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I'he
the days after the rlots was
carnivalesque - tLespite the
police helicopter circling
constantly overhead ( even at
night ), and pairs oi coppers
on every corner, the sense of
satisfaction ancL solittarity
anong peopJ-e on the street ras
alnost tanglble. That rnoment
was an lmportant ni.lestone in
establishing the self-ldentlty
of the 1ocal nultiracial corun-
unity, and it was apt that it
should. come about 1n a sudden
explosl-on of hatrecl and revolt
against the police. In fact one

lf lt went no f\rrther than this,
we could laugh otrf such false antt
necha^nlcal reasonlng as not wor+h
thlnklng about. But when lt is ur,ade
the basis for an opportnnlst ca^np-
aign such as that belng nrn by the
SIIP orrer the l{ew Cross flre in whlch
Il black people d.ied., lt is no laugh-
ing natter. In lts frantic attenpts
to wLn xecrul-ts in the black commun-
ity, the SIIP ls prepared to assert
as a fact that the police 8^::e cover-
ing up, that the flre was beyond dou-
bt the result of a racist attack, a^nd.

so on. It concluded that no-one sh-
ould ever believe a.nythtng the pollce
say.

kLnd. of approach would wln the back-
ing of the more liberaL politi.clans,
especS-a1ly tn the Labour party, who
do not see the rloters as crimi.naLs,
tut as vict5.ns, a.nd. nho ra,nt to all-
evlate the underlying causes of porr-
erty and unenploynrent by inJections
of cash, fina^nee for black brtrslness
ventures, nore sporLs facllitles and
so on. Itts a more subtle approach
and one that clesenres from uB a r[or€
sophisticated appraisal than the
sinpl5.stlc tllsnlssal that "sorft cops
are the saJne as ha.rrcl cops."

So uuch for the state. What about
the rioters ? Clearly they do not

THE
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of the nost positlve aspects of
the riot was its obvious anti-
police nature - atternpts to
classify it as a race rlot were
olliously rj-cticulous. ftre vil1-
ains of the piece were indent-
ified beyond. reasoaable doubt
as the police, evi.d.ence of
whose harassment a,nd. intim-
idation of the loca1 black
population was recently made
abundantly available by a
loca1 council-sponsored. 5-nqu-
iry lnto police-comrnrnity re-
lations.

Ttre riots were as, "Soci.a-
list Worker" rlghtly called
then, the "festival of the
opp:ressed, but where do the
oppressed. go fron here ?
Euphoria is all very reI1, tnrt
this is not a football match in
which the referee stops his watch
while the tea.n that has Just scor-
ed a goal celebrates - the world
carzi-es on, and. d.ecisions have to
be made about what happens next
afler the dramatic events of April.

The nrling class must also be
asking itself the sa.loe questlon;
from its point of view, Brixton ras
a d.isaster.

In such a heated sltua.tlon as this constltute a rea.dy-nade baad of hi6h-
there is-no!!i"g to be gained. from 1y conscious lnsurrectionists. ftrJythe cultivation of a r5-ghteous hatrecl share a hatred of the police born oiof the police for behaving ltke pigs. bltter experience, and on thls occa-
rhey certalnry dld not brlng about the sion took the opportunity to settle
Brixton rlots on their ownr they are sone racial scores on thl slde, not-
not to bla.ne for capitalisnrs lnabil- ably ty burnlng down two raciailst
Ity_to prwide a Just econorsr, or for pubs. &r the other hand, rhen some-
enployerst preJud.lces against'bbcks, one started throwiag stones at the
or for the eclucatlonal tllsadvantages windows of the cornrnunlty action
facgd by bla,ck klds 1n school. It-ls offlce, whose worl{ is appreciated bytheir job to hold ttre fort when trou- 1oca1 people,they wer" ilopped. rt
U]9- is 

^engendered by such inJustices. is also true horever, that-nary shop-
Although they are permamently tn the keepers got their windous brokln rho
front 1ine, as it riere, the society did not desenre it.
they se:rre is not of thelr mal<ilg,
nor d.oes it exlst to senre them lhe "novenent', now seens divided
( or at least most of thern jl *u" gver h9w to proceed'' I{hen it rnet
itis is why they a"vufop-p"Jll""3-- just af,ter Easter, the defence
1itt1e unalrstanair€ 

"f';;;-i"-["p- 13nniltee-d.ld oblige the self-app-
pening all about t#r:-A"d;-tn"*' ointed moderate spokesuan, 1aryer
aerunas of their "ob';;;*;i;;"_ 

Rudi Naraya.n, to take a back slat
sinsly b0$ta1 u"a-ii,"y-ir,;;"i;;;-- byt_-the lgetrne seened not to know
incLLfnsfy mri"ii"la,";h;-;h;""" whether lt wantecl to be specifically
of such c6nselousne;;-dilil-;;; bfack or mixed _ r+hen a vote was tak-
co:respond.ingty rnore-r;;;;:: e:t most -abstained, an6 of the few
T'here is "ppi#"tiy-;-;i#;- 

who voted, a snal1 majoritv wanted. a

_natj-ve to-i,rr" oriirs'"il;;- black-onIv eroup.
based_ on q, tsgft' approach includ- It woulcl be unforbunate in ouring the adoption of conrmrnity view if the novenent opted to be
tgli"i1q a9 1 key method of i_n- deflnitively t1."f-""ii. rn pa^:rtfiltratingr the population and r-den- this 1s *ctrse *" "Ll our opp-tifying areas of potential disa.f,fec- ression as tra^nscendins racialtion before they explode. Thls divisions a.na requiriG "-""i"t-



lon that nust tlo lifterlee. fut It
*ould aleo be a plty tf the rcrc-
nent ty acceptlng tJre ncle! opnly
dlsplayed W nary Pollee otrf,lcers
were to respond xlth equally dlst-
orted preJuittrces - lt le not tnre
that all poIlce are racilsts, or
su,por+ the t{Fr anil go o, even In
Brlrton; dlfflcrnt tltrorryb lt uaY be'
thfuEE uust be k€ryt la PersPectlve
lf firrda"nental cluages are ever to
be achieved.

Itre rAots rere alL the nore
unxelcore for the fact that
only a corple of reeke before
the author{tIes had fotrnil it
luooeslble to oaJre charges
stictr agaiast 8 of those acc-
usecl d-serious offences ln
the 3rd.stol rtots otr Easter
last yearr ctrarges agalnst the
rcnalalna 4 were then droPPed,
presuroablY not so uuch ln the
lntereets of raclal hamor5r, as
ras clained, but to save the
pollce a^nd the prosecrrti.on fron
ih" prosllectlve lgnoninY of a

IO@ fal}re 1n secr:ring con-
I victions.

In Brlxton the lmnediate
eause of the riote was the
Bollcer s heavY-hancletl atten-
pts to reduce a higlr crlme

LAMAC IITIERNATIONAL GA$IERIIG

ltre Ia.::zac Peasants and the Iar-
zac Movenent, who for 1O Years
have been resistlng ttre extension
of the n111ta^r7 canry, on the Iarzac
?lateau in tr'rance, are calling art

International Gathertng thls Aug-
ust. theY want the gatherlng to
Elve the opportunlty for arguments
I"ra a"U"t" on how to oPPose the
threat of war a^nd. lncreaslng state
reoresslon, and on how to create a
"c-omrunallst world' free fron the
clrlves of proflt a^nd. e:cploltatlon'

ltre la,::zac actlvlsts wlsh to dls-
cuss uethods of reslstance - theY

state that ln thelr orn flght theY
have not hesltatetl, rtrere necessa:ry,

rate by snauplng ttre area rlttt
nacho SPG squade. ttre ratlonaLe
le tltat lt ehould rork - there
le no polnt ln t,rylDg to keeP
the ttd on a lolllag Pot lf Yott
haventt got tlre streagtlt to d'o

so; In thls case tlre Pot bolteil
over, and the PolJ.ce got thelr
flngers hrrat.

Itrc expezd.enee d.oesatt eeern to
have made tdrel a4r ttle rieer. IIad
they rlthdrarm af,ter ttre flrst in.
cld.ents, p-ny obse:rens saltl, the
rlotr-g aegt r{kaly rould not have
d.eveloped. hrt local polic€ chiefr
seened so af,raid d the challenge
to ttretr arthority that they corld
only thlnk 1a terrs otr violently
sr4rp:oesstnq it.

lbeir "pig-headed-" refirsal to
consid.er a^rgr alternative appro-
ach ras sharett W l'ts. thatcher,
and ind.eect ls only to be expected
of the authorltarlan Rightr whose
lnstlnctlve reaction to authentlc
actlvities by the "lower oxders"
1s to quash then. thls attlfirde ls
rnlrroreil by the urore neanderthal
elenents of the Ieft, whose Po1lt-
ical Imow-how goes no deeper tlu.n
nindlessly assertlng that the worse
it is , the better it 1s.

DectIY hon the d'efence connr'
ltee sees thlttgp Is not Yet loom
Its nost innedlate task Is Prw-
fultng ald for the nearly 3p folle -
who iere a:rested. ilhat w111 be alnetl
at 1n wlder terms is nore dlfflcult

to adopt iI1ega1 forrns of stniggle'
ifl"u ,irt theii "popular r^esistance

"""in-"i 
tr," :-oeic or war-nongerin€"

ii tt" context of the growing dan-

eer of world war, which theY see

3I-""Li"a to the world crisis and

ihu-"on""qr"nt reinforcement of
ifr" u"ono,nfc battle betreen the
great Powers.

