TENS OF thousands more
school leavers will be without
jobs this summer.

The Tories have imposed a
ban on recruitment in the
civil service for the next
three months. This will hit
hardest in the lowest clerical
grades, where turnover is
biggest — and where many
school leavers would normal-
ly find jobs: :

The SCPS (the higher
grade civil scrvice workers’
union) has already called for
an overtime ban and no cover
for vacant posts. And the
IRSF, the tax staffs’ union,
has also imposed a no cover
policy.

The National Executive of
the CPSA (the biggest civil
service union) will be decid-
ing on action this week, and
the Section Executive in
the DHSS is calling for in-
dustrial action on cuts in
staffing. - :

The immediate reason for
the ban on recruitment is the
last pay deal. The Govern-
ment intends to claw back
about £80 million of the
£270 million increase in the
wages bill by cutting jobs —
in other words, to force
through a productivity deal
via cash limits.

There are currently bet-
ween 7,500 and 11,000
vacancies in the civil service,
mainly in lower grades. The
three-month ban is schedul-
ed to cut 22,000 jobs, or
3% of the civil service total.
It could cut more sharply in
some Loadon departments
where turnover reaches

It is only a continuation of
, what Labour started, and a
beginning of what the Tories
intend. The DHSS is current-
ly trying to axe 1,000 posts.
The budget on June 12th
will certainly promise more
cuts. Other public sector
workers — teachers, builders
on direct works, and hospital
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workers — will also be under
attack.

The Tories’ ban relies for
its effect on ‘natural wast-
age’, i.e. staff turnover,
rather than sackings, so they
hope they can get it through

without too much resistance

as a softening-up exercise.
And the union full-time
officials’ response has been

plaintive bleating. CPSA
General Secretary Ken
Thomas said the ban was ‘a
silly act and an unnecessary
act’.

The effective
must be: A

B Noovertime

B Every vacant post must
be blacked. ;

B No job flexibility to off-

response

set the unfilled vacancies.

B The unions should re-
fuse to cooperate on new
machinery and procedures
until the recruiting ban is
lifted.

Official backing must be
guaranteed for any action
taken by branches and work-
places against the cuts, and
if workers are suspended for

refusing to cover or cooper-
' ate, the unions must reply
with industrial action. .
The Tories will talk about
cutting waste and bureau-
cracy. The real issues —
saving jobs, saving services,
combating speed-up — must
be got across, first to the civil
service unions’ membership
and then to the broader
labour movement. The
unions should call meetings
in work time to discuss and
organise against the meas-
ures, and develop rank and
file links with other public
sector ‘unions, to extend the
fight and get their members

front line of the fight §

prepared for the further cuts
to come when Howe announ-
ces his plans on June 12th.

But no reliance can be
placed on the TUC Public
Service Committee, or the
top bureaucrats of the
National Steering Committee
Against the Cuts. Rank and
file members must keep
control of the fight. And it
must be linked to the general
fight on jobs: the fight to cut
hours without loss of pay, to
share out the work under
workers’ control, and to unite
employed and unemployed
round the demand for jobs
for all.
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IRAN’S Islamic rulers have
now junked their repeated
promises to call elections for
a constituent assembly.
The draft constitution due to
be ready on June 8th will be
discussed by ‘representativ-
es’ drawn from the differ-

ent regions and national min-
orities.
After that discussion, the

. draft will go to thé secret ‘re-

volutionary council’ headed
by Ayatollah Khomeini.
Then it will be voted on in a
plebiscite.

The people of Iran are
faced with a repeat of the
March referendum, where
they could simply vote ‘yes’
or ‘no’ to Khomeiny’s
‘Islamic Republic® — with
the warning that those who
voted ‘no’ would be branded

]

o g

common religion — Islam.

Turkoman fighters facing Khomeini’s troops. ¢
stituent Assembly he hopes to evade the demands of the national
minorities like the Turkomans and Kurds, appealing instead to thei

as supporters of the Shah!
Having mobilised the
eople of Iran against the
hah, Khomeini and his
bourgeois allies now want to
stop any  mobilisation,
and to consolidate a new
repressive regime. In block-

e

By not calling a Con-

Iran: fight for the Constituent Assembly

ing Constituent Assembly
elections, they aim to cut
dead all real political debate
in the country.

Meanwhile, although Kho-
meini has said the death
penalty should henceforth

only be used against those |

guilty of using their author-
ity to instigate or carry out
murders, three people accus-
ed of sex crimes have been
put to death. In Tehran two
youths have been executed
after being found guilty of a
homosexual rape. The
victim of the rape was said
to have committed suicide).
A third person for shot for
having allegedly raped his

ol ten year old niece.

The attempt to° whip up
Islamic moral feeling, and
the political blackmail of the
referendum, are Khomeini’s
weapons in trying to stop
and reverse the revolution.
But Iran’s workers and peas-
ants have not said their last
word. They still need our
support — now, first of all,
in the fight to make sure the
Constituent Assembly is
convened despite Khomeini
and his government.

... See inside, page 5: The
workers and Khomeini.




The mass strikes of 1973,
the fall of Portuguese
colonialism in Angola
and Mozambique in
1974-5, and the Soweto
rising of 1976, have -
shaken white supremacy
in South Africa.

But as the threat to
apartheid grows, the
apartheid rulers fight for
every inch. The propos-
als of the recent Wie-
hahn Commission for
making South African
labour law more flexible
have been cut down to
very little by the Govern-
ment under pressure
from the die-hard right
wing. And in mineral-
rich Namibia, South
Africa has flatly defied
the United Nations
appeals to withdraw, by
seftingup a Nationa‘

. Assembly which will
run Namibia in close
association with South

Africa and on the South

African model.

For the same powers
that pass United Nations
resolutions against
apartheid also profit
from apartheid. Britain,
the USA, and other big
capitalist powers have
major interests in South
Africa and Namibia.
Although they might
prefer minor reforms of
apartheid, they will
never side with the black
workers and peasants of
Southern Africa in revolt
against the apartheid- -

- system.

NEIL COBBETT out-
lines how the white
rulers established their"

-grip on Namibia and

what they get out of it
today.

* This feature is based
on ‘The Workers of -
Namibia’ by Gillian and
Suzanne Cronje, pub-
lished by the Internat-
ional Defence and Aid
Fund.

Harry Oppenheimer of Anglo-American in his private heli-

" copter. Anglo-American alone reaps profits of £50 a year for
every man, woman and child in Namibia. '

WHO OWNS NAMIBIA?}

THE NAMIBIAN economy is
dominated by mining. The
country has rich . mineral
degosits that include diamonds
and silver, copper, lead and
zinc, uranium, vanadium and
wolfram. Oil and natural gas
are being prospected for.
- Mining contributed 32% of the
gross domestic product, and
70% of exports, in 1977,

Mining ‘is controlled by a’

number of multinational comp-
anies. The most important of
these, Consolidated Diamond
Mines‘;‘nigsl cxn;ltlrolled 83 the
giant o-American x-
ation of South Africa, which
holds a monopoly of diamond
mining in Namibia. In 1974 its
profits were £46 million, out of
which £17 million was paid out
in dividends to its predomin-
antly overseas shareholders.

Rossing Uranium Ltd, which
operates the largest open-cast
uranium mine in the world, is
controlled by the British firm
Rio Tinto Zinc.

In the early 1970s foreign in-
vestment was running at
£25 million a year. The returns
were rich, with dividends
covering initial capital invest-
ments within a couple of

years.

In 1975 the UN computed
the poverty datum line [the
amount of money nece for
a family to survive om] in
Windhoek at £78 a month. In
1978 the University of Port
Elizabeth  calculated - the
household subsistence level
for black families at £93 a
month.

.. The average per capita in-
come for blacks in Namibia is
£72 a year — roughly a third of
the University of Port Eliz-
abeth’s estimated subsistence
level. Meanwhile, white per
cagita income averages aroun

£1734 a year — 24 times that of
blacks. '

Before the 1971-2 general
strike of contract workers,
wages were even worse. Bet-
ween 1971 and 1975 wages for

black miners at Tsumeb mine
almost doubled from an aver-
age of $64 a month {only $28 of
which was paid in cash) to $120
a month ($64 in cash). But at
the same time average cash
wages for white miners rose
from $494 a month to $750.
White workers still got 12
times as much in cash as black
workers, as well as non-cash
benefits in the form of hous-
ing, free schooling, hospital
and recreational facilities.

In 1976 a Lutheran pastor
did a survey into black work-
ers’ wages in Windhoek. He
repo wages of £3.5t0 £14.5

per month for farm workers; £6

per month for domestic serv-
ants; £17 to £58 per month on

. the railways and £23 to £46 for

hotel workers. These were the
figures that the employers
gave, and often black workers
claimed their wages were even
lower. For hospital workers the
official figure was £18.5 per
month.

Where black trade unions
haven’t been suppressed, they
have been barely permitted to
exist, and attempts to take in-
.dustrial action have been
crushed. Strikers have been
fined aj_ailed and killed.

Under a 1952 law, white and
‘coloured’ workers are allow:
to strike, as long as they meet
certain conditions (and strikes
are prohibited in ‘essential
services’ and during the period
of an industrial agreement or
.award). But Africans are ex-
cluded from this right, and
effectively all strikes bgt black
workers are illegal. Strikers
can also be arrested under the
Terrorigm Act for disrupting
industry.

All unions are banned from
an s::fport or affiliation to

Ivit'c parties. This is espec-
ially aimed.at the National
Union of Namibian Workers,
which is the trade union wing
of the South West Africa
Peoples Organisation. :

Namibia

partheid’s colony|

NAMIBIA (South West Af-
rica) was colonised by
Germany in the nineteenth
century. The black populat-
ion was forcibly dispossess-
ed of land and cattle, and
at least 80,000 people were
butchered by the German
army. In 1915 South African
troops snatched Namibia
from the Germans, and in
1920 the League of Nations
mandated South Africa to
administer the country.

By, this time the South
African regime had begun to
consolidate and to systemat-
ically enforce the emerging
policies of apartheid. Even in
the north, where German col-

onisation had hardly penet-

rated, the African people
were now stripped of their
land and their rights. .

Two years later the South
African government announ-
ced its plans for ‘native re-
serves’. The foundations of
racial segregation and the
migrant labour system were

being firmly laid. Black Nam-
ibians existed first and fore-
most to serve the white own-
ed economy. Africans were
only tolerated in whiter
occupied areas to form a lab-
our supply for the white-

. owned farms.

Taxes were introduced to
force people to work for
money wages. Africans who

didn’t submit to wage labour.

were threatened with de-
portation from white occup-
ied areas under the Vagrancy
Act. Convicts were hired out
to employers. Welfare offic-
ers were sent to the African
reserves ‘to see that there
was no loafing’, and Christ-
ian churches were required
to urge blacks to seek emp-
loyment in the wage sector.
Today Namibia’s economy
is based on a contract labour
system. The population has
been classified on a racial
basis into 12 ‘ethnic’ or
‘population’ groups. each of

which, with the exception of
‘whites’ and ‘coloureds’ has
been allocated its own, ult-
imately - ‘self-governing’,
homeland or tribal reserve.
Forty per cent of Namibia
has been allocated to the
black population numbering
720,000, and 43% of the land
to the whites who number
99,000. The rest is directly
controlled by the South
African government. All the
main mining and manufact-
uring businesses have been
included in the white area, as
has all the most productive
arable and stock-rearing
land. The ‘homelands’ are

" utterly impoverished areas

with poor land turned over to
subsistence farming.

The homelands are in-
capable of supporting their

populations. Most black
Namibians have to choose
between starvation and

working for a white employer

'— which usually means leav-

SOUTHERN AFRICA |

ing the homelands and seek-
ing work in the white zone as
migrant labour. Between half
and three quarters of the’
481,000-strong black labou

force is migrant labour, of
whom 50,000 work on white-
owned farms, and 75,000 as

-domestic servants.

Only a small minority of
migrant  workers  have
acquired residential rights in -
black townships or on farms
in the white zone. Most black
workers are not allowed to
have their families with them
and must return to the home-
lands as soon as their labour
contracts expire. They have.
few rights in the white zone
and are forced to live in
hostels or compounds,
which are ‘frequently over-
crowded. They sleep on
concrete bunks, lack even the
most basic amenities, and
are constantly supervised

.and harassed by cops and
_bosses.

When the workers fought back

ON 13th December 1971 a

general strike of 20,000
migrant workers began,
which lasted until 20th

January 1972 and shut down
the mining industry amd al-
most paralysed communicat-
ions, transport, farming and
commerce.

The aim of the strike was
to end the contract labour
system. More immediate
causes were the introduction
of photos on passes, making
evasion of the security laws
more difficult. And the final

" spark was a comment by the

Commissioner General for
Indigenous Peoples of South
West Africa that contract
labour wasn’t a form of slav-
ery because the workers
concerned signed their

support. On 11th December
armed police were sent to
Walvis Bay. On 13th, 6,000
contract workers in Wind-.
hoek refused to go to work
and were besleged in their
compounds. -

The strike spread to Wal-
vis Bay, Grootfontein and the
copper mines at Rehoboth
and Tsumeb. A strike com-
mittee was set up to form-
ulate demands, and pledged
itself to reject any terms
which the workers didnlt
accept or weren’t consulted
over.

The repression was flerce.
Mistakenly, the workers and
strike - committee decided
that all striking contract

 workers should return home

and raise as big a crop as

In the north, meetings
called by retumning strikers
were banned by the bantu-
stan tribal leaders. In Ovam-
boland the tribal leaders
authorised the police to
arrest and prosecute strikers.
An unknown number of
Ovamvos were killed or in-
jured. A state of emergency
was in Ovambe-
land, which was not relaxed
until 1977.

On 26th January the South
African army was sent Into
Namibia. A total black-out
was imposed on the north
and a reign of terror follow-
ed. Strike meetings and
gatherings were attacked
and fired on. People were
rounded up and arrested on
a mass scale. On 30th Jan-

%; y "

contracts voluntarily.

The strike call came from
Walvis Bay where 3,200
workers, mainly from the
Ovambo region, were emp-
loyed in fish canneries. Del-
egates and letters were sent
out to other areas for national

SWAPO supporters in Windhoek, December 1 978.

———

they could before negotiat-

" ing, to make them independ-

ent of wage labour. This was
just 'what the authorities
needed, allowing them to
disperse the strikers and to
recruit scab workers to keep

their industry going.

uary an unarmed group -of
Ovambos were fired on as
they left the Anglican church
at Epinga after' Mass. Four
were killed and four wound-

.ed; two of the wounded

later died. In response, the
people burned the homes of

the collaborator chiefs and
officials and killed informers.

Meanwhile the South
Africans had begun an elab-
orate prop campaign
headed by M.C.Botha, Min-
ister of Bantu Administrat-
fon. He held meetings with
the employers, officials of
the Native Labour Assecist-
fon, and the Ovambo amd
{(ava}}: bnntus‘ tan autlntlt, J

es. ' ‘agreement’ was
reached and quickly broad-
cast, using the name of one
of the leaders of the strike
committee.

Basically, a new system of
¢ollaboration with the bantu-
stan authorities to administer -
contract labour had been
worked out, with some cos-
metic reforms to entice the
workers back to work.

Eventually, repression and
hunger forced the workers

back, and the new reality be-

came clear. All the essentials
of the contract system re-
mained, and in some cases
were worsened as employers
exacted their revenge for the
strike. .

Some groups of workers
did win wage rises, though
many were deceived by the
conditions attached.  Actual
wages rose by between 10%
and 20%, while the mini-
mum paid wages went up
more. Some of this was offset
by the withdrawal of fringe
benefits and payments in
kind, as employers .
workers could mow afford to
pay for their own food,
clothes and transport.

