrators blocking all exits
and demanding that he meet a delegation. The
main officials of the DUAC . belonging to the
Republican movement and local Labour Party,
were met on the steps by the Unionist Mayor
who told them to go home and to stop “mak-
ing fools of themselves'. When he was booed
by the large crowd he swore that only over his
dead body would they be permitted to meet
“the Minister”, At the time of writing, Alder-
man Anderson (then Mayor) is still alive {al-
though he has emigrated) but the unemployed
did meet Faulkner, after some bright spark sent
him a telegram via the GPO some fifty yards
away, Alderman Anderson in a furious mood
withdrew from the meeting, retreating into the
Mayor’s parlour which stocked a good supply
of fine wines and cigars, which the unemployed
sampled themselves when they occupied at a
later date.

In the next few months the students marched
side by side with the unemployed at demon-
strations, and the University for Derry Campaign
gained widespread local support. Meetings
held in the Guildhall were packed and a cayal-
cade of cars made their way from the city to
the steps of Stormont to demand that the sccond
University be built in Derry. Many of the
militants in the city were highly annoyed that
the University for Derry Campaign committee
closed its doors on greater working class par-
ticipation, and its leaders mounted the public
platform wearing dress suits and dickey bows,
% mainly middle class elite with academic back-
grounds. If the radicals had been able to gain
control of the university campaign, the lid might
very well have blown off earlier in Derry, as
many middle class academics actually feated at
that time, It was as part of the campaign that
John Hume first came to prominence, then a
school teacher at St. Columba’s College.

Some of the battles joined in 1965 are still
being fought today: some by those survivors of
the early agitations who huve not since been
buried in the local cemetery or locked up in
numerous institutions for incarceration. Many
of the early agitators are today involved in other
aspects of strugele, but all of them would se¢”
the period. from early 1965 as being the roots
of the later and current conflicts.

Finn O'Foyle
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The Irish Freedom Movement is organising a youth delegation to
Belfast and Derry for the commemoration of the Easter Rising in
1916. We want to show that many young people in Britain support the
fight to get Britain out of Ireland, Delegates will be able to meet the
anti-imperialist youth of the Six Counties, to learn about their struggle
and discuss our work in Britain.

If you support the fight for Irish freedom, if you want to get involved
in the anti-imperialist movement in Britain, and if#du're under 25 —
join us! If you can't join us, help us build the delegation — raise it in
your union or college, send us money and sponsorship,
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Tel no

Trade union branch/Trades Council

I/we would like to join the Youth Delegation to Ireland.
I/we would like to sponsor the Delegation,

# 1/we enciose delegates fees of £30 per delegate.

' I/we enclose £ to sponsor  delegate(s).

I/we would like to have:

' [ leaflets

[J sponsorship forms

' [ delegation programmaes

Send to BM RCP, London WC1N 3XX.

Write to us for further details or ring 01-274 3951.
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RCP
in action

LONPD
COVENTRY

Thursday 4 March 7.30pm
No NHS pass laws — defend
overseas students, COVWAR
public meeting. Students Union,
University of Warwick.

COVWAR-IWA(GB). April ‘82
i5 thae first anniversary of the
racist murders of Satnam Singh
Gill and Dr Dharry, COVWAR
and the IWA(GB} will be com-
memaorating these murders and
mobilising against the racist viol-
ence of 1982, Details: 01.274
3951.

=S
LEEDS
Thursday 11 March 7.30pm
Friday 12 March 1.00pm

Rosie the Riveter. Film and
discussion, 11 March: Swarth-
more Centre, Woodhouse Square,
Lewds 3. 12 March: University of
Leeds, Roger Stevens Buildings,
LT 21,

Thursday 26 March 7.30pm
No to NHS apartheid! WAR
public meeting. Speakers: Terry
Wood (NE Leads COHSE} and
WAR representative. See

Leeds Other Paper

for details.