The gathering will be from 9th to
18th August.

More lnfornation from:

to see; a spokesua"n for the defence
eomitiee has talked of the need to
defentl the conuunity againet the
oollce. tnrt whether thls wll1 be

ina"*itet as Part of a wlder Poltt-
ical progra:nare is not Yet lcrorn.

Ilre l{est Indla.n connnrnity, whlch Is
noet involved., ls not partlcularly
Isrown for lts llbertaxlanrisn. Conven-
tlonal sexual roles are nore closely
a,ctherecl to than in the whlte comrmrnity'
Klds tend to be tno:ght uP in a nore
represslve walr; in fact conflict betn
bGck parents a.nd klds-Is widespread,
ea::"fng the "Strnday felegraph" to call
oir black pa,rents to inprore matters as
itt"tr "ouirfurtlon 

to itopplng the rlots
happening agala : Black feninisn has yet
tJestabllsh itself as a nor/etnent of a
signLfica^nce. Rastaf,aria^nlsn, which is
adopted or lookect on favourably by na-
ny yorlg bla,cks, doesnrt have rmch to
aL irlttr-socialisrn. The novenent will
]"irnit lts undoubted Potential if
those rithin it fa11 to raise these
problels and persPectlves.

N.T.

Dear SolldaritY,

I thinl< lt woultl be worbh Putting
the Brixton riots in the context of
the several other riots/mass direct
actions that have tal<en place in
Europe withln the last fea:r or so-
Zurich, Berlin, Ansterdam, Bristol,
Brokdorf , Plogoff , etc.

...the riots do seen to have been
ove::whelmingly positive in that
black and white working class Peo-
p1e united against the oppressive
police presence in thelr arear and
in that the looting and. attacks on
property were directed in the vast
majority of cases against shops,
businesses, churches, pubs, schools
and- other capitalist property rath-
er than a6ainst possessions belong-
ing to working class people. Both
rioters and Government ninisters/
politicians have said the conflict
was not black versus xhite, but
black and white against the auth-
orities and the poli-ce.

M.V.

Gays ln Brjxton have suffered fron
the hostility of both the police and
sone loca1 resid.ents (seerfor exanple
the Final Reporb of the Worklng ParLy
into Police/Conmunity. Relations in
Lanbethrpp.T2 et seq.). It was not,
therefore, surprising that of the
whltes lnvolved in the riots the naj-
ority were gay. cay E (30 APrlI)
reports that their involvenent has
1ed. to increased acceptance and sym-

pavsa11s d.u Larzac, _ pathy from the bla.ck street comrmrnity.

;;;;;;t*" Internatlonales Pour la common actlon often leads to greater

Palx, respect for onets-fe1lows; re hope-p"t""""" du larzac, thal the solld.arity which has clevelop-

iiiOO f,rfr,r,m, France. ed w111 be maintalned and' extended'
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LAISOUI?ING
IN VAIN

At the Westninster bossesr
talJ<lng shop, aptly clescrlbetL
as the best gentlenenrs,club
5-n town, all ig not weI1.
tory wets, that is those who
favour, even in these crisis-
rittden tines, a continuati.on
of Butskellite consensus
politlcs as opposed to monetarist
confrontation, have voted
agalnst a Tozy governnent. One
has even crossed. the plush
carpets to join the ranks of
the opposition, and others rnay
foIlow. Ol the labour si-de,
the lJillia.ns-Rodgers-Oren gang
of three has grown to a ga.ng of
fourteen which, together with
a motley crew of failed polit-
icians, academics, businessnen
and. trad.e union bureaucrats,
has fo:nned the grossly nlsnamed
Council for Socia1 Denocracy now
rechristenecl the Social Denocratic
Party. The original SociaL

.Democrats 1ed by Henry llyndman
were erponents of a singularly
dogmatic brand of Mar:risrn.

The ned.ia, perhaps fea^:ful of
the results of the Tories,
right tuzn and. Iabour,s norrc
back fron the Crossla,ncl nl"xed-
eoonomy icleologr to leftist
state-capitalisn, has portrayed
the Social Democrats as the
greitest thing since sliceii
bread. And the notoriously
unreliable opinion poIls
inform us that if the Liberals
ancl the Social Democrats formed
a unitetl front it wou]d win
the next election. Ilowever, it
is nore 1ike1y that the Social
Democrats wil-1 have as 1ltt1e
real S.mpact on parliamenta,ry
politics as the Ecolory party
or the Workersr Revolutionarlr
Party.

More 5.nportant fron a revolution-
ary vieupoint than the a.ntics
of politiciars is the fact
that the defection of Wll1ians
et a1 a^nd the row over how the
leader is to be electect has
given the Iabour party, badly
discredl-ted. by the performances
of Wilson and Callaghan, a Left
veneer, a tneasure of ostenslble
cred.ibility as a "soeialist"
alteznative to Ttratcher.
Certa5.n1y, the long term
decline in Iabo,trr party member-

ship has been reversed,, 801000
people joining in the last
year, r+hi.1e the adoption ty
the Iabour Party conference,
althor:gh not by the Parliament-
ary Party, of such poli-cies
as unilateral nuclear clisarm-
anent indicate a turn (Iurch
wouId. perhaps be more accurate)
away fron the Gaitskellite
poli-c5,es rhich have dominated
Labour since the fifties.

NEW RECRUITS
Many of those who've recently
joined the Iabour ?arty, are
people who a d.ecade a6o wouldn't
have touched it with a barge
po1e. Included in the ranks
of these converts are not a
few Libertarians who, it may
be axgued, have aband.oned the
sterility of tmd anarchisn
for the inpotence of the
Labour Party. However, it is
too easy to shielci- oneself fron
an unpleasant reality with the
arnour of clogma and endless
repetitions of the stock
phrases about people who join
the labour Party havlng crossed
the "c1ass Iines" and the Iabour
Party being the "1eft-wing of
capital" or "social fascist" or
whateqer the cu:rent epithets
are. Reassuring though this
may be, it d.oes not answer
the questions of rtry have a
growing number of revolutionari"es
joined the Labour Party, of
why many thousands of honest,
d.ecent, sincere people are
rnenbers, of why, d.espite its
atysmal anti-working class
recorl, millions of workers
stiI1 vote for it and see it
as their party, or at least
as the lesser of, two evils.
Until a realistic atternpt ls
made to answer these questions
the debate anongst revolution-
ari.es about what the le.bour
Party is and rhat to do about
it ri11 rernain so much hot air.
We should also be asking ourselves
why in tines of crisis does
working class rebellion against
both the econoni-c and authorlty
relatlonshlps otr society
manlfest.itself not in a radical
revolutionaxy, but in a rad.ical
reactionary, fascistic way?

For a starL the myth that the
Ie,bour ParLy is nonolithic
in the way in which the Soviet
Connunist Parly or even the
Tory Party is nrst be dispelled.
?he Iabour Party is a consensus,
a "broad church" uniting conflict-
in6 elements xho Ianor that,
however much they ttislike each
other, in olr:ler to enjoy the
benefits otr office they rust
stay together. It is that
knowled.ge that has prevented
any serious split in labour's
80 year history and has brought
nunerous "Left" d.efectors back
to the Labour ranks. Cerbainly,
attenpts to build a "Left'
parlianentar5r alteraative to
Ia,bour, the Conrnrnist party,
the post l93l ILP, Coruaonwealth,
etc, have all been d.i-srnaI
failures. While the rnain
tendencies, excluillng entrist
Trots, in the Iabour Party are
the advocates ctr a rnixed
economy on the one hand. and of
leftist state-capitalisn on
the other there are at rank and
file leve1 many actual or
potential Socialists. These are
the people who year in year out
do the lea.f,Ieting and canvassing
wlthout thought of rerard. To
cllsnlss then as traitors or
as opporbunists ready to se11
out at the drop of a fiver
would be a great nistal<e.