The greatest impact of the
strike was on the strikers
themselves. It increased
their militancy and self-
confldence and made it clear
to the white rulers that some
sort of changes would have
to be made. The immediate
response of the South Af-
rican government was to
accelerate its programme of
‘indirect rule’ for Namibia
(i.e. the establishment of
‘self-governing’ bantastans)
as well as to make cosmetic
changes in the contract
labour system itself.

From 1972 things could
never be the same again, for
the mass walk-outs had made
their mark on the attitudes of
every migrant worker.




FIGHTING THE TORIES

The council cuts...

THE TORY government has
been quick to follow up its
announcement of a three
month freeze on civil service
recruitment with  similar
policies aimed at slashing
local government spending.

Although the rate support
grant will be increased to
cover the full amount of a
new ‘police pay increase,
most of the pay rises won by
other local government em-
ployees (including teachers)
will not be supported from
central government funds.

This will mean that local

authorities are faced with the
prospect either of issuing
large supplementary rate
demands in October, or
making large-scale reduct-
ions in staff, through direct
sackings or through natural
wastage. :

" Given the experience of
large rate increases in April
(up to 40%), cuts are the
most likely outcome.

Coming after local author-
ity services had already been
bled dry by the Labour Gov-
ernment, these measures
can only mean that public
services become more run-
down, disrupted, and in-
efficient. The effect of the
cash limits imposed by the
Labour. government range
from bad road maintenance
to curtailed social services.

A fight against these poli-
cies must be organised now,
linking local government
workers, teachers and civil
servants. The union machin-
ery and the newly elected
local Labour councils can
both be used in this fight,
but from recent statements
their activity will be restrict-
ed to trying to alleviate the
effects of Government policy
rather than fighting directly
against that policy, unless
united rank and file action
forces them into a political

fight.
ALAN CHERRETT

Organise now!

THE - GOVERNMENT is
making it easier for Tory
councils to dismantle their
housing stock and leave
tenants waiting for ever to
get transfers from tower
blocks or run-down estates.
Immediate measures will

make it easier to sell council -

houses. .

Further into the future, the
Torles promise a law to
compel councils to sell their
houses to sitting tenants.
This threat has produced a
noisy and hostile response.
Labour counciis in Man-
chester, South Yorkshire,
the London boroughs and
elsewhere have said they will
defy the Tories. :

ut the same happened

with the Torles’ legislation to
compel cou to increase
rents, the 1972 Housing Fin-
ance Act. Dozens of Labour
councils said they would defy
it. Only a handful did. Ounly
Clay Cross stuck it out to
the end, and they were ‘left
to rot’ by the Labour leaders.
. This time, too, the Govern-
ment is waiting for the wind-
bags to run out of hot air,
hopln* that the rash of ‘de-
fiance’ will leave no perman-
ent campaign.

The lesson is clear. We
should organise a campaign
in full knowledge of the fact
that many councils, when
faced with ‘the majesty of
the law’, will simply rat out
of the fight. .

Councillors looking for
loopholes in the Tory legisla-
tion will probably be dis-
appointed. One way of pre-
venting the loss of houses
while complying with orders
to put them on the market
seemed to be to delay a valu-
ation, or just ‘overprice’ the
houses. The Tories plan to

‘| block this (as Labour Weekly

reported on May 18th) by
allowing tenants to go to the

District Valuer (an employee
of the Department of the En-
vironment), who will make
an independent valuation
binding on the council.

For Labour Weekly, this
meant ‘‘there would be no-
thing the council could do
about it”’. This is an evasion.
Whatever else the Tories do
with the law, they are not
going to change the law of
property to allot one body to
sell another’s property! The
councils will still have to
choose to defy the law or

carry it out.
Tenants and trade union-
ists — council

—  especially
workers who stand to see
Jobs decimated by Tory poli-
cies (already, next year’s
rate support grants will ex-
clude the wage costs of any

new or replacement staff -

taken on as from now) —
must start organising mow.
They can push wavering
councils to stand firm. And
Labour councils who are
really willing to fight will
need the support of council
workers, to stop the top full-
time council officials sabot-
aging the fight.

Labour councils determin-
ed to fight should also de-
mand the national backing
of the labour movement —
and insist that a repetition of
the scandal of the Labour
Party’s refusal to lift the
Tory penalties on the Clay
Cross councillors will not be
tolerated.

Organising to fight is
what’s needed, not trying to
wriggle round the coming
Tory attacks. The Tories
have given waming. They
have also left a breathing
space. They hope to see the
labour movement ‘letting off
steam’. We should use the
space to bulld up the steam
to an explosion. .

NIK BARSTOW

...and don't trust the councils

LABOUR councillors in Barn-
sley have come under fire for
saying they will refuse to sell
council houses despite any
Tory legislation that would
force them to do it.

Cllr. Fred Lunn has said
that the Labour-controlled
borough council, by taking
this stand, is simply implem-
enting its election manifesto.
Lunn also said that a circular
sent to all council tenants
18 months ago asking if they
wanted to buy their homes
produced a reply from only
3% of them.

Sheffield council has also
reacted angrily to the pros-
pect of its cheap bus fare pol-
icy being attacked by the

Tory government. (Sheffield
has the lowest bus fares in
the country.)

The last Labour govern-
ment wasn't too happy with
it either, and held back
much-needed money, de-
manding the council put up
the bus fares. It refused.

But talk of South Yorkshire
‘doing a Clay Cross’ is pre-
mature. However, militants
in the unions aﬁd Labour
Party should support the two
councils’ stand against the
Tory attacks and demand
that those who are - only
mouthing phrases put their
money where their mouth is..

JOHN CUNNINGHAM

’

EDITORIAL

Democracy and the

LAST WEEK James Callagh-
an and Denis Healey called
on workers not to take in-
dustrial action against Tory
Government policies.

Callaghan said that the
Tories have a mandate and
should be allowed to rule.
Healey said: ‘Nothing would
suit Mrs Thatcher better
than to have trade unions
appearing to justify her
policies by taking industrial
action’.

On Healey’s logic, work-
ers should never demand
wage rises  because that
would ‘appear to justify’
moneyed hypocrites who say
that workers are greedy.
They should aim to be the
‘deserving poor’.

Callaghan’s argument has
more to it, if only because it
is the same as Thatcher’s:
trade union action, espec-
ially strikes, beyond a very
limited level, threatens
democracy.

Callaghan and the Tories
have turned the concept of
democracy upsidé down in a
curious way. For them, it is
always the mass of the
people — and particularly
the people with least wealth
and power — who ‘threaten
democracy’, never the gov-
ernments, never the rich and
powerful.

So much for any radical
notion of democracy as con-
trol by the people over the
government! So much for the
idea that the first principle
of democracy is the people’s
right to organise and protest,
to demonstrate, to strike,
and to picket. The democrat-
ic ideals of the bourgeoisie
of two centuries ago are too
radical for Callaghan.

Callaghan (and the Tories)
complain about the unions

being beyond the control of
the law. Actually they want
to subject the unions to
stricter control than the law.
For industrial action against
pay beds, or against Tory
proposals for anti-picket
laws, is not illegal.

Of course, the Tories may
change the law to make those
protests illegal, but only a
policeman’s  concept  of
democracy would make all
illegal action undemocratic.

The argument about the
Tories’ mandate is a com-
plete phoney.

Parliamentary govern-

ments are not mandated to

allaghan: watching out to
" stop a fightback
carry out particular policies.
They are mandated to rule.
They are not bound by the
vague promises in their
manifestos, and they do not
even pretend to calculate
what they do on particular
issues according to majority
opinion. Indeed, they usually
boast that they are ‘willing
to take unpopular measures
in the national interest’.
Thus curbs on union rights
are not, and cannot .be,
made ‘democratic’ by the
fact they were included in

the Tory manifesto and the
Tories won an election
majority.

What sort of a ‘mandate’
have the Tories got? Parlia-
mentary democracy assumes
that most of what a govern-
ment does will be deter-
mined by factors that have
nothing to do with elections:
in short, by the interests of
the ruling class, and more
specifically by the interpreta-
tion of those interests by the
permanent state apparatus.

The Tories are ‘mandated’
to run the state affairs of
the ruling class. From no
point of view does that make
everything they do demo-
cratic. For democracy is not
about voting ‘and then
putting up with whatever the
government does.

The bourgeoisie do not
leave politics to the ballot
box. How could they? The
ballot box, on their own ad-
mission, only decides who
sits .in the ministries, not
what the ministries do.
Ruling class pressure groups

-throw constant efforts into
° governments,

influencing
quite apart from the ballot
box. And it is those influen-
ces which decide what gov-
ernments do, day to day.

As long as the ruling class
remains stable, parliament-
ary democracy serves as a
means to gain the consent
of the majority... and thus to
keep that ruling class stable.
As soon as the class struggle
goes beyond certain limits,
parliamentary - democracy
solves nothing. The Chilean
generals knew that;7 the Brit-
ish Tories knew it too, when
they declared in 1914, while
encouraging armed resist-
ance to the Liberal Govern-
ment’s Bill for Home Rule

3

right to fight back

in Ireland, that ‘‘there are
things stronger than parlia-
mentary majorities’’.
Callaghan is appealing to
workers not to use their
democratic ' rights ~— their
rights within bourgeois, parl-
iamentary democracy. He
shows that he is not even a
good bourgeois democrat.
But his arguments have a
logic. The use by the working
class of bourgeois democratic

rights creates a different sort’

of democracy — the democr-
acy of the strike committee,
the picket line, ‘and the mass
meeting, where the electors
control their delegates and
have the right of recall.

That working class demo-
cracy, extended to the whole
of society, means that the
mass of the people are raised
to the level of actively
controlling production and
controlling society. Unlike
bourgeois parliamentary
democracy, it means that no
privileged, minority ruling
class, no domination of priv-
ate economic power behind
formal political democracy, is
possible.

It is what ' Margaret

Thatcher was frightened of

during the lorry drivers’
strike, when she spoke of
‘the country being run by

" strike committees’.

In the coming battles ag-
ainst the Tories, it will be
our democracy (and our class
interests) against their class
interests. And the first step
in strengthening our demo-
cracy should be to call Call-
aghan to account, to commit
every Labour Party and trade
union branch to oppose his
sell-out policies, and to re-
affirm our determination to

fight the Tories by any -

means necessary.

Workers’ Action
advocates a vote for
Labour candidates
in the European el-
ections and a fight
to make them use
the EEC’s chamber
as a platform from
which to rally work-
ers throughout Eur-
ope for a united
class struggle.

JUNE 7: MPs FOR EUROPE'S
WORKERS, NOT FOR BRITAIN

Losing sight of the
class struggle, most
of the left

have posed the
question of the EEC
as ‘Britain against
Brussels’. This nat-
ionalist approach
has gripped the left
like a fever... even
if some, like the
IMG, try to wave
the banner of work-
ing class internat-
ionalism at the
same time.

Bernadette Devlin-McAlisk-
ey is standing as an Anti-Re-
pression candidate for the
European Parliament. She
knows it’s a talking shop,
““But if ’'m elected, I'll be
talking about Ireland”’.

“‘It’s been 60 years since
the Irish people voted in the
same election”’, she points
out. “Then Sinn Fein won
a mandate for an Ireland in-
dependent of Britain. That’s
why the British partitioned
our country. | want to re-
kindle that spirit’’.

SEE PAGE 8:
Feature on the EEC

Hi




THE UNIONS

ACTON Works London
Transport Shop Stewards’
Commiittee and several other
shop stewards’ committees
are sponsoring a ‘rank and
file’ conference on the theme
‘Defend our Unions ', on
June 23rd in Manchester.
The major political force be-
hind the conference is the
Socialist Workers’ Party.
STEPHEN CORBISHLEY,
a newly-elected member of
the National Executive of the
civil service workers’ union
CPSA, gave Workers’ Action
his views on the issues facing
the conference.
) The union leaders have
‘ learned from 1970-74.
They would prefer to ne-
gotiate with the Torles, to
restrain Tory policies and
restrain the rank and file.
They will oppose the sort of
mass action which neary
won the struggle at Grun-
wick. '
Many trade union and Lab-
our leaders want to continue
the approach of the Concord-
at with the Torles in power,
to hold back the struggle and
haggle with the Torles. Call-
aghan has condemned any

that the arguments are won
and that direct efforts are
made to give support and
assist secondary picketing.

For this we need a fight for
democracy in the movement.
At our union conference we
decided to hold union elect-
ions in workplace meetings
in work time. Without that
sort of democracy and direct
involvement of the member-
ship, militancy can be brittle
and easily broken.

Trades Councils and local
Labour Parties must turn

industrial action against Tory outwards to become organis-
policies. ing centres for struggle. The

The key Is to organise and fight in the Labour Party is
develop solidarity with every very important. We are on

workers’ struggle, to ensure the defensive now because of

a double result of the elect-

jon: the Tories won, and the

Labour leaders also won in
terms of having their right-
wing policies dominate the
campaign for Labour’s re-
election. The Socialist Cam-
paign for a Labour Victory
tried to push a socialist alter-
native, but more needed to
be done. .

We now face a double task

“in building a rank and file

movement: this Tory govern-
ment will be harder and
sharper in its perceptions
than the last onme, and the
trade union bureaucracy has
learnt too. We should have
no illusions that a Tory gov-
ernment means that anti-

'ANTI-TORYISM
WON'T BE ENOUGH
THIS TIME EITHER

Toryism will automatically
produce direct action and
solidarity.

Looking back at the rank
and file movements over the
last ten years, many emerg-
ed from official disputes.
They pushed the action
further than the official lead-
ership wanted, but they were
going with the grain. It was
partly because they failed to
understand this that IS and
Socialist Worker overestim-
ated the success of the rank
and file groupings and drove
them to shipwreck under the
Labour Government.

The rank and file move-

Heath. The militant left
caucuses have declined. The
combine committees and
shop stewards’ organisa-
tions have continued to grow
but become more bureau-
cratised. The health and
safety representatives are
another example of the instit-
utionalisation of a whole area
of working class organisa-
tion. :
Simple anti-Torylsm was
not enough last time, and it
will be even less so now, with
the Concordat and the TUC’s
open opposition to militant
picketing. There is a major
political and  ideological
battle to be fought. The

ed shop shows that.

The ruling class Is gener-
ally not against the closed
shop. They often rely on the
closed shop'to help control
the rank and file. But the
Torles take up the issue to
help isolate militants and
workers who want aggress-
fve policles. .

The ‘Defend the Unions’
conference must take up the
political questions of law and
order, the state, workers’
control, and the rights of
black people and of women.
On unemployment, we can-
not just call for the right to
work, but must convince
workers that right can be
won by a campaign to cut
hours and share work out.

Our unien passed a motion
committing it to a policy of
cutting hours in response to
the threat of losing 1000 jobs
from having the unemployed
sign fortnightly. Without
this demand, we can create
no unity across unions and
beyond unions, between
employed - and nn-,
employed.

* ‘Defend the Unions’ con-
ference: June 23rd, at the
New Century Hall, Manch-
ester. Credentials for trade
union delegates £1 from 265a

ments grew in two forms

the struggle against

Torles’ campaign on the clos-

Seyen Sisters Rd, London N4

AT the Fire Brigades Union
conference on 16-18 May, a
moving account of the events
at Southall and of the death
there of Blair Peach was
given by a fireman who was
there. The conference agreed
to support the call for an
independent inquiry into
Blair Peach’s death, and also
to donate £50 to the memor-
ial fund. .

Many speakers wore Fire-
men Against the
badges, showing the success
the group has had among
union activists. But at station
level, where only a tiny hand-
ful of blacks have jobs, the
fight against racism has still
to be won. One step would be
. for the union to demand that
* the Fire Brigade takes on

more black workers.

But -the resolution on
Southall was a start.