[y Ea ]
MANCHESTER

Friday 5 March 7.30pm
Jobs not YOPS! Speaker: Alan
Harding. Britons Pratection,
Great Bridgewater St

Saturday 13 March 2-5pm
Wreck the checks! MANWAR
public meeting. Speaker: Fran
Eden, For details phone

01-274 3951

Thursday 1B March 7.30pm
Women and tha unions. Speaker:
Kate Marshall. Britons Protection,
Great Bridgewater St.

Friday 2 April 7.30pm
Smash the spartheid state!
Speaker: Charles Longford.
Britons Protection, Great Bridge-
water St,

LONDON

East London

Monday 2 March 7.30pm
Women for Communism inaugural
meeting. Homerton Library,
Homerton High St.

Tuesday 16 March 7.30pm
ELWAR activists meeting, City of
London Poly, Calcutta House,
Old Castie St (near Aldgate East
tube).

North London

Preparing for power

A series of ten forums. on the
international class struggle in
1982. Hemingford Arms,
Offerd Rd, N1.

% I 2LRNESE,
Preparing
for
power

Thursday 4 March 7.00pm
The capitalist crisis: is there an
end in sight? Speaker: Tony
Allen, editarial board of the next
stap.

Thursday 11 March 7.00pm
Women in the crisis. Speaker:
Anne Burton.

Thursday 18 March 7.00pm
What about the American
working class? Speaker: Kavin
Green,

Thursday 25 March 7.00pm
NATO and the Warsaw Pact.

Sieaker: Gareth Evans.

South London

Thursday 4 Marg 7.30pm
Woman - a specWl kind of slave,
Public meeting. Speaker: Annie
Dillon, Lansbury House, 41 Cam-
berwell Grove, London SES,

Friday 12 March 7.30pm .
Police off our backs! SOLWAR
public meeting. Room 119,
Lambeth Town Hall, Acre Lans,
Brixton SW2,

Irish
Freedom
Movement

[T
COVENTRY

Tuesday 2,16,30 March  7.30pm
Irish Freedom Movement meet-
ings for activists. For details
phone 01-274 3951 or write to
IFM, ¢/o Bax 79, Students Union,
University of Warwick, Coventry.

ey
LEEDS

Monday 1 March.

Picket to commemaorate the start
of Bobby Sands' hunger strike.
Leeds town centre, Phone 01-

274 3951 for details.

Thursday 18 March 7.30pm
Public meeting about the youth

delegation to Ireland. See Laeds |
Other Paper for details. ;

s n =gl
MANCHESTER

Tuesday 25 March 7.30pm
Ireland: the trade union connect-
ion. Public meeting sponsored by
AUEW Ashton No 2, TGWU
6/389, COHSE Manchester 332,
Britons Protection, Great

Bridgewater St.

Plus regular meetings for activists.
Phone 01-274 3951 for details.

[
LONDON

East London

Wednesday 10,24 March 7.00pm
Irish Freedom Movement act-
ivists" meetings. Dalston Labour
Club, Dalstan Lane, near Dalston
Jurdetion, E8.

FEFRAGEL

North London

Tuesday 9 March 7.30pm
Join the youth delegation to
Belfast and Derry! Mesting for
delegates and suppaorters. Camden
Neighbourhood Centre, 12 Green-
land Rd, Camden NW1T,

Thursday 1 April 7.00pm
Irish Freedom Movement 1982,
Public forum, Speaker: Keith
Tompson, Hemingford Arms,
Offerd Rd, N1,

For regular activities contact Box
IFM, 234 Camden High St, NW1.

South London

Sunday 21 March 3.00pm
Youth for Irish Freedom film
benefit. Ritzy Cinema, Brixton
Oval (nesr Brixton tube). £1.00/
75p unwaged.

Friday 2 April 7.30pm
Youth delegation to Belfast and
Dearry. Rally and send-off social
with Irish band, Vassal/ Neigh-
bourhood Centre, 147 Brixton Rd
(near Oval tube),

South London Irish Fresdom

Movement meets fortnightly:

1 March. Buckmastar House,

Stockwell Park Estate, Brixton, .
15,29 March, Room 7, Lambeth

Town Hall, Brixton.

For details phone 274 2895,