Many of these people a6ree with
the criticisns of both Iabourisn
and leninisn nade ty Libertar-
ians. Yet for thern leaving the
Labour Party to Join or start
a Libertarlatl group would be
a step into the wilderaess.
The sectari-a.nisur of those more
concerned wlth preserrring
their ideologlcal purity than
winning support for that
ideolory a^nongst those for whour
the icleolory ls meant to act
as a gui-de to their self-
liberation, cloes little to
encoura€e then. fhere is
within the Ia.bor Party a
potential large audience for
the self-rnanaged Socialist
alternatlve. Glven the loyalty
of thls audience to the Iabour
Party and thelr, in some rays
healtlqr, distnrst of verbose
declasse intellectuals nlore



concerneal with reliving the past
than changing the present the
problen arises otr what is the
best way to address thls ar:dlence?
The be1lef that the best ray
to do so ls by jolnlng the
Iabour Party has lecl sone
Libertarlans lnto the Iabour
ranks. Such a path is fraught
with da^ngersl History is ful1
of revolutionaries, Ilerbert
Mourrison is a prirne exarnple,
rho Joined. iabour to tuzn it
in a revolutlona.:ry clirection and
have ended up on the right.
f,ihat then is the alternative?
A choice between the incestuous
liJe of isolated sects and
sinking in the Iabour swa,mp
is like that between Sata.n
and Beelzebubl

Ihe over ldealistic or over
pessini.stic nay see support
for Tony Benn as a.n answer,
a.fter all he has a 1ot to say
about d.ernocracy and. decentral-
j.sation. However, a reading of
Benn's "Argunents for Socialisn"
will reveal that far fron being
a blueprint for revolution his
thinking i-s less "revolutionar;r"
than that of Cripps, Bevan,
Strachey, Cole and Co. in theIthirties or for that rnatter
of MacDonald. in Labour's early
days. ?he labour Party far from
noving toward.s socialism is
nerely rnov5.ng back to lts
position of the years 1931-51.
fhe ideology of this period
fa,r fron being libertarian
was a hotch potch of Fabian
refor:nisn, Mo:rison style
cortrloratisn, Keynsiani.sn, and
anglici.sed versions of Stalinism.
It was b;r no neans accldental
that Fabian intellectuals such
as Shaw and the Webbs found
their mecca in Stalin's Russia
and Mussolini's Italy or that
Labour Lefts such as Mosley
and Beckett were the for:nders
of British faseism. For all of
then it nas the plan and the
planners and not the people
which were all irnporba;nt.

Today the sa,ne is tnre for the
Ia.bour Left ideologues. i{hat is
inportant for then is not
worklng people taking control of
their Iives, but state control
of lndustry ( sanltised rlth the
cosnetLc of "part1c5-pation")
and the clefence of the British
natlon state frorn foreign
conpetitlon. Their bait for the
nasses, who are seen nerely
as votlng fodder, is populisn
ancl radical nationalisn. Nor
have uany lost their adrniratlon
for the USSR, just look at +,he
utterances of ttre AIex Kitsons
and Ja,rnes lanonis!

For all sections of the labour
Party the parlia.nentar5r road
is the only road and thls is
the nost da:rgerous illusion of
all! l{hat happenett in Ch1le
ia l)l) nust never be forgotten.
}{or shou]d, we forget the nurours
here in l)14 xher. the ninersr
strike was at its peak a^ncl

Ileath feI1, of a nilita.:ry coup,
rrrmours which led to the hasty
clispatch of junior officers to
the wilds of Belize. Socialisn
can be brought about by neither
parliamentar5r reform or the
machinations of conspiratorial
vangua^:rds. It can only eone
about by the conscious independ-
ent self-activity of workers.
The potential for such activity
undoubtedly exists, br:t it is
far fron being realised. For
the nost part, the rorking class
"1itt1e run" (and. woman) is sti11
caught in the straitjacket
of submissiveness and d.eference;
for hin/her pqlitics is sonething
done by politicians not W
workers. How to reaiise that
potential, how to ulstrap the
straitjacket should be the
concern of all Soclalists of
all parLies and none. 0therwise
all of us will be labouring in
vain.

T. Liddle.

I'VE TOLD IOU BEFOnE, WE'LL HAVE NO MOnE rALK Or SOCIALISM IN IHIB p

NoT SuBt(fttsE

IT'S reI.DA CURTIS TNTB:

SOLIDAXIIT is very shozt of cash.
the last issue was produced with
money borrowed fron a menber.There
is barely enough noney to pay for
this issue, and none for the next.
Please send all subscri?tLons and
donations to Solidarity, c/o 12)
iathon Road, Iondon n.5.

KICKING UP
A STINK

A new tactic of protest was invent-
ed. by resid.ents of East Lond.on,s
Poplar dlstrict after the Spring
Sank Holiday. Dustrnen in Tower
Harnlets have been in dispute with
the Council for over five weeks
and have been rrefusing to collect
nrbbish. Not surprisingly, this
has got up the resi.dents' noses.
So in the launderettes of the area
the word was passed, and on Jth
May at about J p.n. people gather-
ed, collected the bags of litter in
the chutes of the tower blocks, and.
built barricades across streets
used. by tra.ffie as short-cuts.
Police gathered. in force, even dog-
handlers, but confined thenselves
to putting up bo11ar:rds and a.dvis-
ing drivers to turn round. A GIC
van was booed and pelted with nrbb-
ish.

This is an lngenious way of forc-
ing counclls to provide services
which have suffered under thetteutstt.

oaaaaaaaaoaaaaaaa'
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Cablnet believe that the nonetar-
tsts have a potnt). There are
nnbtings of llotslqytet talewers,
there are uoti.ons abotrt nuclear
tLLsa,:ma,nent, there i-s a new
leader a^nd there a,re noves to
establLsh a succesgor who 1111
be rsti.ll nore zradlcal'. The
party has noved far enorgh to
the left for it to shed a nurber
of Lts nore rfuht nlng nenbers
and. M.P.s and for a la.age nu[ber
of ttre politically active left
in ttris country to Joln it.
Ihe:re is a ner nood of optinS.sn
anonst lts nenbers a.nd people
yor talk to speaft-otr it beconing
a real alternative and a uass
left wing norrenent.

OPTIMISM
Such naive optlnlsn 1s inmensely
tlepnesslng. Beca,use the Consenr-
ative Party is so bad there is
a.a assunption that ttre Iabour
Party nust be good.. Because the
record of the Iabour party ras
so arftrl when they were in office
(reduced :real incone due to an
incone p9]i"y rhlch ignored prlces;
ryngntert?) there is an assumition
that 1t rsust be d.ifferentr
next tine. To ne lt seens nore
1ike1y that ttre futr:re record of
the labor party rilt be sinilar
to lts past recotd.. Just beca,use
thele is a ner pa.r.t3r leader a.nd
a ner systen of voting does not
mea"n that the firnda.nental 4a!q1.6
of the party has pe::uanently
cha"nged. Ttrere Ls surely every
danger that the. cuz:rent leftra.:nd
stance of the Iabour party is
all part atd parcel of its usual
trlck of beconing nore rsdi.cal
in opposition - only to become
5.ncreasingly tinid in office.
fhere is a vety long traditi_on of
good honest people joining the
Iabour Party a^nd rorking dann hali
1-o q"t it elected, in the hope
that this tine the prty means
what it says; that this time the
slogans ronrt be dropperl as soon
as the election is orre:r; that this
tine there wonrt be another
incones pollcnr a^nd another
conrnitnent to MtOi that this tine
it rrill be rlifferent. To date
it never has been. ltre party
regularly takes on a nolle rad.ical
tone rhen out of office a^nd with
borilg regularity clrops it again
once ia porer.

Ihat is rorse i.s that the
irdividual nembersr get cha^nged
in the process. Itrey get worn
dorn and alterecl by the experience
of tr71ng to get their lcleas
implementetl ty the parby. Ttrere
is a long slor process of ha,:rcL
work neetlng with fnrstrating
fallure, of trying once a6aln
and falIing, of corqrronising
where necessa;rXr and of toning
down the nessage to appeal to
the electorate. Gi-nen enor:gh
tfune thls process turns good

LABOUR
AGAIN P

Over the past couple of years
the political scene in thls
country would appear to have
changed quite sharply. We had
grown used to a 1a4ge area of
political agreenent between
the major parties which lnvolved.
in parbicular a shared aceeptance
of the econornic obJectives of
governrnent ( Iow unerployrnent,
eeononic grow'th, high lnvestment
regional aicl etc. ) and a sharecl
acceptance of how these objectives
might be achieved. (Keynesian.
denand nanagenent). Arguments
between the parties have tradition-
a1ly been about dlfferences of
emphasis; about how successful
each pa::ty had been at achieving
the sharecl alms, a,nd. about non-
economic issues such as comprehen-
si.ve education. Ttre areas of
dispute have often been so
insignificant as to be virbually
undetectable and had to be artif-
icially blown up by rhetorical

language in the vain attenpt to
maintain the l-nterest of the
British public in what were
basically pretty tedi-ous squabbles.

A11 that has now altered. lJe have
for the first tine in many years
a clear d.5.vergence between the
Government and the opposition
about genuS.ne issues. I'tre
Consenrative Party, or at least
the section of lt rhich has
control of the Cabinet, beli.eves
that inflation is the main
evil facing this country and
that nonetarisn is the only ray
to cleal with it. Itre Ia.bour
Party, for all its variety of
responses, is clear on a nunber
of things. It rega:ds unemployraent
as the maLn menace and it d.oes
not regazd. nonetarism as the
sole guid"e to the management of
an econorny (ttrough it is well
worth pointing out that several
key mernbers of the Shadow

W
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strong nilitants into those wea.k
proponents of 'realpolitik' who
cling onto their positions out
of pride and slow donn and wear
out the next generation of
nilitants. Barbara Castle was
a left winger, so for that natter
was Wilson. Foot ras so far to
the left that the nedia campaigned
against h5.n exactly as they are
now d.oing against Benn. Once
he hit office he seemed to quieten
down a 1ot. What kind of b1ind.
faith is it that assunes that once
he becoues Prine Minister he
will prove nore resilient?