On other issues, too, the
delegates adopted an in-
dependent stance and show-
ed a healthy distrust of the
officials. They showed a det-

“ermination not to let the

FBU
Conference

Showing
a healthy

distrust
for the
officials

Nazis .

gains of last year’s strike slip
from their grasp.

An Executive-sponsored
move to extend the period of
office of full-timers from four

to six years was defeated.
The main reason given by the
EC for this rule-change was
that the membership found
regular and  numerous
elections confusing. Little

permanent

wonder ~ delegates found
themselves profoundly un-
confused when voting on that
one!

Several résolutions called
for the maintenance of fire-
men’s wages at the level of

the upper quartile of skilled -

manual workers after Nov-
ember of this year, when the
formula that ended the strike
will be fully implemented. A
composite to this effect was
carried unanimously.

Howeves, it contained cer-
tain dangers. It was so woolly
and imprecise that it could be
taken to mean that we want a
comparability
study, thus removing the
FBU from direct wage bar-
gaining and relying on the
struggles of others — and
on the goodwill of govern-
ments — for our wage rises.

Of course we wish to main-
tain and improve out recently
raised real wages. But com-
parability studies are a
dangerous trap, as the civil
service workers have dis-
covered.

And if we are determined
to maintain a decent wage
level using the strength of
our union, we should guard
against the percentage deals
of this year and last, which
have massively widened
differentials. .

While the firemen, lead-
ing firemen and sub-officers,
who fought the strike, got be-
tween £14-and £20 rise last
year, the divisional officers
and other ranks who scabbed
on the strike were rewarded
with rises of £30 a week or
more. A straight money
claim and settlement would
be to the advantage of the
vast majority of the union’s
membership. L

The events of the last three
years have transformed the'
FBU from a sleeping organis-
ation into an active, fighting
one with a high level of part-
icipation. If the rank and file
are to extend and consolidate
the control we now have over
our leaders, we must ensure
it stays that way.

' DOUG MACKAY
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]
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June issue will be
out on June 9th.
Soclalist Organiser
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up in every area.
where the paper has

‘active supporters.
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your local Socialist
Organiser group,
send this form to
Socialist Organiser,
5 Stamford Hill,
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copy of the June
Socialist Organiser,
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|
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‘0’ STAYS MONTHLY

‘SOCIALIST Organiser’, the

paper launched by the Social-

ist Campaign for a Labour

' Victory, is to be continued as

a monthly, the Steering Com-
mittee of the SCLV decided
on May 13th. .

The SCLV was successful
in putting forward an alter-
native voice to Callaghan’s
“‘steady as she goes’” pelicy
in a number of areas, but it
was Socialist Organiser that

| really tied the campaign’s

work together. The paper has
grown as regards circulation,,
the areas of the country
where it is sold, and the
spread of activists writing
for it.

Equip

Now we plan to build Soc-
ialist Organiser groups In
every area where there are
supporters and readers.
These groups should not just
operate as left caucuses for
Labour Party GMC (though
they will do that, too), but
also organise programmes
of political discussion
and organise Labour Party
members to turn outwards
to the strugeles in the work-

places and the communities.
And the SO groups will

decide on the paper’s
approach and content
through delegate Editorial
Board meetings every two
months.

The SCLV Steering Com-
mittee- was unanimous that
we must involve socialists

“outside the Labour Party,

especially union militants,
in the fight to renovate the
labour movement and equip
it to fight the Tories.

There were different views
on what was likely to happen
on the left in. the Labour
Party. Everyone recognised
that the mainstream ‘left’
shared the responsibility
for the election defeat by
refusing to fight the Labour

_government’s policies which

paved the way for the Tories,
but is that left likely to grow
quickly now the Tories are
back? : ‘

Socialist Challenge sup-
porters argued that the
‘Bennite’ current around the
recently-formed Labour Co-
ordinating Committee would
grow quickly into a major
force, and that SO should
work to build it and become a
tendency within it.

Workers’ Action support-
ers pointed out that the |
growth of this ‘left’ is by
no means such a cut and
dried matter. The growth of
the Labour left is very much
dependent upon when and
how the first real battles with
the Tories take place — and
on how well revolutionaries
can use the present ‘phoney
war’ period (while the ‘Est-
ablishment’ left is still weak)
to organise forces for a fight-
back based on class struggle
policies rather than reformist
prescriptions for the next
Labour government.

- Debate

The Steering Committee
agreed to Workers' Action
proposals that Socialist Org-
aniser should debate with
supporters of groups like the
LCC to try to win them to
policies for organising a fight
now and away from the re-
formist ‘wouldn’t it be nice
if’, ‘think-tank’ approach —
but also stressed joint work
with the LCC on jssues such

-as democracy and accounta-

bility in the labour movement
NIK BARSTOW




INTERNATIONAL

“THOSE WHO incite the
workers to continue striking
"are guilty of treason greater
than the assassins of the old
regime’’. With these omin-
ous words, Ayatollah Khom-
eini on 17th May accused the
USA and USSR of financing
the agitation of workers in
Iran. And he called on
- Moslems to oppose atheists
as fiercely as they opposed
. the Shah. '

Over three months after
the downfall of the Shah, the
Iranian economy remains in
chaos. The religious leaders
of the Islamic Revolutionary
Council, who have effective
power in the country, far

- from proposing a programme
for solving the economic
problems have from the out-
set been more concerned

~with vicious attacks on the
left and militant workers as

. perpetrators of the problems.

The first victims of the

- absence of any economic pro-

ramme are the three and a

alf million unemployed — a
third of the working populat-
ion. Many of them had been
working on the installation of
nuclear power centres; road
making, the building indust-
ry, and the construction of
the Tehran metro have all
come to a halt. Factories re-
main closed and small busi-
nesses have gone bankrupt.

- In early April a number of
demonstrations of the un-
employed took place in dif-
ferent cities, most notably in
Tehran, Isfahan, Tabriz and
Shiraz. A 50,000 strong pro-
test to Ayatollah Taleghani
demanded work for all and
unemployment benefit im-
mediately, with shouts of

KHOMEINI
CALLS FOR
PURGE OF
ATHEISTS

by Mary Corbishley

‘we want action not words’
and ‘promises don’t provide
bread’. Three days of sit-ins
at the Ministry of Justice
followed. In Shiraz the dem-
onstrators threatened a 48-
hour hunger strike.

Applications to join the
army rose to 70,000 in the
early weeks of April.

Prime Minister Bazargan
called on those who were

working to give up 1% of

their earnings to a fund for
the unemployed. Ayatollah
Khomeini condemned those
who put up prices, as cont-
rary to Islamic morality and
likely to incur the wrath of
Allah, and called for the
prices of basic foods to be
brought down. . He promised
a programme of house and
road building to absorb the
unemployed.

In practice the main
efforts of the religious lead-
ers have gone on preventing
students from gaining emp-
loyment in factories or join-
ing the peasants. The first
issue of the Fedayeen news-
paper Kar (Labour) reported
attacks by Imam’s commit-
tees on students going to
factories and workers going
to the universities.

The purging of ‘non-
Islamic’ elements from the
media continues; a number
of journalists were recently
sacked from the leading
Tehran daily Kayhan on such
pretexts.

On the large May Day
demonstrations, the Assoc-
iation for the Unemployed
joined the 100,000-strong
march of the left alongside
other workers, students and

Unemployed workers on the May Day march in Tehran

intellectuals, demanding nat-
ionalisation of foreign com-
panies; the right to strike;
the participation of workers
in drawing up the constitut-
ion; and-the democratisat-
ion of the press.

The demand for an accur-
ate presentation in the
press has been a consistent
one by the unemployed. As
one of their leaders said,
‘they have presented us
sometimes as lazy, as good-
for-nothings, and sometimes
as counter-revolutionaries’.

The Islamic Republican
Party has come out clearly
with attacks on the rights of
workers. Their leader
Bani Sadr called on workers
to denounce the strike weap-
on as likely to intlict harm on
the economy. The setting up
of Islamic Workers’ Commit-
tees has been counterposed
to the organisation of trade

_ unions.

In the face of continued op-
position, Khomeini
raised the banner of Islamic
nationalism ever higher. ‘1
count on the patriotism of
Iranians, on their solidarity
in the face of western int-
rigue, to give the govern-
ment time to resolve the
problems’.

The condemnation 'of op-
positionists. as  counter-
revolutionaries reached new
heights on May 25th. Two
demonstrations were to take
place outside the US em-
bassy, as both the left and
the Islamic Republican Party
gathered to protest against
the US Senate’s resolution
condemning the executions
in Iran. The Islamic demon-
strators seized the opportun-
ity to attack the march by the

left: they were fulfilling
Khomeini’s call for the
purging of atheists.

But the failure of the gov-

has '

ernment to solve any of the
problems of the economy,
and the recent derisory offer
by the Minister of Labour,
Darioush  Farouhar, of
£60 million for welfare pay-
ments in the coming year,
has only increased the deter-
mination of the unemployed
workers. Their association
has said it will step up its
activities.

Meanwhile, - despite the
denunciations of strikers,.
7,000 dockers are on strike
in the port of Khorramshar,

In the light of the increas-
ingly  anti-working class
stance of Khomeini and his
followers, the continued
opposition and organisation
of workers will be the meas-
ure of the revolutionary
potential in Iran, combined
with the building of a revol-
utionary party which can lead
the struggles of the workers
to victory.

SLEEP

TORTURE IN

PADDINGTON

ACCORDING TO the Guard-
ian, ‘‘it is understood that
the prisoners at Paddington
Green and other police
. stations, particularly those
charged with drunkenness
are routinely woken at night
to make sure they have come
to no harm”’.

A doctor described Jimmy
Scanlon, a member of the
Irish Republican Socialist
Party (IRSP), as ‘‘virtually
begging for sleep’’ after he
hag been woken every half
hour for four nights in Padd-
ington Green. He was arrest-
ed under the Prevention of
Terrorism Act on Tuesday
22nd in wave of over a dozen
arrests of Irish militants in
Britain, allegedly in connect-
jon with the bombing of
top Tory Airey Neave’s
car on March 30th.

Other ‘suspects’ received
the same treatment. Peter
Grimes, a former IRSP
member, was held for over
30 hours and only released
after his doctor reported he
was under such pressure

that his mental health was at

risk. Grimes himself said
on Wednesday 23rd, after his
release, that ‘‘I'was so fright-
ened I was prepared to write
anything, confess to any-
thing, name anybody, just
so they would give me a per-
iod of peace”’. .

Secret

It is hard to obtain any in-
formation about other ‘sus-
pécts’ who have been treat-
ed in the same way. At Padd-
ington Green no information
about prisoners held under
the PTA is available. Their
names are not listed in full,
just an initial followed by the
letters ‘PTA’. Such prison-
ers can be held for up to a

week, with the permission
of the Home Secretary, be-
fore being charged.

James Scanlon has not
been charged at all — but
is now being held in Brixton
prison, having been served
with an ‘exclusion order’.
Under the order he will be
deported to the South of
Ireland and forbidden to
enter Britain or Northern
Ireland. Scanlon is making
an appeal but it stands little
chance of success. It is dealt
with personally by Home
Secretary William White-
law, and his word is final.

Exiles

‘Sensory deprivation’
through preventing sleep is
a form of torture. James

Scanlon has been subjected

to that and now is faced with
exile and the loss of his abil-

GREEN

ity to work — he moved to
Britain to find a job.

The Tory government is
starting as ferociously as the
Labour Government left off
in its persecution of Irish
militants — here as well as
in Ireland.

NIK BARSTOW

o |

Peter Grimes

Defence campaign
for Pat Arrowsmith

PAT Arrowsmith stood as an
independent socialist candi-
date for Cardiff South-East
in the general. election,
campaigning especially for
British withdrawal from Ire-
land.

On Saturday 14th April she
was arrested while making
an election speech in Queen
Street pedegtrian precinct.
The charges were: ‘insulting
language likely to cause a
breach of the peace under
the Public Order Act’, 'ob-
structing the highway', and
‘obstructing a police officer
in the course of his duty".

Arrowsmith was arrested a

second time on May 2nd
while picketing Cardiff’s
Army recruitment office,
and charged with obstrict-
ion.

A defence campaign has
been set up, which says in
its circular: ‘‘Fundamental
issues are at stake here. The
right of a socialist candidate
to put across their views to
the public. The right to hear
Pat Arrowsmith’s views, in-
cluding on the British inter-
vention in Ireland’’. The de-
fence campaign is organising
a petition, meetings and de-
monstrations: details from
S.Bell, 108 Salisbury Rd,
Cardiff.

AS THE Israeli flag was low-
ered over El-Arish in the
Sinai to mark the opening of
the border between Egypt
and Israel, the Zionist state
was showing its true colours
elsewhere. )

In the north, the I'sraeli
army was striking av Palest-
inian refugee camps in
southern Lebanon. In the
negotiations with Eg'ypt over
the status of Jerusalem and
over the question of iPalest-
inian ‘autonomy’, the Israeli
representative has taken the
expectedly hard line of re-
jecting any notion of alest-
inian sovereignty and any
Palestinian claims on Jeru-

Anti-Zionist held in Haifa

salem.

The previous day, Dr Uri
Davis, an Israeli anti-Zionist
publicist, was arrested when
he arrived at Ben Gurion
airport. Uri Davis, who is a
senior research fellow at
Bradford University 's Instit-
ute of Peace Studies, has
published many articles and
books on Zionism and Israeli

_politics. He has always taken
an anti-Zionist position
(though with important diff-
erences from WA's position].

He is one of the leading
socialist anti-Zionist activists
outside Israel.

Dr Davis is presently
being held on remand in the

Jalameh high security prison
near Haifa for eight days,
pending additional informa-
tion from the police. It is
claimed that during the inter-
rogation by police of eight
members of the Israeli-Arab
Progressive Arab Students’
Movement, one of the arrest-
ed Arabs told police that Dr
Davis had passed on money
from Fatah leader Abu Jihad
for the setting up of a news-
paper in Jerusalem. Dr Davis
has reportedly denied the
accusation.

Students at Bradford have
staged a protest sit-in, and
staff have met to discuss
their protest.

Massacre in

g
-

| safety.

El Salvado

is a crowd of left-wingers clapped and
chanted outside the cathedral in San Salva-
dor, Salvadorean policemen opened fire
killing nineteen. The slaughter was in
retaliation for the leftists’ holding two for-
eign ambassadors hostage and their occu-
pation of the cathedral in an effort to Jree
five imprisoned leaders of the Popular
Revolutionary Bloc. Almost all the dead
were shot in the back as they tried to reach

-




HAVING HAD time to con-
sider and comment on the
election campaign and its
results; the papers of the left
have mostly decided not to.

Apart from a brief analysis
of the resuits in Scotland,
Socialist Worker (May 12th)
commented only on the
“‘humiliating”’ defeat of the
National Front.

The NF's setback
though smaller than their
losses between February
and October 1974, and no
greater than was to be
expected from the downward
trend of their vote in recent
years — was partly, as SW
argued, a victory for the Anti
Nazi League.

But it was a victory for
the ANL’s longer-term on-
slaught on the NF, not for its
work in the election itself.
By the time the election came
the ANL was seriously in
decline, way past its peak.
One of the most powerful
leaflets indicting the NF was
produced and circulated by
the Labour Party itseif.

Yet ANL activity was the
Socialist Workers’ Party’s
[SWP] only independent
activity specifically focused
on the election.

Interviewed in Socialist
Challenge on April 12th,
Duncan Hallas of the SWP
blandly explained his party’s
political abdication.

“‘This [the election] is an
issue we shouldn’t get very
excited about. In terms of
the national alternatives we
have to say, ‘grit your teeth
and vote accordingly’...

““We will not involve our-
selves in the nitty-gritty of
election work, because we
have a series of operations
that we are attempting to
mount which will absorb all
the energies of our people’".

X

Readers of SW are still
waiting — long after the
election is over — to be told
what , exciting things the
SWP was so busy with. SW
was very excited indeed
about the elections — almost
every week, for nine weeks
running, the elections mono-
polised SW’s front page!

In reality Hallas was just
trying to put a good face on
the fact that when the elect-
jon forced its way to the
centre of public attention the
ferociously anti-Labour SWP

_had nothing to say — except
«yote Labour’’. ‘‘Callaghan
may be bad, but T hatcher
will be much worse’’, said
Socialist Review (April),
summing up the SWP posi-
tion. Other than that the
SWP explained the general
desirability of socialism and
advised workers not to pay
too much attention to current
politics, but to build a -rank
and file movement instead.

But the central problem
the working class faced in the
election was not that the
party of the bosses — the
Tory party — represented...
ruling-class interests. It was
that the party of the labour
movement did not represent
working class interests, and
in fact stood for re-election
on its record of five years of
anti working class rule. .

The task was to combine
the fight to defeat the Tory
Party in the election with
creating an anti-Callaghan
presence in the working class

Socialist Worker

and in the labour movement
during the election, challeng-
ing Callaghan’s monopoly
of the politics of the labour
movement (in however limit-
ed a way), countering the
right wing Callaghanite
election propaganda for their
anti working class politics,
and thus preparing a social-
ist fightback whoever won
the election.

This could be done by a
parallel election campaign
within the party of the work-
ing class movement, the Lab-
our Party, winning over some
Constituency Labour Part-
ies [CLPs] to class struggle
politics as the basis of their
campaign in -the General
Election. Or it could be done
by a serious electoral chall-
enge to the Labour Party.
The SWP did neither.

The SWP’s Paul Foot told
the Evening Standard (April
9th): ‘‘For the next three
weeks I am a strong Labour
supporter. I am very anxious
that a Tory government
shouldn'’t be returned, and
I shall be going around to
meetings we are having tell-
ing everyone to vote Lab-
our’’. And that about ex-
presses it! SW spends most
of its time bluffing and blust-
ering about the Labour Party
and Parliament being irrel-
evant — and when it comes
to it they switch over to being
‘‘strong Labour supporters”’
in the name of the ‘lesser
evil’. ‘‘for three weeks’’.

They are ‘peace-time’ anti-
Labourites and anarchistic-
ally contemptuous of polit-
ics — except when there is
an election, in which case
they are just ‘‘sttong Labour
supporters’’

In practical terms, despite
their ‘revolutionary’ rhetoric
the SWP accepts the politic-
al domination of the working
class by reformism. Normally
this is expressed . in two
ways. .
Firstly: by the pretence
that routine wages struggles
have a built-in socialist signi-
ficance. In order not to anta-
\goniise militant trade union-
ists the SWP avoids raising,
or raising clearly and with
necessary sharpness, ‘diffi-
cult’ political issues (such as
Ireland: it differs from time
to time). Thus, by accommo-
dation at crucial points, the
SWP fails to do what is nec-
essary to transform trade

union militants into revolu-

tionary socialists.

Secondly, the SWP’s
tacit acceptance of reformist
domination is expressed by a
completely sectarian abstent-
jon from the political strugg-
le within the party of the
British working class move-
ment, the Labour Party.

In an election, abstention
from the political struggle
against the dominant forces
in the Labour Party (who are
politically Liberals) becomes
a direct and positive accept-
ance . of the right wing’s
political domination of the
working class. The = SWP
leaders know the reality
of their political standing in
the labour movement, an
express it every few years
by abdication of their polit-
jcal responsibilities in face
of the entrenched might of
the right wing Labour

leaders.

For them, this is the price
to be paid for the pretence
they normally indulge in
that the Labour Party (or
reformism) is dead and ready
to be buried by the SWP.
The AGeneral  Election
brought them up against the
reality —which is otherwise.
The logical conclusion from
their normal denunciation

and boycott of the Labour
Party would be abstention in
the election. But that- would
cut the SWP off from the re-
formist militant trade union-
ists to whom they relate on
a generally sub-political level
(while preaching general
socialism). So instead the
SWP drops its self-deluding
and sectarian bluster and
becomes a ‘‘strong Labour
supporter’’ for three weeks.
When the election is over,

they resume their blanket.

denunciations and abuse of
the Labour Party from out-
side, thus unwittingly help-
ing the right wing to survive
in control, to rat again... and
to be in a position to force
the SWP to be ‘‘strong Lab-
our supporters’’ next time
round too.

They are like a certain
Russian Marxist tendency
which Lenin defeated, the
‘Economists’. About 1900
they proposed that Marxists
should focus on the trade un-
jon struggle, organising the
militant trade union workers
into a socialist party, and
leave the political struggle
against Tsarism to the bourg-
eois liberals. It was to be a
bourgeois revolution in Russ-
ja; the Marxists had their
own socialist concerns (with
the ‘rank and file’, though
the Russians did not use the
term) — and the immediate
political concerns could be
left to the bourgeois liberals.
The socialists could mean-
while organise their forces
and grow; in due course they
would supersede the. lib-

erals.

Lenin explained that such
a course (combining opport-
unism with a sort of sectar-
janism) would mean surr-
endering the working class
to the practical political lead-
ership of the liberals. The
political struggle would de-
velop because it was object-
ively necessary and had to
be fought through. If it were
left to the liberals, then they
would be able to dominate
the working class who, inev-
itably and rightly, would be
drawn into that struggle.

The SWP engages in the

trade union struggle, makes

general socialist propaganda
and ‘builds the SWP’... and
leaves the political working
class movement to the liber-
al-Labour politicians of Call-
aghan’s ilk. But these Lib-
Labs represent the bourg-
eoisie (indirectly) as the
Russian liberals did (direct-

ly) (*1).

The link between the SWP
and their Russian ‘Econom-
ist’ ancestors is in sectar-
ianism. The unrealistic and

sectarian assessment of the.

Labour Party by the SWP
leads them to self-exclusion
from the mass political party
of the working class move-
ment, organically produced
by and linked to. the trade
unions.

In certain conditions revo-
lutionaries might have no
alternative but to be outside
the Labour Party. But the
Labour Party is both .the
party of the mass labour
movement and a party in
which revolutionaries, = for
now, have great freedom to
win support for their ideas.
The SWP gives up to the Lib-
Labs and reformist social-
ists the entire field in which
the trade union movement
(including militant rank and
file trade unionists) express-
es its politics and tries to
hammer out policies to serve
its interests.

‘The sort of anti-Toryism
expressed by Paul Foot and
Socialist Worker (*2) pre-
dates the birth of the Labour
Party (and Marxism) and
belongs to the ‘radical-
ism’ of the stage when work-
ing class politics had not yet
begun in Britain, or was just

beginning. At best it ex-
presses. a_general and un-
clear hostility to ‘vested in-
terest’ ~and the ‘gentry’.
Here and now it expresses
the awareness that the Tory
party is the ruling class’s

party.

In the actual political sit-
pation in Britain, this husk
of old ‘Radical’ prejudice
veils the reality that Labour,
led by the Lib-Labs, is an

‘effective fall-back party for

the bourgeoisie. Anti-Tory-
ism was the election stock in
trade for Callaghan and for
those trade union leaders re-
sponsible for allowing Call-
aghan to be a better ‘Tory’
for five years than Heath or
Thatcher.could have been.

The SWP relates to the el-
ection with anti-Toryism as
its only stock in trade. In
this way it relates — back to
back, to be sure, and for the
period of the election only —
to the Lib-Labs who lead the
Labour Party by moving
backwards towards them
in face of the ‘Tory monster’
of worn-out British Radical-
ism. Yet there is nothing
socialist in that anti-Toryism.
It has served the agitational
needs of some of the worst
scoundrels and best servants
of Capital in British political
history, like Lioyd George.

1t shows the power of the
British ruling-class Radical
tradition even within the
revolutionary movement,
as revolutionaries accommo-
date mimetically to a labour
moyement in which that Rad-
jcalism is still a potent force.

While it would be pedantic
and foolish to refuse to relate
to the anti-Tory feeling in the

labour movement, that must
be linked with a war against
the Lib-Labs in the labour
movement. Otherwise, you
merely join in a chorus of
anti-Toryism which has be-
come a refuge for Lib-Lab
scoundrels and bankrupts.
SW could opt to go along

with that anti-Toryism for.

the period of the election
campaign because of its poli-
tical method: a conception of
socialism as emerging some
day, somehow, from the pro-
cess of rank and file industr-
jal struggle becoming more
and more militant, as if
workers start off as political
‘blank slates’ and gradually
become more and more SOC-
ialists as they strike more
often. They blur over or
downgrade the political and
ideological battle-fronts.

(* 1). Very often SW tries to
link its minimalist trade union
involvement with its general
socialism by moralistic expos-
ure journalism. Sometimes
valuable, this often just rests
on exposing upper-class de-
partures from  bourgeois
norms, as in the various sex
scandals. In 1974 SW ‘fought
the Tories’ on the basis of
salacious  excerpts  from
the memoirs of a prostitute
involved in a scandal with
top Tories. The denunciations
often im%ly ideologically en-
dorsing backward or react-
ionary attitudes.

(*2] Even the great Jonathan
Swift — a bigoted Tory and
renegade Whig — can’t break
into SW these days without
being disguised by a headline:

“Tories — I'd hang 'em’!

Socialist
Challenge

| Socialist Challenge

P Whetherit's Callaghan
e or Thatcher,

SOCIALIST Challenge may
have someone of an ironic
turn of mind in their headline
department, for their summ-
ing-up article on the cam-
paign of their ten ‘Socialist
Unity’ candidates was head-
lined, ‘The sound and the
fury' (May 10th). The art-
icle put a brave face on their
poor scores (every one below
1% of the poll, except Birm-
ingham Small Heath and Isl-
ington North): )
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Presenting themselves as a viable alternative?

LABOUR TOPOWER ON SCCIALIST PROGRAMME

THE ECONOMISTIC Soc-
ialist Workers Party is cur-
iously paralleled by the Lab-
our-loyalist Militant: Milit-
ant’s mixture of appeals to
vote Labour because the Tor-
ies were so terrifying and
general talk of socialism was
very much like SW’s.

The link is this: both Mili-
tant and SW operate with a
notion of the British working
class moving towards revolu-
tionary socialism without any
need to explode the contra-
dictions of Labourism:
SW, because it sees Labour-
ism as more or less irrelev-
ant, Militant because it
sees Labourism as already
expressing all the socialist
«consciousness needed for
victory ‘

Thus Militant complacent-
ly commented (May 11th):
“'Tony Benn and a number of
the Tribune MPs have right-
ly called for a return ro fun-
damental socialist ideas. Re-
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the National Front, while
Socialist Challenge denounc-
ed the fascist march on the
ghetto as a ‘provocation ag-
ainst the ANL Carnival’ and
told anti-fascists to go to
the carnival, not to Brick
Lane.

And, in the light of its
own summing-up of the el-
ection campaign, how does
SC justify its previous argu-
ment (April 26th) that ‘‘call-
ing for ‘critical support for
Labour’ — without at the
same time standing indep-
endent revolutionary candi-
dates — amounts to telling
people to vote for right wing
policies’’? It does not. It
does not attempt to deal with
the obvious conclusion that
standing candidates hinder-
ed, rather than helped, Soc-
ialist Challenge. It simply
brazens it out by saying tgat
votes don’t matter.

‘Election results in Britain
give a distorted picture of
the way people think poli-
tically, but not so distorted
as to be unrecoghisable.

And votes did matter. The
politically serious precondi-
tion for standing against the
reformist trade-union party
for socialist politics was a
possibility of polarising a re-
volutionary working class
force against reformism,
registering it and beginning
to consolidate it through the
initial commitment of a vote.

The alternative reason why
revolutionaries might stand
in an election, no matter how
few votes thev could expect,

would be to utilise the elect-
ion campaign to make propa-
ganda. That was not relevant
in conditions where the SCLV
proved in practice that it
was possible to run a ‘paral-
lel campaign’ within the Lab-
our Party election campaign,
making socialist propaganda
which included a condemna-
tion of the Labour record in
office and in some constit-
uencies making its policies
the official Labour Party
position. What the SCLV

could do was shown to be
limited only by its support.

Nor did Socialist Unity
justify itself by being more
boldly revolutionary than a
campaign inside the Labour
Party could beg SU itself was
an electoral alliance, not a4
revolutionary party; and its
platform was weaker than
the SCLV’s.

Standing candidates al-
most certainly lessened the

impact of Socialist Unity’s
socialist propaganda. The
focus on voting Socialist
Unity or for the trade un-
ion party, which was moreov-
er the real alternative to
Thatcher, could only have
lessened the effectiveness
of propaganda for alternative
policies. It presented such
politics in a sectarian
package. -

The task of Marxists in
the election was to organise
the class struggle left in the
labour movement. In face of .
this task the Socialist Unity

(essentially, IMG) candida-
cies were an irresponsible
gimmick, disruptive of the
work Marxists must do in the
labour movement.

By the election Socialist
Unity had even lost the one
real point it ever had, as an
IMG-building manoeuvre ag-
ainst the SWP. The only ach-
ievement of the IMG and

Socialist Unity had been to
show up the pretences of the
SWP that the SWP was the
alternative to Labour, by
getting more votes than it
in the Stechford and Lady-
wood by-elections (probably,
because the anti-parliament-
ary diatribes of the SWP,
do not exactly condition its
supporters- to be good at
electioneering!) By dropping
its plans‘to stand candidates
in the general election, the
SWP deprived the Socialist
Unity exercise of even its
sectarian point.

And then, by any stand-
ards, Socialist Unity receiv-
ed a crushing indication of
its real standing within the
working class. In Southall
¢ircumstances were except-
ionally favourable for a
strong Socialist Unity vote.

X

A few days before the
election there was a mass
confrontation between black
youth and the police, an
event which could be expect-
ed to shake loose those youth
from the authority of their
community leaders who
woutd focus on established
politics. The Socialist Unity
candidate was one of the
most publicised black men
in Britain. The Labour cand-
idate had signed the Parlia-
mentary Select Committee
report whi521 advocated the
introduction of pass laws in
Britain for many thousands
ot his constituents.

400-0dd votes, in those
Jircumstances, was a big

defeat for Socialist Unity.

Labour’s policies outraged many sections of workers, but did they
stop voting Labour?

grettably [!] the parliament-
ary left's opposition to the
leadership’s  policies was
muted during the campaign.
(And what of Militant's
opposition? But it turns out
that none of this matters]....
the Labour Party will un-
doubtedly turn further (what,
even further?] to the left in
the next period. Fear of this
has already been expressed
in the capitalist press’".

For Militant the task is to
explain, again and again,
that “‘Labour's right-wing
leaders still have the illus-
ion (1} that they can remain
within the framework of
capitalism and nevertheless
implement  improvements
in the conditions of the work-

ing class’’ (April 13th). Ex-.

plain for long enough, and
the misunderstanding will be
cleared away.

As this shows, both the
Militant tendency and the
Socialist Workers ‘party’
see the process in the labour
movement as a ripening to-

 wards socialist conscious-

ness. Both see this as a re-
sult of the working class
gradually building up and
maturing politically in face
of the experience of capital-
ism, and of the struggle to
build their respective tend-
encies. They focus on a min-
imum programme of agita-
tional demands around the
daily “struggle of the trade
unions on issues like wages,
while extolling a socialist
future which is not very vis-
ibly related to the routine
struggles, except through
being better than what we
have.

Both see the building of
their party/tendency as
here and now the way to
build up ‘socialism’, as the
way to link the limited trade
union and other struggles
and the distant socialist
future. The SWP rejects the
very concept of transitional
demands, Militant in pract-
ice does not use them.