What is real1y dispirlting is
the number of people who cu:rently
beli-eve that the problen is one
of personalities, that the reason
wlqr there is such a long historical
record of staunch left wi-ngers
beconing tane Ministers is because
they were all sotnehow susceptible
to corruption because of who they
were, that it is aII a natter
of finding an honest man, that
Senn i-s sonehow d.ifferent -
the incorruptible. It is not a
question of Senn or anyone else
being dishonest or selling-out -
it is sinply a matter of the forces
which operate upon a refornr
orientated left-wing movement.
The system has had a. long recorrl
of success at absorbing reforrr
movenents and it has an equally
long recorrl of getting once
radical reformers to become
rnild-rnannered. ?here is a whole
history of reformers starting
out strong, just like Benn.
What is frightening is just hor+
timidly most of then finish.
It ca.nnot sinply be a natter of
chance (it has happened in too
nany countries on too ma.ny

occasions) and if it is a matter
of a historical force operating
against reforni-st soci.alists
then why should Serur be inrnune
to it?

often not based on its failure
to adopt a particular policy or
of its bad record in office. The
most comrnonly leveled criticism
has always been that it is the
whole tactic of reform politics
which is fl-rong. When you join
something like the Iabour ?arby
you ajre joining a party which
believes in operating within
the system; which believes that
sonething can be d.one to alter
the systen and inprove it and
that whatever ca;r be d.one can
be most effectively done gradually.
I would argue (and a great many
of those now joining the labour
Party themselves used to argue
this way) that what is required
is not an alteration of a basic-
a1ly sound system but an honest
opposition to a system which
cannot be reformed into the
kind of society we want. I would
furLher a:gue that even if you
believe in reforn then the
nost effective ray of getting it
is precisely ty revolutionazlr
activity. If you ask for radical
reforms you tend to get mild
ones; a Brixton riot tend-s to
spawn radical reforms.

The Iabour Party nay now be a
clear alternative to the Conse:rr-
ative Party but this is not

BENN'S SOCIALTSM H:'Hil5 #"H",ffi"i3"o

Benn has been built up by the
nedla as some kind of madrnan
(he is in fact, remenber, a
fairly mild Christian socialist
and has neveffilFed 1n any
kind of revolution). The :nere
suggestion that he night (with
the change in election rlles)
becone leader of the parby at
scrrne time in the future has been
rnet with a split in the Labour
ranks and a furious press campaign.
It is alrnost as if the rnedia is
training hin. If he wishes to
operate within the systen
then he will have to learn the
systemrs nrles - or eIse.

This is not a new point. It is
a long established one that many
of those now joining the Labour
Party are well aware of. Itre
critielsms which they themselves
used to uake of the party were

reformist approach. What has
happened is that the Consenrative
?arby has rnoved sharply to the
right whilst the kind of reforms
which the Labour ParLy is pushing
for have changed sonewhat. The
Labour Party's prograJnne has begun
to sound increasingly 11ke the
d.emands of the Ruro-Cornrmrnists.
The party hasn't so nuch noved.
to the left - it has rather
fallen increasingly under the
sway of those who see j-ncreased
state intenrention as identical
to a move to the l"ft.-

left in this country wants, is
in the nost part highly unattract-
ive. In other word.s, the way that
the left of the Iabour Party
(and the Ma:::<ist morement
generally) conceives of socialisn
is seriorsly flawed.

There are a la,rge number of
people arnong the left of the
Labour Party who seriously
believe that increased nation-
alisation will have the effect
of gradually bringing Britain
nearer to socialisn. They talk
of nationalising the banks or
the top 100 companies as though
this will in sone way inprove
the l1ves of the ordina.ry
members of the public. It should
not be left to the Conservati-ves
to gleefuIly point out that the
top 100 companies are nationaliseo
in Russia nor should it taj<e
a genius to notice tha,t there
are state run banks i-n several
countri-es in Western Europe
which d.on't seem to have advanced"
the socialist cause one iota.
Ihe left of the Iabour Party is
:ti1I caught in the ideological
trap of conceiving of socialj.sm
as sonething to do with state
planning and there is preci-ous
1itt1e real awareness anongst
then that what matters is not
so nuch who owns industry but
who controls it. After all
the B.B.C. is a state nin instit-
ution yet it uould seen to be
one of the leading bastions of
the establishment. It should
surely be clear by now (to
anyone nho looks at the real
wor1,1 instead of their Marxian
textbooks) that r+hen we look at
a national.ised industra what we

are looking at is almost identical
in forn and content to a non-
nationalised giant corporation.

Those who are cuzrently mshing
to join the La.bour Party are
therefore, it would appear,
ignoring (alnost as an-act of

STATE SOCIALISM wil7 ootir "i," po,."r.-3, or
ideolory of nuch of the left of

This brings me to ny final
criticisn of the labour Party.
I would argue that the kind of
reform the Labour Party wants,
and also the kind of soci.alisrn
which most of the revolutiona^:ry

the party and- the whole traditi.on
of the accornrnodation of the party
within the establishment oncq
it hits power. They are currently
feeling virLuous because they
are 'doing somethingr and are
enjoying the illusion tha.t they

t
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ABOUI OURSELVES
I TC[' WA]{T TO COIITACT SOIIDAXIIY...

I2J, Iathon Road, Iondon,8.6.
34, Cor1ey Road, Ocford.
fi, Slu. Benetlicts Street, l{o::nlctr.
10, B1enhe5.n Te:race, Leecls 2.
8a, Hector Road, Ma^nchester IJ.
Box 23, 163, lLar€ St:neet, Aberdeen.
2I, Trellske Ia.ne, Illghertorm,
Truro, Cornwall.
4, The Groye, Ia,ncaster.

Ihe Natirirnal. Secretaqr can
be contactetl via Iotdon group.

the Internatlonal Secreta,:ry can
be contacted c/o 83, Gregory Cresc.,
E1tha.n, Lond.on, SE9 5RZ.

The Natlonal I?easurer can be
contacted, c/o 6J, Odord. Roa.d.,
Exeter, Devon.

Habitual readers of ,,So1idarlty,,
1111 have notilced the conslilerabte
dlverelty oif views erqrressed in our
receat lssues.

ltre tllsagreements which are aLred
[n these pages reflect the clebates
a.nd the ctlvergent tendencles withln
Solldarity. It rould be foollsh to
pretend. that thls lack of unifo:m-
ity haa not created problens for us
(or that the sllence of other groups
on such natters nea^ns they have no
lnteznal dLssenslons.) B"t there a:re
na^ntrr problens whlch will sti11
have to be solved, not least because
na^ny of these solutj-ons can only be
practical ones, a,nd. to aband.on our
cournitnent to crltical, and self,-
critical., thinklng would nea,n tbe
stagration of our politics.

Fron the letters and. corments we
receive l-t Is apparent that some
articles have given rise to rnis-
understandlngs, whl1e others roulcl
Ilke to rnake all of us responsible

for the ciplnlons of each. I{e have
no need[ of the klnd of acceptabll-
lty to be galned. by attachlng label-s
to ourselves, or b;r talloring orr
icleas to conform to the preJuillces
of oth.rs.

If we aren't to recount the whole
of our polltical experlence in every
issue, lt is lnescapable that thls
Jouzaal wiLl be largely made up of
fragments, the pub15-c forruulation
of a d.5.a1ogue through whlch we give
shape and substance to our 11ves.
the least of our ereectatlons 16
that a few of these artlcles, c:reat-
ivly applied, nay be of use as we
try to na.ke sense of a berLltlered
world. lltrile the contents of this
Jouznal generally reflect the group's
pollt1cs, artLcles slgned. ty indl-
vicluals flear | lecessarily reflect
the viers of a'11 our rnenbers.

the editorial production of this
journal ls rotated. around various
Solidarlty groups nationwlcle. Itrls
issue ras the work of Ioniton group.

are fighting the Torles by
supporbing the Iaboru party.
What they are forgetting ii tfratrt 1: lgt enough to have something
worth fighting against - you haveto have something worth fighting
for as well.

Having said all that the otvious
question becomes what can be
offered. in terms of an alternative
strategy. lily argument would be
that the alternative stratery
alrgady exists and is being
inplemented by fairly wide
sections of the poprlation.
It seems to nre that the first
and most basic plank of any
attempt to cha,nge the system
nust tre to believe in no-one
ancl to trlst no-one but ourselves.
0n this score there are few

anong the non-po15-tlca1 general
public who wou1d. d.i.sa6ree.
This nears not placing all your
political eggs ln one basket -
i..e. not staking everything on
the return to power of Iabour
nor on the p:recise po11tica1
programlne devised by the guru
of some minute left sect.

It means d.oing all our fighting
for ogselves and not leaving
it to a.rgrone else (and then
crying 'sel1 out' r*ren they fail
to cone up with the goods). It
neans placing orrr faith in some
of those fragments whlch Sheila
Rowbothan ilescribed ln her book
'Seyond the Fragments'. In ter:ns
of exa,rples one could. cite
sone of the work belng clone by
cerbaln elernents in the woments

nwenent, in the gay rights
groups, in 1ocal conuunity
protest groups, in the a.nti-
bonb novenent and sone of the
nore inaginative stnrggles
fought hy those at work (e.g.
Luca.s Aerospace) and those out
of work (e.g. sone claimants
unions). It means fighting for
whatever you ean in whatever way
you can for yorrself. By this I
do not nean that we should get
ca:ried. away on some anarchist
clrea,m and iclealise each and. every
riot in the streets or each and
every new punk band. which spouts
revolution. What I nean is that
there are elenents in the youth
nwenent, elements in the black
conmrnity and elenents in the
workersr novenent wtrich have
conmon lnterests against the
systen which caa be brought out
and shared. ltre left in this
corntry should be turning its
attention to the 1ong, tedious
and dlffieult task of helping
us all to learn to share our
varlous ffuhts a^nc[ to clevelop
our tactlcs (e.g. a.1ong the lines
worked out 1n sone o,f the Polish
strikes). It shotrld not be
engaged ln the task of asslsting
the efforte of aagr party - be 1t
refo:oLst or revolutionarJr -
to persuad.e us that thls tlme,
rith thls leadership and rith
this progranne things w111 be
different. 0nly rhen it stops
treatlng people as voting or
recnrlting fodder w111 the left
begln to have something worthrliile
to offer to ordina,:ry people a.nd I
aee no evidence that any of the
politlcal parties currently
existlng a;re prepa^tled to do so.