For Trotskyists, transition-
al demands form bridges of
working-class mobilisation,
linking up socialism with
workers’ experience in the
limited direct struggles. Acc-
ording to the Trotskyist con-
ception the party/tendency
is fundamentally an instru-
ment of the struggle and the
mobilisation necessary for it;
it is not socialism’s embodi-

‘ment here and now, with a

possible meaning outside the
struggle, despite the strugg-
le, or parallel to the struggle
and its demands.

Yet for both Militant and
the SWP it is permissible to
essentially pass up the elect-
ions, accepting Callaghan’s
political monopoly by

meekly falling into line be-

hind Callaghan’s hypocritical

anti-Toryism and having no-
thing else to say in the elect-
ion except that socialism is
desirable.

In both tendencies there is
a strong streak of that re-
liance on organic ripening
of the movement (and the
party/tendency) which " is
notoriously linked with the
name of Karl Kautsky [see
the Magazine Section). Im-
plicit in both is a semi-evolu-
tionary project to rebuild
the political labour move-
ment (rather than reorganise

In Militant’s pipedreams,
Benn will push Labour fur-
ther and further to the left

it in struggle), in parallel to
the existing political labour
movement: for the SWP,
outside the Labour Party,
for Militant, inside it, and

using the existing structure -

as scaffolding.

Both consider opportunist
manoeuvring and abdication
of political responsibility
as necessary and permissible
in order to stay in the Labour
Party scaffolding (Militant)
or to keep close to the trade
unionists who vote Labour
(SWP). Both are still recogn-
isably seeds from the pod of
the Revolutionary Commun-
ist Party of the 1940s.

JOHN
O’MAHONY

Our feature article on the

" Industrial Relations Act &

the fight against it, schedul-
ed for this week, has had to
be held over for lack of space




B
B

'

_MAGAZINE

NE SECTION

ON JUNE 7 you will be able to vote in the world’s first inter-
national election.

The election is for members of the European Assembly
(Common Market Parliament). Despite a publicity campaign
by the EEC Commission, the general response throughout
the Common Market has been almost complete indifference.

The Assembly is a talking shop with few powers and little
influence. Tt is quite clear that EEC policy is made else-
where, by the Commission, in the ministerial meetings,
and most obviously at the regular summit meetings of the
nine heads of government. .

This corresponds to the reality of the EEC, as an alliance
of independent capitalist states which have not travelled
far along the road to the European super-state of which
many of the Community’s founders dreamed.

The origins of the Common Market lie in the way that
capitalism developed after the second world war. The USA
emerged as the dominant imperialist power on a world
scale, but in Eastern Europe the USSR extended its power,
and later by military-bureaucratic means smashed
capitalism.

In Vietnam, China, Korea and Malaya there were power-
ful national liberation struggles. In France and Italy the
armed workers of the Resistance movements held effective
power as the war ended, and only the treacherous policies
of the Communist Parties, calling for national reconstruct-
jon and describing strikes as ‘the weapon of big business’,
enabled capitalism to survive.

The American capitalist class soon set itself the task of
reviving the West European economies, and in the process

| extending its own profitable interests. From 1947 the

Marshall aid programme and other American investment
led to millions of dollars flooding into Europe.

The boom that followed saw the acceleration of a process
that has gone on since the beginnings of capitalism. Small
firms were taken over or squeezed out by their larger rivals,
as the amount of capital needed to compete effectively grew
faster than ever before, mainly because of the speed of tech-
nological advance. ;

In the struggle to survive, European capitalists have been
forced to combine: by takeovers across national borders,
by creating firms based in more than one country, such as
Dunlop-Pirelli, or by uniting to form very large national

firms such as GEC, capable of competing on the world

market.
American companies have been able to keep their relative

superiority. With their huge home market they gain massive -

economies of scale and a big pool of profits for investment.
US arms development has provided a major subsidy to
American big business, as well as spin offs in high techno-
logy areas such as computers and the silicon chip and in
building up scientific expertise.

The founders of the Common Market hoped to break
down the outworn national boundaries in Europe which
hindered the growth of economic units capable of competing
effectively on the world market. In some industries, such as
aircraft, the separate European economies are incapable of
supporting the costs of development on their own, while in
others the need to spread risks and get a sufficient home
market makes cooperation necessary.

Britain refused to join the EEC at the start because the
Commonwealth seemed to provide a much greater prop
for British capitalism than their ex-colonies did for other
European powers. Also, British firms were generally larger
than their continental rivals and thus did not feel the press-
ure to amalgamate so strongly.

Nonetheless, cooperation developed even prior to. British
entry, the most obvious example being the long string of
joint aircraft projects: Concorde, Jaguar, the Tornado, etc.

The state today plays a vital role in financing and develop-
ing national capitalist progress. The EEC is a faltering step
towards a European super-state carrying out these functions
in relation to the growth of European-wide capital.

Although a European super-capitalism would threaten
US interests, American big business has generally support-
ed the EEC. This has mainly been because the EEC has

helped widen the scope of US subsidiaries in Europe. Firms .

such as Ford of Europe are among the largest concerns in
Europe, in their own right.

In fact progress towards economic integration has been
slow since 1958. The various capitalist classes in Europe
still compete vigorously with each other.

The EEC’s main ‘achievements’ to -date have been an
agricultural policy (which is in chaos, and which has only
survived so long because those who are profiting by it refuse
to allow any change), and the European Monetary System,
which is seen as the first stage in creating a common Euro-
pean currency. Britain has not joined the EMS, and Italy
came in only on terms which make its participation fairly
nominal. With the various EEC economies developing at
different speeds, its chances of survival do not look good.

In its youth, in the 17th, 18th and 19th centuries, the cap-
italist class, fighting against feudalism, formed today’s
nation states. Where before there were dozens of petty
princedoms, all sorts of local taxes and customs barriers,
and restrictions on free trade, the capitalist class created a
unified national market, a unified system of law, and uni-
form national tariffs. These measures of national unifica-
tion, carried through by the capitalist class when it was a
revolutionary class, were essential for the further growth of
industry and commerce. . o

Today the giant productive forces created by capitalism

| are making those national frontiers obsolete. Industry can

only develop on an international scale. The capitalist class-
es, hesitantly, slowly, try to break through the limits of
those national frontiers. But today the capitalist class is no
longer a revolutionary class, fighting againﬁt feudalism. It is
a reactionary class concerned above all with keeping_ its
profits and its system going somehow from day to day, with-
out much view to the future. ,

Its attempt at ‘internationalism’ — the EEC —.is a miser-
able, botched effort. Only the united socialist working class
of Europe will really be able to carry through the internat-
ional unification of the continent.

against
Brussels

SOCIALISTS CONDEMN capitalism because it reduces men
and women to fragments of what they could be. Capitalism does
that mainly and in the first place through its ceaseless drive for
profit, which harnesses millions of workers to the yoke of alien-
ated labour. Drudgery for the purpose of enriching millionaires
dominates the lives of the majority.

But another way in which capitalism mutilates humanity —
and an important one — is by national divisions.

The advance of technique and communications today makes it
quite possible for most people to live in several different coun-
tries in the course of a lifetime, as well as doing several differ-
ent jobs. It makes it possible for national narrow-mindedness
to be overcome, for people to get to know the culture of many
nations. It makes it possible for each individual to develop him-
self or herself to the full by experiencing a wide range of aspects
of the network of human cooperation which makes up
civilisation. .

Capitalism brutally closes off those possibilities. It exalts
national spirit in order to combat class spirit. It sends workers to
meet each other, not in fraternal dialogue, but in war for the
benefit of the exploiters. It sets up a handful of rich nations to
exploit millions in the poor nations. It wastes enormous resourc-
es in conflicts between nations. And the workers who do move
from country to country in order to work become the lowest
slaves of capitalism — deprived of citizens’ rights and subject-
ed to racism.

International unity is not just an aspiration for the society of
the future. It is a guiding principle for the struggle today. De-
spite its huge superstructure of national competition, capitalism
has united the world economically with a dense network of eco-
nomiic interconnections. The crises of capitalism are internat-
jonal. Capital is international. Steelworkers in Britain, in
France and Germany face the same international crisis. The
same for shipyard workers, the same for car workers.

A policy based on anything but international unity will only
play into the hands of the bosses. )

And the countries of Europe are so closely interconnected
that it is hardly possible to imagine a socialist revolution in one
of them which would not rapidly provoke counter-revolutionary
intervention from and revolutionary tisings in the other
countries.

Economic planning today can only be a feeble makeshift if it
is not a continent-wide scale. Even the capitalists can see that,
though their competition prevents them doing much about it.
The need for a continental arena will apply even more to work-
ing-class socialist planning. .

That is why our objection to the EEC is not that it represents
a move to a European super-state. Our objection is that it re-
presents too feeble a move towards a European super-state. We
want a European super-state uniting all Europe, east and west,
with frontiers not just relaxed but completely swept away. That
can only be a Europe under workers’ rule.

|
by Simon Temple

THE INTERNATIONAL Marxist Group prides itself on hav-
ing the only candidate in the Euro-election who stands for
getting Britain out of the EEC. Other left-wingers object to
this only because it is not anti-EEC enough for them. The
Workers’ Socialist League, for example, calls for a boycott
of the election. Many left-wingers in the Labour Party want
to have nothing to do with the election. The Communist
Party has said it will not vote for Labour candidates unless
they are anti-EEC. ‘

Voters can only interpret the anti-EEC line as one form
or another of support for a nationalist, protectionist econom-
ic. policy. Of course, the anti-EEC left would say that is not
their intention. The IMG say: ‘‘We refuse to accept either
the devil of the EEC or the deep blue sea of British capital-
ism’’. Even the French Communist Party couples its ultra-
nationalist slogan ‘“No to a German Europe” with the
phrase ‘‘we want a workers’ Europe”. Where these argu-
ments are not vile cynicism, they are foolish. The IMG know
well enough that a special campaign against ‘the monopol-
jes’, or ‘the multinationals’, or ‘American big business’ (or,
even worse, ‘Jewish capital’) would be no less ‘the socialism
of idiots’ if it were accompanied by face-saving statements
of opposition to small exploiters, national capitalists, British
business, or non-Jewish capitalists. The same goes for a
special campaign against the EEC.

How did the left go so far in forgetting the old socialist

or workers
against
capitalism

pl:inciple, ‘The main enemy is at home’, and replacing it
with the notion: ‘The main enemy is in Brussels’? s
From the time of the first British application in 1962 th

 Labour left and the Communist Party have opposed EEC

membership, while most of the Labour Right have usually
supported it. To begin with this division reflected a real
dispute in the ruling class, as the big monopolies sought to
strengthen their ties with the rest of Europe and the smaller
and less competitive capitalists tried to protect their future
in a separate Britain. But as time went on the capitalist class
as a whole was reconciled to the need to go in to the EEC,
leaving the left reformists on their own... with some right
wing Tories and the National Front.

The left’s campaigns against entry and for withdrawal
were rancid with the nationalism that is the curse of the Brit-
ish working class movement. When they did not simply
reflect the hysteria about foreigners which papers like the
Daily Express were trying to create, they argued about the
national sovereignty of the British Parliament. They saw the
EEC as a threat to their cherished plans to introduce social-*
ism gradually through parliament (the British parliament).
But if the British parliament were to try to legislate social-
ism, it would face bigger and more violent obstacles much
nearer home than Brussels!

In any case the material basis does not exist to construct’
socialism in one country in a hostile capitalist world. Ultim-
ately we can only succeed as part of an international move-
ment. The campaign against British membership inevitably

" turned its back on such a movement — and substituted an

outcry against Brussels bogeymen for class struggle. .

In the early ’60s, most revolutionary socialists took a very
clear and principled stand — against the working class even
being drawn into the so-called Great Debate over British
membership.

‘The left’s arguments have
been rancid with nationalism’

At the time of the referendum in 1975, the revolutionary.
weekly Workers' Fight argued:

“It will mean no fundamertal advantage to the working
class whether Britain is in or out of the Common Market.
The choice between the Little England of the bosses and
their attempt at. unity is not a real one. We believe that
workers should abstain in the referendum. Many of those
who advocate voting ‘no’ say that they are for a United Soc-
ialist Europe. But this isn’t what we are being asked in the
referendum: it isn’t asking what sort of Europe we want,
but what British capitalism should do in relation to a capital-
ist European organisation. The only way to fight for a United
Socialist States of Europe is to abstain in the referendum

_ and to fight against the effects on the working class of eco-

nomic crisis and capitalist rationalisation, whether they
happen within the EEC or out of it. The key to this is the
building of stronger links between workers throughout
Europe (inside and outside the Common Market)...”

Sadly, by that time Workers' Fight was virtually alone.
Most of the far left groups had used one excuse or another to
leap aboard the chauvinist anti-Common Market bandwag-
on . Their case against the Common Market came down to
four propositions, used in varying ways and to varying ex-
tents.by the different groups.

B That the EEC is an attempt to create a Europe-wide
‘strong state’ capable of more ruthless repression of the
working class than the existing national states. The ‘strong
state’ is a far remove from the existing feeble EEC struct-
ure. The existing national states are capable of quite ruth-
less repression on their own account — as in Northern Ire-
land — and will aid each other against workers’ revolu-
tions regardless of the EEC. And the notion that a European
state must be more repressive than a nation state is nothing
but nationalist prejudice.

B That the EEC is part of an international process of
capitalist rationalisation and must be opposed like all ruling
class policies. We do not oppose capitalist development and
rationalisation as such. Such opposition would be backward-
looking and futile. We oppose the-effects of capitalist devel-
opment, their efforts to rationalise at our expense.

@ That the EEC is part of a military conspiracy against
the USSR. The USSR and the deformed workers’ states can
only be effectively defended by class struggle, not by futile
attempts to turn back the capitalist clock. In any case, the
military conspiracy against the USSR is NATO, not the EEC.

B That regardless of the political issues most militant
workers as well as the left bureaucrats are anti-Common
Market, and we must side with the workers whilst critic-
ising the chauvinism of the official anti-EEC campaign.
Here is the real reason! It replaces the first principle of
Marxism, to state the truth honestly and bluntly, with the
first principle of opportunism: if you can’t beat them, join
them.

The correctness of the internationalist argument has been
proved over the last four years. Once militant workers got
involved in the ‘Get Britain Out’ campaign, they were bound
to see a ‘Yes’ vote in the referendum as a defeat. The de-
moralisation that followed made it easier for the Labour
government to force through the first round of its- wage-
cutting pay policy.

But some people never learn. Labour leftists who had
made much of the undemocratic Brussels bureaucrats at the
time of the referendum now spend time denouncing direct
elections to the European Assembly, thus showing that their
objection to the EEC was not that it was undemocratic but
that it was unBritish.

Sacialists in the labour movement should tell Labour
candidates that we don’t want them to go to Strasbourg as
representatives of Britain, We want them to go as represen-
tatives of the working class — and the working class is
international.

We want them to speak up for the West German workers
fighting for a 35 hour week as well as for British workers.
We want them to use Strasbourg as a forum for the inter-
national demands of the working class which flow from the
international capitalist crisis. (] . ‘
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JWE ARE continuing our publication of the 1910 debate
on the mass strike in the. German Social Democratic
Party [SPD] with the final section of Karl Kautsky's
article ‘What now?’ and the beginning of Rosa Luxem-
burg’s reply, ‘Attrition or o{ruggle?'
, In the final part of ‘'What now?’ Kautsky comes to look
at the prospects for socialism in Germany. His concept-
ion of gn organic process of ripening of capitalism is
very clearly brought out here. He argues that there are a
whole number of objective factors (such as’ unemploy-
ment, price rises, militarism and the danger of war)
leading inevitably to growing successes for the SPD.
Conscious or active initiative by the working class plays
little role. ’

Indeed, Kautsky sees the economic factors as deter-
mining class consciousness, with consciousness thus
moving forward in parallel with the development of
economic conditions and the contradictions in capital-
ism. He can hardly conceive of a regression in working
class consciousness — it can.only go forwards unless the
party makes a needless adventurist error. He sees it as
possible to maintain the agitation for a change in the
unequal Prussian suffrage system without escalating the
struggle until the Reichstag elections due to take place a
year and a half later.

For Kautsky, those elections were the .real focus for
the SPD, a focus which should be maintained against
Luxemburg'’s ‘adventurist’ conception of the mass strike.
He saw the SPD's intervention in the elections and the
winning of an absolute majority in them as the means for
the SPD to pick the ‘fruit’ which had ripened in the prev-
ious period. He wrote:

‘‘We have the key to this momentous historical situa-
tion, overwhelming victory in the coming Reichstag
elections, already in our pockets through the whole
combination of circumstances. Only one thing could lead

would be such an act if we allowed ourselves to be drawn
through impatience to wanting to pluck the fruits before
they have ripened...”’ ‘

" Rosa Luxemburg grasped the fact that revolutionary
movements have an inner life, a logit of their own, which
cannot be reduced solely to the development of economic
contradictions in capitalism. While such economic condi-
tions provide the preconditions for the possibility of a
revolution, only the conscious action of the working
class, the subject of history, can make a revolution.

She points out:

ering the masses and their consciousness as the main
determining factor in all the political actions of social
democracy’’.

Despite the accusations of spontaneism often levelled
against her , Luxemburg did not see socialist conscious-
ness coming from nowhere, let alone being sustained
indefinitely as Kautsky envisaged. The action of the
workers had to be nurtured, given an overall aim and
kept alive by the Social Democracy. If the ‘party was in-
capable of directing the spontaneous struggle, the work-
ers would soon become demoralised and the missed
chance would lead to a step backwards for the whole
movement, as well as discrediting the Social Demo-
cracy. :

Luxemburg appears aimost to ignore the role of poli-
tical leadership. In fact, however, she was constantly
arguing for a bolder policy on the part of Social Demo-
cracy. As Trotsky later argued: ‘'Rosa... was much too
realistic in the revolutionary sense to develop the elem-
ents of the theory of spontaneity into a consummate
metaphysics... Rosa Luxemburg exerted herself to educ-
ate the revolutionary wing of the proletariat in advance

by Bruce Robinson

and to bring it together organisationally as far as poss-
ible... The most that can be said is that in her historical-
philosophical evaluation of the labour movement, the
preparatory selection of the vanguard, in comparison
with the mass actions that were to be expected, fell too
short with Rosa’’. v

Luxemburg begins her article by showing that the de-
mand for the mass strike was not something she had
dreamt up, but was being widely discussed in the SPD
as a result of the suffrage agitation. She argues that the
discussion cannot be ‘banned’ because the use of the
mass strike is posed by the development of the political
situation and the class struggle. s

Kautsky, on the other hand, sees the mass strike as
-one of a variety of weapons from which the Social Demo-
cracy can choose, like a man who is challenged to a duel.
He sees it as something which will occur if social demo-
cracy and the unions ‘order’ it, or can be avoided if they
decide to ‘ban’ it. His military analogies are not accident-
al: the relation of the party to the working class is seen
-as very much like the relation of military comrhanders
to the rank and file.

Luxemburg points out that this conception is essent-
jally the same as that of the Anarchists. The Anarchists

to us losing it... an act of stupidity on our part. And it~

**The Marxist conception consists precisely in consid- ‘:

From Kautsky to [
Eurocommunism: |

Mass
action

or
waiting

for the
votes

believed that capitalism would collapse if, on a certain
‘day, they could call the whole of the working class out on
a general strike. The state would be paralysed and

_unable toresist.
Kautsky, though of course ‘opposing the use of the

mass strike in most situations, also saw it as something
that could be decided on almost independently of the de-
velopment of the self-activity of the working class, sim-
ilar to a demonstration for which one only has to name a
time and place. Both Kautsky and the anarchists also
ignore the question of how the working class can be org-
anised for-the general strike, and see it only as a cata-
clysmic weapon for use to finish capitalism.

For Kautsky, workers’ action appears as merely a
function of a general organic historical process which
stamps itself on human consciousness. The real strugg-
les are seen as mere manifestations of laws of capitalist
development. Luxemburg re-emphasises that capitalism
does not of its own accord create socialism, but only the
preconditions for it. Only working class activity can
transform those preconditions into the reality of social-
ism. She restores Marx's dictum that ‘‘men make their
own history, but under circumstances not of their own
making’’ to its place as a basic thesis of Marxism.

Karl Kautsky:
WHAT NOW?

IV

The fear that the masses will abandon us is therefore no
reason for us to use sharper methods and go over to the
strategy of overthrow.

The conflicts certainly become sharper in any struggle.
Its simple duration increases bitterness. In addition class
contradictions are sharpened by economic development and
the growth of the forces involved through growth of econom-
ic organisation and technical progress. But the debate is not
about the gradual and spontaneously developing ‘‘inner
logic’’ by which an escalation and sharpening of mass action
comes about. It is about adopting new, sharper methods to
be introduced through a ‘‘slogan’’, a planned agitation of
the party.

The fear of disillusioning the masses gives no basis for
this. The dilemma of which Comrade Luxemburg speaks
does not exist for us, as long as we do not create it through
our own agitation. We could only have one reason, apart
from that mentioned in the Jena resolution, to give up the
strategy of attrition and go over to the strategy of over-
throw through rapid stepping-up and sharpening of mass
action: that is, if our opponents were trapped in a most diff-
jcult situation which we had to exploit as quickly as possible,
and which could best be exploited by means of a mass
strike. :

Is the present situation of this type? This is the decisive
question. Whether propaganda for the mass strike is
appropriate depends on the answer to this question, and not
on the inner logic of mass movements. .

At first sight it might seem as if the present situation is a
product of the street demonstrations. One might say: thanks
to the fact that social democracy used sharper methods, it
has inspired the masses and cornered the government. But
this enthusiasm will soon be dissipated and the government
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While Kautsky envisaged the mass strike as a tactic calcul-
ated in advance by the ‘general staff’ of the working class,
Rosa Luxemburg stressed its spontaneous character. Here
a factory joins the French general strike of 1936. :

will regain prestige, strength, and credibility if we do not
proceed further along our path, i.e. constantly sharpen
our methods of struggle, inspire the masses more and more,
and push the government more and more into a corner until
it collapses before the overwhelming attack of the masses.

If that were the situation then-anybody who did not now
work with all his strength to spur on the proletariat to use
sharper methods of struggle would commit a gross crime ag-
ainst the proletariat.

But the situation seems to me to be different.

The street demonstrations have certainly given rise to
great fervour. The government is certainly cornered. But if
it were possible without any further ado to arouse enthus-
iasm in such a fashion and to weaken the prestige as well as
‘the strength of the government, why then did we not use
this simple method long ago?

It is just the other way round. In the conditions of Prussia,
the success of the street demonstrations and their great
effect on morale were only possible after social democracy
had become a mass party and the masses were highly arous-
ed. Only the fact that the street demonstrations were born of
great mass enthusiasm made it possible for them to achieve
their powerful impact and deep effect. Only on that basis
were they able to inspire and encourage the masses and
throw the government and the ruling parties into confusion.

The masses’ great bitterness has very deep-rooted
causes. These causes have been at work for years, and they
will continue to exist for years. I have already described
them in my book ‘‘The Road to Power’’, and need only
briefly recapitulate (11)

As a most powerful cause of broad discontent, we have
the rising prices of the necessities of life. When I pointed to
these rising prices in my book as a factor sharpening class
contradictions and intensifying the revolutionary mood of
the masses, the ‘‘Korrespondenzblatt der Gewerkschaften’’
[trade union paper] considered it necessary to denounce me
on that account as an enemy of trade unions. It was very
annoyed by the fact that I did not stick my head in the sand
in the supposed interest of the trade unions, and that I saw
facts which are very inconvenient for the theory of peaceful
evolution into socialism. Today it is clear to everyone that
such a head-in-the-sand policy would be a real ‘‘labour of
Sisyphus”” (12). No reasonable person doubts any longer
that rising prices have outstripped wage increases for some
time, but certainly also no reasonable person will see this
as an argument against the trade unions. The masses are
stirred up by the rising prices, not against the unions, but
against the existing order of state and society.

The effect of rising prices is reinforced by the arms race.

Just recently the arms race has taken on the maddest .

dimensions, through naval armaments increasing much
faster as well as land armaments. Technology plays a much
greater role than numbers in the navy, and the level of tech-

" nology can quickly be raised by -the necessary expenditure

of money.

And so the tax burden grows, increasing class contra-
-dictions even more. At the same time the international sit-
uation becomes more perilous, for the ruling classes canmot
accept disarmament. But there is only one way, apart from
disarmament, to lift the ever more unbearable tax burden:
awar.

These conditions are international. Everywhere the mass-
es are aroused. At the same time contradictions grow within
the ruling classes. Not only is there growing tension inter-
nationally, but the masses of the bourgeois world — the
petty bourgeoisie, intellectuals, small traders and smaller
capitalists — are set against the landowners, big financiers
and great industrial monopolists, who keep all the advant-
ages of these unbearable conditions for themselves and try
to unload all the disadvantages onto others. In Prussia this
general international situation acquires particular acute-
ness because the Junkers from éast of the Elbe dominate the
state. This makes the advantages which they reap at the
expense of the other classes even larger, the disadvantages
even more difficult to bear, and the general conditions even
more insufferable.

There is perhaps no class in Europe which owes so much
to brute force as the Prussian Junkers. Among the ruling
classes of Europe there is none more ignorant. Geographic-
ally situated on the fringes of world intercourse, they have
never found it necessary to hold their own through superior
knowledge.

Thus the Junkers have no idea of the fact that their brutal
violence achieved a real effect only when it corresponded to
economic development, i.e. in the direction of the national
unification of Germany. From their successes they have de-
veloped a cult of brutal violence for its own sake, and they
show this side all the more defiantly and ruthlessly the more
they see their privileged position threatened, i.e. the more
this position comes into contradiction with the needs of
social development. The more harmful they become, the
more stupid, insolent and brutal they become.

This comes out above all, of course, in relation to the prol-
etariat and its class party. It is noticeable however that the
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bourgeois parties and masses are also coming to experience
this brutality and ruthlessness to an increasing degree, as
| the Junkers artificially raise the price of food and raw mater-
ials, shove taxes off their own shoulders and onto others,
claim all the good posts in the bureaucracy and the army for
themselves, and treat government, courts and police as
their tools to beat down any inconvenient opposition.

But this Junker regime finally becomes burdensome
even to the most hardened exploiters and enemies of the
proletariat. As soon as they have understood what the whole
capitalist world outside of Russia, Prussia and Japan has
understood — that the working class has become too strong
a force for it to be kept down by brutal methods of compuls-
ion — the regime appears sinister and dangerous.

Everywhere governments and exploiters hate the militant
proletariat in the same way. But in advanced states they
have recognised that the possibility of. hindering the
advance of the proletariat to some extent can lie only in
morte subtle methods than those which a police state knows
how to use. Their best method is apparent compromise
which divides the ranks of the proletariat, corrupting a part
of its most energetic elements and weakening the rest, as
has been temporarily achieved in England, America and
France.

The more intelligent advocates of capitalist exploitation in
Prussia and in the rest of Germany look on in horror as the
empty-headed brutalities of the Junkers and their govern-
ment rally the ranks of the working class, arouse them, and
make their feelings and thoughts more and more revolution-
ary. Thus it is not only the working masses but also broad
sections of the bourgeois world who turn ever more strongly
against the Junker regime. They have the most different,
sometimes quite contradictory reasons, but they are all the
more united in the conviction that this regime is driving
Germany towards an abyss.

The bitterness is strongest and most unified in the lower
social strata, who suffer most from price rises, the tax
burden, and bureaucratic ill-treatment. It naturally guides
these strata towards social democracy. It enables them to
see social democracy as their shelter and the champion of
their interests. These are the reasons for our street demon-
strations having such force and importance and for the ranks
of our voters swelling, as each Reichstag by-election shows.
It threatens to make next year’s general election a terrible
day of judgment for the Prussian Junkers and their allies or
semi-allies. Their statisticians already recognise the possi-
bility that we will win 125 seats in the coming elections.

That is one and a half years away, and people forget
quickly. Should we not fear that in the meantime the anger
will fade? That the government, through some ruse, will
find a popular election slogan to restore its prestige and
wash away the hate and contempt which have so recently
overwhelmed it? It is well known that enthusiasm is not
something to gamble with. If we want to take advantage of it
we must do so at once. Since the arena of the Reichstag

elections is not today at our disposal for this purpose, we’
must create a different one, and that can only be the mass |

strike.

Many will think this way, and there would be a lot to say
for this argument if we had reasons to expect that the causes
of the present arousal of the masses would no longer be
operative by the time of the next Reichstag elections. But
there is no reason to suppose so.

Rising prices, the tax burden, and the Junkers’ brutality
are rooted in conditions which cannot be so easily changed.
They will be just as strong in 1911 as in 1910, probably even
stronger because the arms race will have gone further. The
government will certainly do its utmost to postpone all new
tax demands until after the elections — and that is a reason
for them to bring the elections forward — but it will not be
able to do as it wants. In England the Conservatives have
the upper hand. They have already forced the Liberal Cab-
inet to strengthen the navy. If they themselves come to
power in the course of this year, as is to be expected, then
the arms race will proceed at an even faster tempo.

)

‘The causes for the present

. arousal of the masses will be
just as strong in 1911 as in
1910, probably even stronger’

Price rises will not slow down. Anyone who wants to know
what to expect should follow the American situation, which
is decisive for the international market in foodstuffs. And
that shows we must reckon with a further rise in prices.

Someone will perhaps object that unemployment has
contributed not a little to the working masses’ hitterness,
and this will have significantly decreased in a year’s time
through recovery from the crisis. This is correct to the extent
that the coming year again promises to be one of a more fav-
ourable business trend. But a boom is another question.
And even more than in the previous period of prosperity,
the trusts and cartels will take the cream and the workers
will get not much more than the rising prices — for prosp-
erity means an increase in the price of commodities.

On the other hand it cannot be maintained that in times of
prosperity the workers are so satisified that no bitterness
about their lack of rights and.ill-treatment wells up in them.
One could even say the opposite. In times of crisis the
workers are timid and not ready for struggles.or for strikes,
still less for a political mass strike, since everyone is glad
just to find or keep a job. :

Taken absolutely, the one assertion is just as wrong as
the other. Both are correct to the extgnt that proletarian
action finds obstacles to hinder it both in crisis and in prosp-
erity. In the former its militancy, in the latter its revolution-
ary drive, cannot emerge as prominently as would other-
wise be the case. A proletarian politician will certainly have
to take these conditions into consideration in ¢hoosing meth-
ods of struggle. In a period of crisis large street demonstra-
tions will be easier to carry out than mass strikes. In a period
of prosperity the worker may be more easily won over to a
mass strike than during a crisis.
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In the French general strike of 1968, the calling of elections
helped to subdue the strike movement.
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We must however take into account not only prosperity
and crisis, but also the changeover between prosperity and
crisis. These transitional periods, it seems, are those in
which the worker is most enthusiastic about taking action. In
particular this seems to be the case in the first period of
prosperity, when the memories of the privations, the pain-
ful uncertainty, and the degradation of the crisis is still
alive, and at the same time the feeling of strength and the
desire for struggle which result from prosperity are there.

Thus, the revolutionary fighting mood of the German
proletariat at the close of the '80s, which led to the collapse
of the Anti-Socialist Laws and the remarkable gains in the
Reichstag elections of 1890, was partially caused by the
prosperity developing from 1888 after a long crisis.