Andy 3rown.
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Oear Solldarity,

When I read the sound libert-
arian argunents of your nagazine,
it cones as a surprise to ne
that such connonsense does not
appeal to the vast najority of
workers in this country. Naturally
such a mass rejection of a
workersr nagazine by the workers
nust cause you some qualms,
but you seem to pay 1itt1e
attention to the reasons
behind this rejection. As a
relatively new reader I an
therefore left to assure your
erplanations - possibly along
the lines of a nrling hegenony,
naintained \r capitalists
through or by the State, with
blanket control of ed.ucation
and mass rned.ia; thus ensuring
that all challenging ideas
are stillborn. I find this
kind of argument unconvincing,
just because in ny erperience
workers nearly always have a
set of worthy rreasons for
rejecting golidarityr s ideas.

Now although your nagazi-ne
presents the argurnents for
liberf arian / anar cho-co:mmunisn
c1ear1y, and with topical
and practical reference,
nevertheless the (in some
cases strong) arguments a€ainst
d.o not seem to be presented,
and refuted.

As an example take the rproblem
of leadershipr. An'a-political'
person (rnaybe the rrnan in the
street') might claim leadership
to be necessary in ord.er for
anything to get done - and
i-nstance organisations such
as the Arny, Hospital, Ship
etc. Sinilar claims were made
by Lenin, who cou1d. also quote
Engels (Lenin - State and
Revolution: Continued ?atl- Zt
Controversy with the ana.rchists.)

In order to bring the argunent
into focus take the exarnple of
Poland and Lech Walesa - (who
is able to delay and perhaps
prevent strikes by the sirnple
and fanili-ar expedient of
threatening to resign as unionteader). Intenriewed by Italianjournalist Oriana Fallaci for
the Sund.ay Times 22.1.81, Walesa
made several revealing comments.
?hus, at a crucial neeting
of 21000 Gdansk workers, their
boss had just asked then to
leaye and they were conplying -
when Walesa arri.ved, gave the
boss a straight left and becane
the workersr leader. The workers,
accorrC.ing to lrlalesa, need a
leader. Certain ideas fo11ow
from this, for Walesa: a conternpt
for lengthy di.seussion, and a
liking for 'strong government,.

LETTEIlS

Dear solidarity, 3#ii:,ffi:"Lx':rflifiI il"|il
Ca,=., on the sood ment. So far, for all its_bGther,

work, donrt be too al*,rrti"--'il" ll: Ieft in Britain has only sent
;i;;"; in-tir" il""rp.'"*--- : l1: u"'licators' The TUc hai 1au-

The liberbariai-teft over here nched.a n1]f1lgarled appeal for a
(rorway) seerns to be divided betwe-1i::"1y r'zo'uoO, but nuch, much

en rather 'orthodoxl ;iu.i;il";"i"'' more is needed.

anarcho-syndicalists without nuch n^.-^.
rollowins and mi1lei/;;;i|fr ;;;i- I:"""ds the end, a sister said that
vists whi are vely ;'t;;; il p"*,rv l:-..I" *""" honest the onlv wav we

- re latively 
"p"ui.iiel 

-iirii"" 
"rii'- 31114 

sullort solidarnosc, faults
ion asainst ,rr":-"*'iiui;;-;"";i";and all' was on i'ts own tezms.

slro1e here, maybe 5v" of !1" pop- Meanwhile, while the British teftulation, at aqy rate a rea11y siz- has rabbited, Rr.rnanian-ro"t"rs,able proportion, with even the big- inspirea ty ifre p;ii"; 
"***pf",gest (or next biggest) aaily.papei hav-e acted.. rn the ninrne and oit-_against such weapons. Norwegians refining districis; ttt"v=f,"v" tt,r_are well aware that even in a'1im- eatened to strike-for--a"srrorberited.' n'rclear war there won't be workin€ week, profit_sfraiing, anamuch^lef t { N9"r*y a^f ter- both sides yugos Gv-"tyi"' *o"t"rJi'*-"ounci r" .are finished. Unforbunately the DiJsidents haye been silenced andmain political parties don't seen the security f;";;;"";;;igttenua,to understand this - so as usual but Rumania-*"y *"it--t"-1i," 

"""n"it's no good asking then for helpl of the workersi next big-struggle

There are striking slnilaritles
between the ?olish workers'
need for a leader, and the
Hungarian workers need for a
leader in the revolutlon of
1)J5. In Ancly Anderson's account
(soriaarity London 19&) trre
naue of Inre NaSr recurs
again and again. ?o the obvious
berildernent of the author of
thi.s account, the Hungarian
workers persist in supporbing
or cllnging to their rmode::ate',
1aw and orrier leader, even
after (the author suggests)
Na6y ca11s in Russian tanks.

In the face of such a powerfully
abasing need- that looks like
hurnan natr:re, it is i-ndeed.
difficult to see how such leaders
can eYer be made accountable to
large assemblies, re-ca1Iab1e,
ready to be sacked or to rake way
for others to share or rotate
the job. The iron 1aw of
oligarchy rules, and. revolutions
only reshuffle the top people.

I enphasise that I donrt
subscribe to such views, but
that I think they are wid-espread r'
and that I would 1i-ke to see
then taken seriously, and
seriously refuted..

Yours fraternally,
Nick Keene

A11 the best,
John Downing

Dear Solidarity,
At long last some of the Trad I€ft
groups have woken up to what is
happening in Poland and have decid-
ed to do sonething about it. Ihi-s
something was a narch to the Soviet
Enbassy on April 13 by 500 people
including a couple of Solidarity
nembers. ltre march organisers,
which lncludecl a nunber of Ioca1
Labour Parties and several lYot-
s\yist groups had banned "cold-warrt
slogans though nobody knew rvhat the
these night be. Soneoae suggested
that "Fuck Brezhnev" wou1d. tre,
whereas "tr\rck the Btueaucratic De-
fornations of the llorkers' States"
wouldn't be. Because of this the
Polish Solidarity Canpaign had
withdrar+n i-ts original sponsorship
of the narch. ltre realiti.es of
I?ad-I€ft double-think were shown
by the slogan saying "Defence of
the Sovlet Union - Yes; Bureauerary
- No".

Ihe traditional march was followed
by the traditional meeting, ad-
dressed by Tariq AIi and a couple
of labour MPs. Comrade A1i called
on the Western tnnlcers to cancel
the debts owed. to them ty Poland.
Ilrere followed intenrentions ty
the SparticS-sts, a ltot. group
whose favourite slogan is- ,'Hail"
to the Red Amy,t, and World Rev-
oluti.on, who accused Reg Race Mpof murdering Rosa Llrxembourg.
Reality was restored by a po:_istr
speaker who sai.d that nhat Solid-

against the parasitic bureaucracy.

A. Sorotnik



P0L/rNll - /IN/ILYSIS
/rNll I)IIOSI)ECTS

The following consists of ex-
cerpts fron an intenriew (about
the beginning of October Ip80)
with Jadriga Staniskia, an Ass-
istant in sociology whose activ-
ity during I95B 1ed to her being
j-nprisoned and then excluded from
un5"versity. In intenrals of work
as a nurse and other jobs and be-
ing registered as unemployed she
prepared a thesis on bureaucracy
(tSZt_) and published. it in l)lz.
Her thesis on the contradictions
of organisation was refused. acc-
ess to a printer. After a year in
the USA she wrote lltre Dlalectic
of Socialist Societiesr (to be
published by Princeton Fress and
Einaudi). On her return to poland
at the beginning of July she ob-
tained a teaching contract at un-
iversity.
lhis interrriew was published in
German, translated" into French
and. nade available to us bjr com-
rades in Echanges. English trans-
slatlon and ed.iting: LlJ.

PROSPECTS

FOR REFORM

JS.... l{hen they are renote from
power people adopt a critical att-
ud.e but they donrt change their
ray of thinking. ltre only way out
for the Parfy would be a new lead-
ershlp proposing a new course
with some credibility. Blrt there
is ho question of that. The Kania
group is clearly using the sane
methods as Gierek: slackening the
reins, temporising, resorting to
the Catholic Church as a factor
for stabilisati-on. ltrey thou6ht
they could- bring the workers to
the same point as the intelligen-
tia. in the /0s, that the workers
wr:uld be content with the exist-
ence of ind.epend.ent unions, with
no access to the clecision-mal<ing
process. Itrat might have been the
ease with organisations like the
Free Uni.versity or even the K0R,
for whom it is enough to exist,
but for the workers that's not en-
ough. After scarcely a fortnight,
they were already d.emand.ing more.
In the Gdansk Accozds provi-sion
was made for the creation of con-
nissions to deal with workers'
sa^fety, and then nothing came of
it.