Those who remember that period will see many similar-
ities with the present situation. At that time, too, a regime
was about to meet its end. It met ever more energetic oppo-
sition from the working class. It aroused less and less
enthusiasm and confidence in the bourgeoisie itself. It had
to grapple with growing difficulties in international
relations, and it failed in everything both at home and
abroad until defeat in the elections of 1890 led to its
collapse (13). ‘

But in the two decades since the world has not stood still.
The situation today is far more threatening for the ruling
classes, far more hopeful for us.

At that time the leading statesman of Prussia was still a
genius, borne along by the glorious prestige of three
successful wars in which he had defeated all his enemies,

- fulfilled the longing of the German people for unity in a form

which at least satisfied the bourgeoisie, and also raised the
German Empire to be the leading power of Europe. Today
the Imperial Chancellor is without prestige in the eyes of
- both friend and enemy. He is the prisoner of the most ignor-
ant and backward party of the Empire, the laughing stock of
everbody. S

At that time, the international difficulties were partly
insignificant ones — with. Spain and Switzerland — and
partly ones which seemed to threaten the nation itself ih
opposition to France and Russia. The government could
count on the whole nation standing behind it should the situ-
ation turn really serious. Today there is the danger of a war
against England in which the nation as such would be
threatened neither here nor there. It would be a war in
which not questions of life and death of the nation, but
questions of colonial possessions, the mere questions of life
and death of a few cliques of exploiters, would be fought
out. As soon as a war of that type costs sacrifices — and it
will cost terrible sacrifices — the mass of the people easily
separate itself from the government carrying out the war
and turns against it unless there are successes. Even if it
does not come to a war, the arms race awakens anything but
enthusiasm. It meets growing resistance. In the '80s no-
one apart from social democracy would have demanded dis-
armament vis-a-vis Russia and France. Today the demand
for disarmament vis-a-vis England has spread far beyond
our party.

And how the party itself has grown in the meantime! Be-
tween 1887 and 1907 its share of the votes has increased
fourfold. If it succeeds in making the same advance in the
election of 1911 as it did in 1890 - and the situation is very
promising — that, doubling its share of the votes, then it
could achieve an absolute majority of all votes cast. of
course we are not so sanguine that we assume we will make
such a leap forward. But everybody is agreed that we will

‘There is the danger of a war
against England. It would be
a war in which not questions
of life and death of the nation
but questions of colonial "
posSessions, the questions of
a few cliques of exploiters,
would be fought out’

make a powerful advance which makes the achievement of
the absolute majority of votes cast a question of a few years.

If that becomes clear in the next Reichstag elections, then
it means more than a normal electoral victory. In the present
situation, in view of the high level of activity of the popular
masses and the tense foreign and domestic situation, such a
victory means nothing less than a catastrophe for the whole
ruling system of government. i

For me there is no doubt that the next elections will shake
this system to its foundations.

The elections may finally drum dialectics into the ruling
elements, so that they understand that they cannot continue
to manage things as hitherto, and they decide to adopt
western methods in order to hold back the rising flood of
socialism. They will attempt to win over larger sections of
the working population by means of concessions.

In view of the high level of bitterness and the great sharp-
ening of contradictions, these would be considerable con-
cessions if they were to have any pacifying effect. It cannot
be done with anything less than conceding the right to vote
in parliamentary elections for Prussia.

Alternatively and more probably, our victory will have the
opposite effect: it will spur on the ruling classes to use viol-
ent and brutal blows to batter down the movement which
it cannot cope with on the basis of the existing laws.

Or finally, and most probably of all, the ruling regime will
lose its head, vacillate helplessly between brutality and con-
cessions, pursue neither of these two approaches -consist-
ently. Consequently its brutality will only lead to embitter-
ment, its concessions will only give the impression of weak-
ness. Both will only provide more fuel for the fire they want
to extinguish. -

Whatever the conditions may be, the elections for the
Reichstag must create a situatiog which produces a new and
broader basis for our struggles. If one of the two last-ment-
ioned alternatives occurs, the situation would certainly
develop more and more quickly through its inner logic to
great decisive battles, which, however, on the new broader
basis, we will be able to fight out in a completely different
way from today.

We have the key to this momentous historical situation,
overwhelming victory in the coming Reichstag elections,
already in our pockets through the whole combination of
circumstances. Only one thing could lead to us losing it
and ruining this tremendous-situation: an act of stupidity
on our part. And it would be such an act if we allowed our-
selves td be drawn through impatience to wanting to pluck
the fruits before they have ripened; if we wanted to provoke
in advance a test of strength on a terrain where our victory
is by no means certain.

‘We have the key to this mo-
mentous historical situation,
overwhelming victory in the
coming Reichstag elections,
already in our pockets. Only-
one thing could lead to us
ruining this tremendous
situation: an act of stupidity
on our part... to provoke a
battle in advance’

Certainly one must risk much in any battle; a general
who wanted to fight battles only when his defeat is excluded
from the outset would hardly celebrate great triumphs.

But if, as a result of a favourable situation and the skilful
exploitation of the situation, one has reached the position of
being on the brink of a certain and great victory, and if this
victory cannot be endangered by anything save the transit-
jon to a new strategy which would provoke a battle on un-
known and difficult terrain, then it would be incredibly
stupid to open such a battle in preference to the certain
victory and thereby to endanger the victory itself. No
reasonable general will transfer a battle from the battle-
field on which he is certain of a victory and on which the
opponent must come to face him to another where the out-

,come is more problematic. ‘

The author of the ‘‘Bremer Biirgerzeitung’’ article
mentioned above poses Mehring the question *‘whether
such a defeat (of the mass strike) would not increase the
chances of our future electoral victory. But I do not believe
that this astonishing conception will find many adherents.

It is true that every battle awakens so much enthusiasm
and so much bitterness that it can thereby reward our agita-
tion, even if it ends with a defeat. But then this occurs in
spite of, not because of, the defeat, and only when the
material defeat is a moral victory: whenever the battle has
been so well conducted on our past that we even gain the
respect of the enemy, or whenever the battle was unavoid-
able and forced on us by the enemy.

Thus we also expect this year’s trade union struggles to
give rise to an increasing bitterness and a strengthening of
the fight for the right to vote, even if it turns out that they
are not as materially successful as we would wish them to
be. Moreover, this is one of the reasons why the present
period of activity does not seem to us to be as shortlived as it
does to Comrade Luxemburg and her friends. But this re-
inforcement for the suffrage struggle and the electoral
struggles through previous battles would be transformed
into its opposite if the battles were to bring us defeats for
which we ourselves bore the blame, defeats which arose
from us, of our own free will, involving the proletariat in
difficult struggles with highly problematic outcomes without
having to and without worrying about whether the proletar-
iat is up to such battles or not.

“But the worst defeat — and this possibility must alsc be
taken into consideration — would be if we were to call on
the proletariat to take part in a political mass strike and if
by an overwhelming majority it did not follow this call.

We would kill at birth all the fruitful prospects which the
coming Reichstag election holds if we were to provoke
battles which resulted in heavy defeats for us before the el-
ection, without being forced to do so. The government and

»
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the ruling parties could wish for nothing better. We would
rovoke exactly what it needs to get out of the mess in which
it finds itself. _ .

Our current agitation should reach its peak not with th
mass strike but with the Reichstag elections.

In one case already our comrades have sought revenge
for the injustices of the Landtag [provincial State parlia-
| ment] suffrages in the elections for the Reichstag, and their

success was outstanding. That was in Saxony in 1903, where
our party won 22 out of 23 seats'in the state. Now it is a case
of taking the same revenge for Prussia, with probably an
even greater effect on morale. ‘

Let us maintain the momentum of the movement without
wasting it in gestures. Let us use every opportunity to
undermine the authority of the ruling class and to demon-
strate their pernicious character and their hostility to the
people. But let us also show the masses that the struggle for
suffrage is more than a matter of a few changes in the elect-
oral law. What is at stake is the overthrow of the Junker
reégime and of the elements who draw their profits from high
prices and new taxes. Such a battle is a long and tough one,
and it will not just end with the passing of a suffrage bill.
The next foreseeable opportunity of delivering a shattering
blow to the enemies of the people is the coming Reichstag
elections. We have to summon up all our energy and put it
into these elections.

" ‘Our current agitation should
reach its peak not with the
mass strike but with the
Reichstag elections’

S

Let us continue with our previous strategy of struggle. Let

us keep a free hand in the choice of our methods of struggle
and let us beware of an agitation whose inner logic would
place us in a dilemma which could force us to bring our final
and most deadly methods of struggle into play at the wrong
time and in the wrong place, thus wasting them. :

.Precisely because we are convinced that we face great and
difficult strugglés, that we are close to the point at which the

«strategy of attrition must go over into the strategy of over-
throw, precisely because of this it is all the more necessary
not to allow ourselves to be led by impatience into pre-
mature actions and into using up our last cartridges in the

. initial skirmjshes.

Agitation which aims to arouse the working masses to
expect that in the next few weeks we shall use sharper and
sharper methods, attempting to break the opposition of the
government by mass strikes; agitation designed to place us
in a dilemma or position of constraint where we are no long-
er masters of the situation, but the situation is master of
us; agitation which would face us with the alternative of
lashing out at any price whatever the situation, or becoming
the laughing stock of the world: such ‘agitation was never
more dangerous than right now; when we face certain

victory without it, a victory which promises to open up the -

road for the great final struggle. .
Should Comrade Luxemburg mean by her suggestion
carrying out agitation of this kind; then we could not follow
here. It would be different is she only intended to get the
_ masses to consider the idea of the mass strike and to make
them acquainted with it. She would certainly have chosen
a very unfortunate and easily misunderstood form for this
but that need not prevent us from agreeing with her in this
sense.
~ In the whole existence of the German Empire the social,
political and international contradictions have never been as
sharp as today. Precisely because the next Reichstag elect-
ions render an overwhelming defeat for the ruling system
inevitable, we must consider the possibility that the hot-
headed supporters of the system will unleash big battles
before the election, as they hope to do better in this way
than in the elections themselves. They have much more
cause to do so than we do. That does not mean that we
should peacefully put up with everything our enemy does,
and that we should face him unarmed. Nothing is more
possible than surprises which lead even before the next
Reichstag elections to violent outbursts and catastrophes
in which the proletariat is moved to-call forth all its strength
and all the forces at its disposal. A mass strike under such
conditions could very well be successful in sweeping away
the existing regime.

Just as it seems to be wrong to develop agitation which
would face us with the dilemma of choosing between the

“mass strike under all circumstances and moral bankruptcy;
just as it seems to me necessary to keep our powder dry for
the next great battle; just as it seems to me probable that
this battle will be fought in the coming Reichstag elections
— so also it would seem to me to be equally out of place not
to consider also the possibility of completely unexpected
events occurring, and even more out of place to regard the
mass strike as completely hopeless in such circumstances.

In the present situation we have all the trumps in our
hand, provided we understand how to fuse enthusiastic
boldness with persevering tenacity and coldblooded
shrewdness.

NOTES

11. “The Road to Power’, written by Kautsky, first appeared in
1909. In it he laid down his evolutionary conception of how cap-

italism was preparing the basis for socialism.

12. Sisyphus was punished by the Gods by having to roll a large
rock to the top of a hill. Assoonas he reached the top, the
rock ran down the hill again. Kautgky is here referring to

Luxemburg’s description of trade union ackion within capitalism

as a ‘labour of Sisyphus’, which can win improvements for the

working class within capitalism but must see those improve-

ments constantly eroded by the inherent workings of capitalism -

until the system itself is overthrown.

(See Luxemburg’s book
‘Social Reform or Revolution’, 1899). . ’

* 13. Emperor William I died in 1888. His Chancellor, Bismarck,
was removed from power by William I in 1890.

Rosa
Luxemburg:

ATTRITION
OR
STRUGGLE ?

AS A RESULT of speaking at agitational meetihgs across

the country, I am somewhat late in replying to Comrade.

Kautsky. I would be well satisfied if my article on the mass
strike and my agitation in April had achieved nothing more
than to begin a discussion in the party on the tactic and to
breach the ban on such discussion in our theoretical organ,
‘‘Die Neue'Zeit’’. The first thing was to oppose the incom-
prehensible attempt to prevent a public discussion in the
party press about questions which arouse great interest
in the broadest circles of the party. My article about the
mass strike was refused not only by our central organ,
““Vorwirts’’, but also by ‘‘Die Neue Zeit”’ — which had at
first accepted it and even had the type set for it — in the last
analysis because a discussion about the mass strike was not
wanted in the party press. .

The error in this can only really be seen when one consid-

ers that the discussion has not suddenly .come out of the.

blue, it is not something that has just occured to one per-
sot — as Comrade Kautsky presents it when, throughout
his article, he only talks about me and my agitation and
starts his article with the sentence: ‘‘in our Dortmund party
organ, Comrade Luxemburg has raised the question of
the mass strike.”’ -

Before 1 even entered the arena with my article, the
question of the mass strike had already become a live issue
in a whole number of party centres and party newspapers.
The comrades in Halle and the agitation section in Hessen-
Nassau had sent formal resolutions to the Party Executive
calling on them to ‘take up the question of the general
strike. The comrades in Konigsberg, in Essen, in Breslau
and in Bremen had decided to hold meetings to discuss the
mass strike. In Kiel and Frankfurt am Main, half-day
.protest demonstrations had already taken place with much
success. Comrade Pokorny of the miners’ union had put
forward the idea of the mass strike in a public meeting in
Essen and had expressed the hope that in the coming great
political struggles the leading role would fall to the miners.
Even our deputies in the Prussian Parliament had already
threatened a mass strike. How much the discussion of the
mass strike simply corresponded to the mood and needs
of the great mass of party comrades is proven by the fact
that my article has been reprinted by more or less the whole
Prussian party press and even by some newspapers outside
Prussia. It is proven further by the fact that, in the sixteen
mass meetings which 1 held in April, in Silesia, in Kiel, in
Bremen, in Frankfurt am Main, in the industrial region
of Rhineland-Westphalia, and on the 1st of May in Cologne,
-everywhere without exception, the slogan of the mass strike
found the most enthusiastic agreement. Only one other
slogan — as I discovered — now calls forth the same stormy
support amongst the party masses in Germany: it is
a sharp emphasis on our republican position. This slogan is
unfortunately also not presented to the public in either
““Vorwirts’’ or ‘‘Die Neue Zeit’’(2), though in this respect
too a section of our provincial press (from the ‘‘Dortmunder
Arbeiterzeitung” to the ‘‘Breslauer Volkswacht’’) does
what is necessary on this issue as.well.

Thus one can find in the broadest sections of the party a
really strong combativity, a really resolute determination to
carry the present suffrage struggle through to victory, if
necessary through mass pressure on the streets. There has
never been such an intense interest in the question of the
mass strike in Germany. Only one party paper has up till
now remained completely untouched by this mood in the
country — our central organ ‘‘Vorwirts”’, which until now
has not even had one word on the whole debate about the
mass strike in the party press. One section of the party
membership is also completely ignorant about it — the
Berlin comrades who are supposed to get their information
about the mood and intellectual life of the party nationally
from ‘‘Vorwirts’’.

Yes, the central organ is so zealous in carrying out the
directive it has received that it puts a line through
every single word about the mass strike, even in reports of
meetings which are held in Berlin. Thus in the report
in ‘‘Vorwirts”’ about the mass meeting in Prankfurt am
Main on the 17th April (the same report obviously appeared
‘unedited’ in other party papers) the senterice which states
that ‘“‘the speaker won from the audience a stormy reson-
ance for her propaganda for the mass strike” has been
characteristically and carefully removed.