MS (interrriewer) - So they wanted
'workerst control?

JS.- Ihat's sonething else agai_n"
this workers' mo'rrenent is anarch-
ist in i.ts way, but in the good s
sense of the termrthat is it opp-
oses eveqr institution a,nd hie::a-
chy. It is constmcted on the pri-
.nciple of mininal hierarchy. Itrs
not interested in guarantees about
control of leaders, what they want
is confidence and rotation. firey
have decided not to participate in
the existlng institutions, iike
the factory counclls or the self-
managenent cormittees. Itrey are a
applying the same general plan as
during the strilce: demancl and pro-
test, without talcing on a,ny respo-
nsib11ty. Moreover, it rnrst be sa
said that there is no area in
rhich they could have taken part
in d.eclsi.ons. For the noment, at
factory level, no-one is taking
decisions. So, shorL of a reform
on the Yugoslav or at least on
the Hungarian nod.e1, there is not
the slightest possibility of par-
ticlpation. ltre workers are using
thelr strength only to obstnrct
things. Unforbunately, the refonr'
proJect cu:rently being rorketl on
by the trania group has no control-
ing line and is very technocratic.
The unions will oppose this reform
and block it...([re Kania group)
are inconsistent, they only take
half-neasures. Thatis wtry I think
our economic situation will only
get worse... In these conditions,
short of a real reform that would
offer the unions the room to parb-
icipate in decisions, they w111
win nothing brut penurlr, wi.th enor.
nous poxer of obstmction by the
unions which are becoming increa-
singly zadical because they have no
power of positive action.

DILEMMA
JS...Reforn rneans the modification
of prices, and 'socialist banlcrup-
tcy for about a quarter of all en-
terprises, rhich lack efficiency.
It also neans that the whole Plaa
system will be changed, with no
more authoritarian planning, only
nodels a.nd very generous controls
for the bartks. Loss of emplqrment
will fol..lor for thousantls of peop-
1e in the adninistratlon, and the
dominant group is incapable of
bringing about a"rqrthing of the kind.
Ihey are so wea.k that they cannot
do anything to risk d"isturbing
such a fragile equilibrium.

l4S - But what ca.n cone of.it? Do

you expect the obst:ruction nech-
anisn to provoke a najor shal<e-
up, or will it lead to a general
strike?

JS - I1m rea11y afraid that there
will be a general strike in a
nonth's tine. f'm not in favour,
beca.use it would rrean Soviet int-
enrention. 3ut frorn another point
of vi.ew the situation on the work-
ers side is very complicated; they
are not only dissatisfied with the
fact that the Gdansk guara.ntees are
not being appIied", they are also
nore and more dissatisfied rith the
Accorrls thenselves. There rere nis-
ta.kes on both sides, on l{a1esa's
part and on the part of the govern-
ment. Point 8, on future wa€e nego-
ti-ations, stipulates that they
should be carried out by sections,
using the o1d. scales, which has two
consequences: it will get out of
the control of the new ulions, which
is rhy the goverrunent insisted. on
it;and it also mea.ns tha.t it ri11
be very anti-ega1itar5"an, because
those at the highest Ievels will
get nore than those in the lorest
paid. categori.es. Ttre workers' pro-
tests and the several weeks of st-
rikes in lGakow and Silesia rere
not directed- against the non-app-
lication of the Accorris, but arose
because this way of applying thea
is creating increasing tension.

WAGES
MS - this undifferentiated incr-
ase in wa6es is akeady under ray
and the workers' clelegates have
already reduced their clains ty a
quarter.

JS - It goes even further than
that. Ihere are verT ride ineq-
ualities betreen the various
categories of workers, and nore
differences with each section. At
the start they xere asking for
2000 more zlotys for everyone. At
the end of August, they were ask-
ing that all those earn5-ng more
than 350Ozl. should. get J00 more,
and those earning less than JJOO
should get 1000 rnore. And then
Walesa and Jagielski agreed betr.r-
een themselves that everyone wou1d.
go up one category. It was a te:r-
ible mistake, because lt na,kes for
great inequalities between the
workers. Ttre gaps between categor-
ies var3r widely e.g. for the low-
est it night nean an i.ncrease of
l5O zl., and for others 70 or 80.



were not. Rather, the workers are have been put to the vote, because
less and- less satisfied with the the rule was that they would vote
negotiations ancl with the indepen- on fund-anental questions, and when
dent unions. I'm in the middle of there was di-sagreeraent within the
investigating this; we have been presidium. 3ut it Has not put to
questioning lrorkers in C'dansk, and the vote, when even in the pres-
the first inte:rriews show that s6t- idiul there were sone opposed to
tain of the workers have been orrep it.
come b;r apathy, because they think
that the independent unions are It ras a ver"Jr interesting situation
the same as the old ones..About_a fron the point ot vier of the work-
quarter of them are beconing rad- ers, clasi consciousness. I was on
icalised, especially the young. the sna11 working group when the

f, il;Hrl,: ";Tl3t1,:l"l.tfl:':: ;coNFLlcr ;*":"_:l:i.:i$"T":;i3'iill3li; ,
negotiators on either side ' and J

MS- so there are also contradic- iffiiill:i"lit; f H:rttiyrl3l
tions in the new unions? 

"p""ra""-t 
unions would constitute an

JS - yes, heaps. For exanple, all. i*:"*:?il?1,'liiEuiSt;"ffi3 l3?: ;:
the conflicts that wer€ Present at
the tine of the "t"ii"l 

"#';;; 
*" 

1i..lnethine to refute that'of
arising asain. tlr"" i;"#;;-; -::T"' all this wa's wav bevond'

conflict with refere;;';"^il"- 113! th" workers could' irnagine or

forn of the ner ""i";:. ii""i"*- nake sense-of'-The MIGS-(rnter-fac-

ins role of the p.,#:'.;;"";"H: ::il=:i;ii::tigrt:Htlffi] I?"rffi
MS - I noticed th"r g*ils__tl_" - i::i"igi":::L::.?i":,nii:"-:$"*nesotiations, when 1: *:**:k:r *JiJ'"ot thinkins in terrns of classwere argui-ng orer that last polnt.
ltrey asted l{alesa to come 

"rrh 
ai"- representation on one sj.de or the

cuss it, he got up on the platform other, they had no nodel. So they
and said it was all a rnisundersta- dicl not understand nhat this point
nding. meant. For that same reason i't was

difficult to get then to accept it.
JS - And today the conflict reapp- The government would have had to
ears. Ihe Solidarity Statutes were erplaln it to thern in advance, but
refused- by the court in !,larsaw be- it wanted to avoid" doing so because

That was what proroked the rild- cause'they did not include that
cat strlkec. The gorernaeat is fo::ru1a about the leading role of
using the o1d unions to put aIL the party. If it was not includ.ed
that lnto effect, becalrse they are it's becasue the plenum of deleg-
organi-sed. by sections. It insiste6 ates now controls ilalesa and pre-
on this nod.eI, becar.se it r+anted vented him from bringing it in. 0f
to map out an area of action for course it is there ind-5.rect1y,
the old unions. si-nce the statutes affirm the va1-

idity of the Constitution and of
MS - And this is hor j-t's sti11 the Gdansk Accozd.s, but the gover-
happening today? runent wanted it to appear specif-

ica11y. I think, though, that the
JS.- 0f collrse, because it's in present d.egree of radicalisation
the accords. ftre gorreznnent 5-s nakes it i-mpossi.b1e. Already dur-
right to sry that the strikes clid ing the strike, the forrnula could
not breaft out because the aceords only be introduced by using
were not respected; there's only manipulation, without it being
one factory 1n five where they voted in the big ha11. It should

it would have attributecl a new deg-
ree of power to the workers. fhat's
why they had to use the experts ,
because we ha4 seen at first glance
what it meant. The forrnula ras brou-
ght in through the nerliation of the
experLs and the tnrst that was p1a.-
ced in them. The government a1one,
faced with the workers, could never
have introduced it in that way, tak-
ing account of the radicali-sm dis-
played W the workers, and without
thern fully understanding its inp-
orta^nce. I saw exactly how the work-
ers were reacting; why bring it in
here, it will all be worked out in
practice. For then it was a pract-
ical problen. That wa5 the differ-
ence in the capacity to understand;
radicalisn is a question of the
capacity to understand.

MS - Ttre party is insisting nore
and more on the principle of its
leading ro1e. Kania says for ex-
anple that the unions are divided
on the organisational plane, but
that their unity on the political
plane mrst be presenred.

JS - The formula of the leading
role of the party is fundanental
for them, but not for the workers.
Ifre way it was brought in seemed to
nany delegates to be cornpletely
unjustified. 0n the last day, cer-
tain delegates were not allowed in-
to the ha1l becasue of their opp-
ositional attitude. ?here were lots
of llttIe incidents of that kind.
Which rneant that the radiealism of
the plenun increased, and that of
the presidiun cleclined. A11 the
questions whi.ch were decided in an
undenocratic fashion, like point 8
(wa6e rises), and the political
forrmrla (leading role of the party)
are now tine bonbs. Regarrd.ing what
we can 1earn, it's very good, bec-
ause it shows that in a novement
like this all interference and man-
ipulation is futile.

CATHOLICS

MS - It's a novenent which can't be
1ed astray.

JS - Right, that has only been
done from outsid.e. AnC it only made
the situation more difficult. Drr-
ing the negotiations in Gdansk the
govertrment was ready to nake conc-
essions, it did not absolutely in-
sist on that point; if the worst
canne to the worst, it would have
been content sinply with the ref-
erence to the constitution, like
aL Sczeczin The Sczeczin fornula
was put fomanl by the government,
it wasn't nad.e the object of neg-
otiation, they received and accep-
ted it as it was, and the party
doesn't cone into it. I think it's
all Mazowiecki's fault. They want-
ed. to show their Ioyalty, it's an
argunent in favour of their own
catholic novenent, it's already
been put forward in Parliament and
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POLAND ANALYSIS
AND PROSPECTS coN.

JS - ltris .is what
workefe were ready to call off the
strike lf the gorernment agreed.
that by 2I October aIL the demands
shoultL be net; on that conclition
there would have been no strike on
I October. But the gwernnent would
only cormit itself on a very gener-
aI fornula, wlth no exact date.
Mazowiecki hlnself was in favour of
that fo::mula, anrd Walesa }5-kewise,
but it was opposed. by the presitllun.
ltre problen is that Wa1esa cannot

l-se fron the non-iupleuentatlon of
the Accords, but frorn the Accords
thenselves. ltre sltuatlon is very
dangerous, slnce if the presidiun
no longer has control of the work
ers, and 1f the workers have no
nore confidence in the presicLium,
i.e. if their ldea1 of free trade
unions d.lsso1ves, ttrey will then
resure their activity as a na,ss,
like in the 70s,.with the same
problen of a^rticulation.

l,IS - Can we foresee what will
happen on 2I October?

JS - I think the gwernment is
not capable of applylng the ac-
cord.s in their entirety. .For ex-
a.nple, irrproving supply of prw-
Isi.ons, abolishlng "cosmercial
prices", institutlng food ration-
ing - that last point woulcl lead
to ctisaster. Because with ration
cads, the situation of regions
like Silesia or Gda^nsk could only
getworse. Youneed. to be able to
d.lstribute ln a more or less equal
way. Now there Is not enough meat
for everyone, At the noment they
distribute most of it in certain
regions; if distributi.on was to be
equal for aI1, those rho are best
proviclecl would lose out (and they
are also the ones r*ro stnrggle 1n
the nost resolute fashlon). In the
srnalI lndustrial towns, the situa-
tion is reaI1y bad, even bread sh-
orLages occur. I don't believe th-
ings will improve between now and
the end of October.

EXPERTS

MS - Does a reform have any chanee
in Poland?

JS - As far as I can see, there ls
no chance that agreenent will be
reached on an econonic reforn.
Ihree nodels are belng published,
two conparatively goocl. Ttrey're
applyrng the worst, Professor Paj-
etskars, whieh apart from 1ts con-
fusion, is not even a real systern.
His group is the only one worki.ng
wtth the gwernment. He was ln Gd-
ansk too.

at the 1eve1 of informal conmun-
ieatlons. lhey would like to have
more deputies and more space for
the opposition, more newspapers,
and so on. fn addition they clain-
ed to have a grip on a nass nove-
ment of that size. They wanted to
show that they could control j-t.
But that was a mistake, because
non that some of the workers have
ar, ived at nore radical positions
they will probably not accept that
formula and the problem will be
sti11 more difficult, because it
will entail orez'b rebe1Ilon.

MS - llould you say that the aim of
the llazowiecki group is to estab-
lish what we in the west call 'so-
.cial dialogue' ?

JS - Yes, it's like the E,urocorn-
munists. fhis is where we also
get demand.s for rotation of fun-
ctions, strict d^efinition of res-
ponsibilities at each 1eve1, etc.
It's the next sta6e in the instit-
utionalisation of totalitarianism.

MS - In Austria a perfeet organis-
ation of that type already exists.,
with union and comparqr officials
disussing
discussing and fixing wage and
price i-ncreases round the table.

JS - We thought of that too when
we were talking about control over
budget planning in the course of
the negotiations. Unfortunately
the governnrent is now getting back
to the corryorate systen, it only
wants sectional and regional uni-ons
as partners. It is opposed to
the hlgher 1evel which rou1d. be
necessary for what you're talking
about. More imporbant sti11, the
workers have no lnterest in hier-
archy a.s such. ft wa,s even diffi-
cult to set up a coordinatir:g-,
ecnmittee of the six regional IIKZ.
In pa.rticul;+r, the workers of
SezeczAn and Gdansk were only in
p,greenent for the pur?ose of prot-
ecting the weakest. The Central Co-
nmittee was formed on the model of
tire l,il{S. ltre workers do not regdrd
central functions as being all that
inportant.

THE PARTY
MENTALIT Y

MS - Walesa hinself was against
centralised power.

JS - that's a ver1r interesting
thing, a-nd it 6oes back to thei-r
activlty' in Lhe i11egal unions,
where they acquired a real party
mentality. I'hat's how they come

to be against the electron of fac-
tory corncils ty all the workers,
whether in a union or not. For
them that would present the risk of
submitting to the test of popular-
1ty. they don't want to share any-
thing they have gained. ltrey do not
even want the number of d"elegates
in the regional union committees to
be deternined by the number of work-
ers in the factories, because they
do not want to share power with the
old. unions. It's very d.angerous.
They do not see the seriousness of
the econonic situation. For years
they have been saying that every-
thing was for the best, and now
they imagine that it's enough to
take fron the rich, but it's im-
possible. It is probable that they
will declare a general strike, be-
cause the wildcat strikes will ex-
ert so much pressure on them that
they'11 have to choose betreen o1s-
ing contact with the workers and
launching a general strike. And
cerLainly Mazowiecki will not be
able to stop them. He could.n't
even stop the one-hour strike aI-
though he d.id everybhing he could.
He was in Gdansk and. he drew up for
Walesa the text which was to be read
on 11/ and which did not fix a date
for fulfilling the Cemand.s, and it
was the presidiua which voted No.
A11 the sane the presicliun is not
verT radical, it is the plenum
which is increasj-ngly so.

MS - By the plenun you nean the
delegates fron the whole country?

JS- Yes. ltre presicLiun (of what was
the lill(S, whose nenbers constitute
essentially the leadership of the
unions) ra.s founded when there were
or.Jry )2 enterprises represented in
the MKS, on 15 August. later there
were nearly 4OO of them, yet no
other member was electeal or co-opt-
ed onto the presidrurn. fhat's wtSr

their interests diverge. The dele-
gates to the plenun have no access
to the leadership. I'hey waated new
elections in the two months fo11ow-
ing the Gdansk Accords, but the st-
atutes envisaged a t[e1aY of 2-5
months ;at factory Ievel, and uP to
10 rnonths at regional 1eve1. ltre
presicliun clecided. that, and here
we can see its party mentallty.
they think they are the onIY ones
who know what has to be done. It's
a very d.a,ngerous developnentr a,nd.

in this respect Gdansk is distinct
from the other regions. Elsewhere
people who havenrt this experience

stop rildcat strikes that tlo not

of clandestinity behave d"ifferently. t'tS - On the other siile?

MS - llalesa wrote a letter to lGnla JS - Yes, It was quite sumeallst-
clairnifu that he had not annulleil ic. Given the a,mblguous attltude
the strlke ord.er because the Sover of people who adopted a critical
nent was not disposect to satisfy positlon 1n Poland In the /0s,
the workers' d.enands. PaJeteka, as an'offlclal" was



aleo a bit crttlcali ad I, or
Kowa1lk, or Mazorleclrl , ratruall5r
a blt nore so. But we rrrre Prr I,aJtof the sa,ne Establlstrreat ln faraaw
a^nd. net at the sarc coafereaces ard
so on. ltratts r*V the negotlatlons
could. go so quic&Iy, ttre atnoephere
was pleasant, hrt tlre drneier was
that lt cqrld end b5r oreatlng
too nuctr co4rllctty.

l{azori.edci tlecitletL not to broadcast
aay irfonation on the confllct to
the plemn of delega.tes during the
negotiatlons, so as not to dlsnrpt
then. It ras the flrst step that
leat later to suppresslng the twice
daily delegatesr neetlngs, votes,
etc. And that arose partly fron the
fact that the atnosphere ?ras so fr-
ieadly. the prelinlnary pourparlers
were vel1r easy, we yrere on the sane
ravel-ength, synpathetlc to the worr
kers. I?ris certainly alloretl a gooal
synthesis of thel-r d.emands, but lt
also falsified the authentlc e)qpre-
ssion of thelr novenent. Because
the workers Here rea1Iy veqr oppo-
sed to tlre systen, to the point
where they xouldnrt even touch it,
still less refo:m it. ltrey were ag-
ainst lt, fulI stop. And this nas
rrtrat ras farsifiedt ln a way re
nade 'Iiberals' out of then, af,ter
the fastrion of the intelllgentsia.
Ia the ed, they rere hea.dl to say
thiDgE 1:ile: hlgh-r^arrking party
tnenbers qrst not be exc}rd.ed from
the ner unions, that would be dls-
criaiaatoay - which na,s not at all
the xay they spoke at the beglnning.
At the start ttrey would think: rrhy
be a€ainst discrfunLnation - given
that they themselves had been d.is-
crininatecl against for years. Itrey
rere for cliscrininatlon against
party members. Subsequently they
a^nend.ed thelr la,nguage, but at the
organisatlonal 1evel they behaved
in a less d.enocratlc manner. Ihe:re
was less and less voting antl info:r-
nation. Ttrere was a^n excessive or-
ientation towards 11bera1ien, and
on the other hand less and less
d.irect, practical democrac.Ir.