It is moreover not the first time that an attempt has been

made to ban public discussion of the mass strike, and the .

repeated failure of these attempts should by now, in my
opinion, have shown that they are futile. The Cologne
Trade Union Congress(3) forbade ‘‘propaganda for the mass
strike’’, even in 1905. The pre-conference of the German
party comrades in Austria before the 1904 Salzburg Party
Congress likewise resolved that the slogan of the mass
strike should neither be discussed nor mentioned at the
Party Conference. Both resolutions failed however for t_he
simple reason that Social Democracy is not a sect which
is made up of a handful of obedient pupils, but a mass
movement in which questions which stir its internal life
must somehow reach the light of day, whether or not this is
thought to be desirable. .

It is therefore not the attempt to prevent a discussion of
the mass strike which is in itself deplorable here -— in my
view, such bans are to be taken calmly with peace of mind

" rather than with indignation — but the general conception

of the mass strike which lies behind it. If one was to listen to
the arguments which lie behind the claim that it is harmful
to discuss the mass strike at present, one might think that
the lessons of the Russian Revolution, the whole rich
treasury of experiences from that period, which are of vital
importance in a consideration of the mass strike and prolet-
arian tactics in general, had passed without leaving a mark.
. One might think that we were still living in the fine period of
the debates with Domela Nieuwenhuis and Cornielssen(4).

According to Comrade Kautsky, ‘‘If that’’, i.e. discussion
of the mass strike, ‘‘were to take place publicly, it would be
the same as conveying to the enemy the weak points of one’s
own position. The whole discussion would be as useful as if |
one wanted a council of war to discuss whether to give battle
to the enemy within his hearing”’.

According to this conception, the mass strike would be a
slyly thought out coup which is secretly constructed by the
“‘council of war’’ of the social democracy — something like
the Executive of the party and the General Committee of
the trade unions — behind closed doors and by which the
enemy — in this case, bourgeois society — is taken unaw-
ares. | wrote in opposition to this conception as far back as
1906 in the pamphlet about the mass strike written for the
Hamburg comrades and can only repeat what I said: ()

‘On the same ground of abstract, unhistorical methods of
observation stand those today who would, in the manner of
a board of directors, put the mass strike in Germany on the
calendar on an appointed day, and those-who, like the parti-
cipants in the trade-union congress at Cologne, would by a
prohibition of ‘propaganda’ eliminate the problem of the
mass strike from the face of the earth. Both tendencies pro-
ceed on the common purely anarchistic assumption that thé
mass strike is a purely technical means of struggle which
can be ‘decided’ at pleasure and strictly according to
conscience, or ‘forbidden’ — a kind of pocketknife which
can be kept in the pocket clasped ‘ready for any contingen-
cy’, and according to decision, can be unclasped and used’’.

To the fears of Comrade Kautsky, which stem from this
conception and which amount to the belief that public dis-
cussion of the mass strike would betray the weak points of

‘our position to the enemy, there is no better answer than the

words of Comrade Pannekoek(6), who has already shown
up most of the weak points of Comrade Kautsky’s position
in the ‘‘Bremer Biirgerzeitung”’:

‘‘How misleading this analogy with military techniques |-
is’’, Pannekoek writes, ‘‘is shown by the fact that the party-
has never done anything but discuss its strong and weak
positions completely openly. It could not have been other-
wise as Social Democracy is not a small, closed group but
a mass movement. Here secret plans are useless. Strength
and weakness depend here on general social and political
conditions, of which nothing can be kept secret and which
cannot be affected by secrecy. How could we betray our
weaknesses to the enemy? He knows them as well as we do.
And if he does not, if he is the victim of a mistaken assess-
ment of his and our strength, then this too is rooted in
necessary historico-social conditions, which cannot be
affected by tactical secrecy at all.”’

Translated from the German by Stan Crooke.
NEXT ISSUE: continuation of Rosa Luxemburg ’s article.

1. Rosa Luxemburg had submitted her article ‘Was weiter?’
(‘What next?’) to both the SPD paper ‘Vorwirts’ and the
theoretical journal ‘Die Neue Zeit’. It was refused for publica-

tion in’ both: ‘Vorwirts’ said that party rules forbade propa-

ganda for the political mass strike; Kautsky at first accepted it
for ‘Die Neue Zeit’, but later he yielded to pressure and with-
drew it. This marked the end of the personal friendship between

Luxemburg and Kautsky. The article was eventually published

in a local paper; the ‘Dortmunder Arbeiterzeitung’. This forced

the discussion into the open and Kautsky then had .to reply
in ‘Die Neue Zeit' (see above), though he only accepted Luxem-
burg’s reply to him (this article) after considerable pressure.
The opposition to publishing Luxemburg’s articles stemmed |
from the desire not to offend the trade union leaders and to .
maintain the compromise with them reached in 1906.

2. The SPD had abandoned the slogan of the republic out of fear
that an open campaign against the monarchy might lead to
the reintroduction of the Anti-Socialist Laws. Engels criticis-
ed the absence of the demand for the republic from the 1891

Erfurt party programme, and only reluctantly agreed to it on the

grounds of legality.

For Rosa Luxemburg the slogan of the republic was insepar-
able from the struggle for equal suffrage and for the mass
strike. For her, the call for the republic gave a focus to all the .
struggles against Prussian absolutism, and also served as a link
between those struggles and the overall aim of socialism.

“In March 1910, just after the publication of her first article on
the mass strike, she published in the ‘Breslauer Volkswacht’
an article called ‘A time of sowing’, in which she argued that -
the slogan of the democratic republic should become the guid-
ing aim of the Prussian suffrage movement. She described the
slogan as ‘‘a practical war cry against militarism, navalism, col-
onialism, great.power politics, Junker domination and the
Prussianisation of Germany; it is the consequence and drastic
summary of our daily struggle against all these various pheno-
mena of the ruling reaction’’.

3. The Cologne Trade Union Congress met in May 1906 and un-
- animously adopted a resolution opposing-use of the general
strike.

" 4. Niewenhuis and Cornielssen were Dutch anarcho-syndical-
ists who saw the general strike as the means to overthrow the
capitalist state.

5. The pamphlet referred to is ‘The Mass Strike, th.e quitical
Party, and the Trade Unions’, available in Enghsp in the
Pathfinder Press collection ‘Rosa Luxemburg Speaks’.

6. Anton Pannekoek: a Dutch Marxist, who from 1906 was
active in German Social Democracy. He was part of the
‘Bremen Left’ in the SPD and a keen supporter qf the use of

the mass strike. He is best known for his anti-parliamentarian

and uitra-left positions in the Communist International after the

. First World War.
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It's cheap at Woolwofths— |

alife costs less than £200

A SPRINKLER® system that
would have saved many or
all of the ten lives lost in the
Manchester Woolworths fire
is ‘ridiculously expensive’,
according to the Manchester
Chamber of Trade.

Such a system would have
set Woolworths' back by the
grand sum of £2,000 a year.
In fact, not even that much,

as a large part of the cost.

would be recouped in re-
duced insurance premiums.

If it had been a question of
a security device against
theft, it would no doubt have
been a different matter.
There was no shortage of
such security in the store that
claimed ten lives. Reports in-
dicated that fire doors were
locked in the name of secur-
ity and workers were trapped
behind thick iron bars bolted
to the windows of the cash
office. .

Most of the deaths were
caused by deadly fumes of
polyurethane foam furniture
that Woolworths  sells,
though the dangers of this
furnishing material have
been known for many years:
it claims about 100 deaths a
year in domestic fires.

Although substitutes and fire
proofing treatments are
available, the manufactur-
ers’ motto seems to be ‘if it
makes a profit, sell it’. Only
the stubborn self-interest of
the makers prevents a ban on
the material.

The fumes. from poly-
urethane foam also appear to
have played a tragic role in
the fire at Hartop old
people’s home in Sutton
Coldfield — and to have been
compounded by penny-
pinching Fire Brigade cuts.-

Six old people burned to
death in a dormitory annexe
where no smoke-detectors
were installed, although
most of the residents were

immobile and needed plenty -

of warning of any fire.

The local fire station had
recently been reduced from
two machines to one, which
meant that only one breath-
ing-apparatus  team was
available immediately, in-
stead of three.

Which confirms what fire-
men and health workers have
been saying for years: cuts

kill.
DOUG MACKAY

Saéked for speaking out

WANDSWORTH  Council,
taken over by the Tories in
1978, is out to destroy its
own Direct Works depart-
ment. - First the council
stopped the department
tendering for new work, and
now an attack has been
launched on trade union org-
anisation on the sites. Nine
stewards have been sacked
or victimised since the Tor-
ies gained control.

The latest sacking is of
Ray Mills, the convenor of
the Direct Works Kambala

Road site in Battersea. The

pretext for his sacking was a
letter he wrote to the South
London Press exposing the
rundown of the site and how

this delayed the building of
council houses for working
class families. The council
said that Mills had broken
‘confidentiality’ by sending
the letter — though it was
never even published.

They have now altered
their trumped-up ‘charge’
to one of defaming senior

management. The real reas- -

on -is simply that Mills
spoke up for the workers he

was elected to represent on

the site.

The official procedure
Mills would have to go
through to be reinstated is
guaranteed to produce no
results. He would have to
appear before a panel of

councillors, two Tory and one
Labour.
Instead of relying on a

- change of heart by the Tor-

ies, the ‘Defend Ray Mills
Committee’ is calling for a
mass picket of the Kambala
Rd site to demand his im-
mediate reinstatement in
his capacity as convenor.

The picket' will assemble
outside the Kambala Rd
site on Falcon Rd, Batter-
sea, SW11 (nearest station,
Clapham Junction), at 7.15
am on Monday 4th June.

Messages of support and
donations to: ‘Defend Ray
Mills Committee’, 17 Raven-
et Court, London SW11.

. NIK BARSTOW

Public Employees (NUPE)’s
conference demanded .on
May 20th that the govem-
ment phase out all pay beds
" in - National Health Service
(NHS) hospitals by January
1st, or ‘‘the conference In-
structs all NUPE members to
provide no further services
to private patients’’. The
"resolution was opposed by

| the union’s executive, but

was passed by the member-
ship, 750 votes to 2! -

The speech that sent Tory
journalists’ blood pressure
soaring came from Socialist
Workers’ Party member Bill
Geddes, from Hammersmith
Hospital. “Every rich
bastard who comes into the
hospital’’, he said, ‘“will only
be treated on the basis of
being a National Health
Service patient, and not be-
cause he’s got a bit of extra
money to pay the consult-
ant. The private sector has
its hand round the neck of
the National Health Service.
I think it is our duty in this
conference to cut that hand
off”’.

After a campaign of pro-
tests against the milking of
the NHS by private medicine
a ‘compromise’ was devised
in 1975 by Lord Goodman
{who leads the Fleet Street
publishers in their attacks
on printworkers): 1,000 pay
beds were to be phased out
over six months, while the
rest would be reduced in line
with recommendations from
a Board. This became law in
1976. But it did not threaten
the private medical profit-
eers.

Three million people hive
private medical insurance
policies. And the largest of
the private health insurance
firms, BUPA, said in a recent
report: “The 1976 Heslth
Service Act (which provides
for the phasing out of pay
beds [in the NHS] as and

can provide altematives)
has formalised the exist-
ence and raison d’etre of the
independent sector, and far
from weakening its posi-
tion the legislation has prov-
ed Instrumental in bringing
about .the much-needed
stability whereby:
¢‘Consultants use indep-
endent hospital facilities,
occupancy levels Increase,
hospitals become économic-
ally viable, future markets
are assured, and financial
institutions are more willing

jumping. Those with money
can get treatment that the
poor have to queue up for,
or can’t get at all.

But if pay beds divert
valuable resources from the
NHS and favour the rich,
they do so whether they are
in the NHS hospitals or not.
The NHS is being starved of
funds. Commenting on the
NHS, Dr Philip Caper of the
University of Massachusetts
Medical Schoel remarked,
“The fault in the United
Kingdom is not the mechan-

ill. For instance, the Observ-
:;-;eported last week that
the treatment of the mentally
ill was spent elsewhere. A
spokesman for the Oxford
Regional Health Authority
blithely told the Observer:
¢“We were heavily overspent
in our general area, so that’s
where the money went. Any-
way, the government didn’t
ask for it to be returned”’.

million earmarked for

A perfect example of robb-

ery by private medicine is
provided by the Wellington

‘ing in resources.

and nurses can earn far more
than their NHS counterparts
at the Royal Free.

Hospitals like the WeBing-
ton do not, of course, deal
with  geriatric  patients,
mental patients, and the
chronically il — the patients
for whom the NHS are most
short-staffed and most lack-
Private
medicine leads to a drain of

- medical resources away from

the most needy towards the
less needy but more able to
pay, and frustrates any

PRIVATE
RooM

to invest in the private health
industry”’.

Since May 1977, the
Health Service Board has
slowly whittled away the
3,400 pay beds left in the
NHS (after the initial 1,000
had been lopped off) to the
present 2,800. At present it
has proposals that would
cut a further 566.

The argument the
supporters of pay beds are
fond of givilg is that the
‘NHS makes money from the
pay beds. That is true, but it
loses valuable facilities too.

The crux of the argument, .

however, is that pay beds in
the public sector mean queue

ism but the shortage of re-
sources”.

Last week a nurses’ union
claimed that the death of a
child at a hospital for the
mentally handicapped, St
Lawrence’s at Caterham in
Surrey, could have been

- avoided if there had been

enough trained staff on duaty
at the time. St Lawrence’s
are 200 nurses short!

That case is typical: as
funds for the health service
are squeezed by the Tories
even further than by Labour,
and with private medicine
acting as a leech on the
public sector, the hardest
hit are the aged and mentally

Hospital case presently
being heard by the Health
Services Board. The Welling-
ton is a private hospital in
luxurious St John’s Wood
and has applied to build an
extension to provide a furth-
er 100 private beds.

If it does, it will want to
recrult another 142 nurses
— all trained at public ex-
pense, and all of whom could
work in the NHS — while
the Royal Free Hospital
nearby has had to close down
wards and operating theatres
because it is 175 nurses
short. Charges at the Well-
ington are £130 a day before
medical costs are added,

efforts by the NHS to
improve the balance of pro-
vision. ) .

The papers that blew their

tops at Bill Geddes’ speech
were the same onmes that
were foaming at the —
untrue — story they all
printed during the anclllary
workers’ strike, of the cancer
ward that had to close. They
didn’t say a word last Christ-
mas when the cancer ward
at Northwick Park hospital,
Middlesex, was closed be-
cause of staffl shortages,
while two private hospitals
are under construction in
Harrow, drawing staff away
from Northwick Park.

STOP PRIVILEGE LEECHING
THE HEALTH SERVICE

THE NATIONAL Union of

by JAMES DAVIES

And this must be linked to a
campaign against the whole
of private medicine and the
way it creates a two-
health system in Britain —
a deteriorating NHS for the
vast majority of us, and a
flourishing .private system
for the rich. This means a
campaign to nationalise the
private sector without com-
pensation.

The campaign should also
demand that the drug im-
dustry be nationalised with-
out  compensation and

§

hugely profitable and socially
irresponsible, and it siphons
off millions in health service

-funds. More is spent each

year on drug advertising
than on doctors’ training.

The health service at pres-
ent reflects modern capit-
alism. It is ciass-ridden,
with consultants and admini-
strators getting several tim-
es the pay of the ancillaries
and nurses, and with the
state sector used to make the
sleek tycoons of the private
sector richer at the cost of
the vast majority of the popu-
lation. i

A fight against pay beds,
especially one that points
the finger at the whole pri-
vate m . system, Is
implicitly soclalist. It is up
to the militants in the
struggle to make sure that a
socialist view of the Health
Service becomes explicit.
% ‘Health, not cuts’ confer-
ence sponsored by ‘Fight-
back’: Saturday 30 June,
at Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square,  London WCl.
Details from ‘Fightback’,
30 Camden Rd, London
NW1. Tel: 560 3431 x 679.

when the private sector