MS . l{e night point out ln this
connection that lf Walesa had been
alone, faced rith ttre goverrrment
representatlves, it could have
turned out rorse than wlth the ex-
perbs. Perhaps the workers would
have fal1en lnto traps?

JS - I clon't think so. The on.l.y
point whlch could have been nore
d,ifflcult ie the registratlon. Ttre
gwerrrnent laryers trled to demon-
strate that this d.emand was a false
preblen because Corwentlon No 8/
of the IIO banned. all gwerarnent
intederence in unlon actlvlty, a^nd
that r^eglstration neant less ttra^n
rhat the union's centrals are dolng.
ALL thls ls nrong, of course, but
none of us Ls a.n e)eerb on the na-
tter, nelther Mazorieckl nor Kowa-
1lk nor I - I had never ta"ken an
interest ln the unlons before. At
Sczeczln they d.ecid.ed, wlthort ex-
perts, on reglstratlon wlthln the
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framerork of the CP&Z, L}:te olcl tr-
ade union cor€ress. 0f cor.rrse, that
r.as nodifLed 1ater, a.fter the Gda-
nsk Accord.s.

SELL-OUT?
But on the other points the pres-

ence of the experbs solved nothing.
&r Safirrday l0 August, the 1a^st day
of negotiations, the workers decid.-
ed, a.f,ter the first polnt had been
slgned, to negotlate all the fo11-
owing points by thenselves, becau-
se they we:re not happy with the
political forsmla ia Point One -
'leading role of the party in the
state'. Itrey negotiated alone th-
rough the night of Satutday to
Sunttay a^nt[ il4losed several of the
nost radical resolutions, with the
exceptlon of Point Eight (wa6e
rises). ltrey got along verT well 1n
the negotlatlons.

MS - ffho were the parbicipants?

JS - three people, Gwiezda, Lis,
and Kablinski, with no experts.
A11 the points except the first
three were negotiated twice over
on Saturday night, wlthout experts.
ltrere was a monent of d.ra.na when
Jagielskl nad.e a 1ltt1e speech a.f-
ter the signing of Point orle: he
explalned what that meant to hlm,
how pleased. he was that there was
agreenent wlth hiS party, etc.
Ttrat was when the workers realised
what the po11tlcaI formula neant,
drarn up in such carefully-chosen
terms; they were so firious that
Walesa saicl afterwa:ds: or:r only
chance ls that the Central Conmittee
wi1 refuse 1t. But lt accepted it
on Saturriay a^fternoon.It was then
that the workers wanted to throw
out all the experts fron the ship-
ya^rds. It dldnrt a^ffect ne, because
I had taJ<en no part ln working out
the fonnrla; I was a4ainst it.

MS - Did you play a personal role
ln it?

JS - I'lhen the gwerurrcnt put for-
ward that requirenent, and. I saw
that the workers did not understa.rd

what it meailt, I refused to negot-
iate on it. Firstly because it was
neaningless arJmay, as it was put
in the formula. And then, it should
have been d,iscussed by all the wop
kere, all the ctelegates.I was oppo-
sed to this procedr:re behind "closed

aloor€. It was a question of an id-
eological decision which should
have been taken by the workers th-
enselves, not by the experLs; the
question was one of decision, not
of expertise. But at the same tj-me
the situation was exceptional, and
it was a difficult decision; so on
28 eugust I told the presitiium: I
think thts is a decision whieh tiep-

ends on the rorkers, and. we experls
should hold back for a monent. Itre
other exper-bs said that they would
stay and work on the formula. I
withd-rew fron the group of\ three
experts a,nd Garenek took my place.I
cane back later when they got down
to practical questions, nedical
vices, hours of work, etc.

I had the inpression that this oues-
tion of the political forrmrla wis
so at variance with the real feel-
ings of the workers that it should
at least have been discussed with
then. But it r+as read out to them
without e4planation as a forrnula
that had definitely been decided.
by the presidium and the experts.
They were very anaoyed..

HOW DIRECT
DEMOCRACY

DISAPPEARED
Mazoriecki and all the experts
Imew very re11 that panic ha.d sup-
e:lrened on the governnent sld.e, be-
cause of the miners' strike, and
that it wouId. probably have aceep-
ted a non-statist definition of -
socialisn, such as for exannple,
socialisation of the means of pro-
d.uctlon and people's power, andthat could have been lhe basis of
negotlation. He11, there was no
eegot,iating, only editing. On the
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goverrulent side they got rnore than
they hoped for.

MS - Why were there no regular mass
neetings of the shipya^:rd workers
and tlelegates, where it could have
been discussed? Ihat could have set
i-n rnotion a process of learning
and of politicisation...?

JS - Because the workers would
have refusecl the Accords. They were
very radlcal, altho:gh a third of
them were party nembers (zOO).ttre
leadershlp were af,:cai-d. of rnais
neetings, a^nd the experts thensel-
ves advised against them. Ihe way
things were, the workers did not
want to a11ow a"nlr party members
into the unions. Itreir opposition
could. have been used. aS an argu-
mgnt !n the negotiations. In my
view 1t would have been better to
1et the gover:rment.see the real
mood of the workers, to formrlate
lt explicitly. Because it was a.n
ideological precedent of rebellion
against the statist definition of
socialism. For me, socialisn ls
not a one-parby system, it has no-
thing to do with the party, it has
to do rith the organisation of soe
iety w:ith (collective) ownereh5.p of
the means of production, etc. For
me, lt was a.rrogance on the parb of
the erqperts to want to enunciate
the pollticaI formula i.n the work-
ersr pIace. All the delegates would
have needed to discuss lt. Of
course, that ras not without 1ts
risks, because we Imew to what ex-
tent they were radicaIlsed.. But it
was their novenent, they had the
right to etq)r€ss their position.
From rqr point of view, it was bet-
ter that that radicallsm which nade
theu oppose a.ny poIlt1ca1 concess-
ion should prevent then from ob-
taining so-called intlependent un-
ions. ltren the alteznatlve would
be a reform of the old union str-
ucture, untler gua,rantee of a
pure utopian faith ln the future.
Today, they have srgrposedly tnd-
epend.ent unions which are not in-
depend.ent.

what are they d"ependent

would get nowhere on that one, that
it was parb of the leadlng role of
the party to tteke such clecisioas.
And if they constnret an apparatus
to contro1 the cent:eaI powers they
will be told the same.

It Is probable that the party lead-
e::ship will not bring any changes
tending towards greater equality
even with reference to the'hfuhlr
fani Iy allowances for mernber:s-of
the secur"Lty ser:vices, party app-
aratus, nilitia, aJflr{rretc. f donrt
believe ttreytll risk it, because
in the |Os the support of all these
groups was lron ty graating them
these privileges. It's a point
which played a role in the nego-
tlations r:.ttr Jagielskl in Gdansk.
l,lhat's more, the Gdansk workers
said. that they couId finct other re-
Bources to a1low a"n 5.mprovenent in
rages, for exa.nple a red.efinition
of the expor+ policy of the Gdansk
shipya:rds. But that is also a po1-
itical problen, the problen of un-
taxable erports to the East.

I'I-rere was a sort of ideological
ngvemen! here, and the acceptance
of the (political)forrmrla fatsi-
fied their position. The rorke::s
otviously nerrer thorght in those
tetms, tut they sensed. it, werre
sure of that now. I saw holr fi.lr-
ious. people were at T,EE sierrlng
of the Accolds. If re go into oneof the ya.rds nor,they'ie less andless pleased to see us. Ttre situ-
ation today is that the inplernent-
ation of the Gdansk Acco:rcls i.s
bringing to light the mistakes that
were made j.rr point Ore and Eight.

THE WORKERS'

GREAT REFUSAL

We have problerns posed by the in-
stitutionalisatlon of the unions,
ty the postponement of electi.ons,
by the tendency to ollgarctqr, etc.
and. we also have others born of
the morrement itself, as it arose
here alrd. there, through external
groups, the Catholic Churchrand
others besides, ttying to enhaace
their standing...sti11 it remains
a workersr movement.

MS - After the strike, I intenrler.r
ed Anclreas Hegedus in Budapest; in
my opinion the free unions mrst
not try to take on the socj.al-ser-
vi.ce role of the o1d unlons,
because if they do they ril1 becone
bureaucrati.c.

JS . ltley d.onrt na^nt to. What they
want is the exact opposlte,to take
no part in any declsion. They only
want to put forward demands, with-
out trying to find out how they can
be satisfiecl, just demandlng and
protesting. Itrs very dangerous,

ca:ries risks with lt, even today,
even from a naterial point of view
They lost a 1ot dr:rlng the sunner,
they only got baslc pay, and nost
of what they get cornes from over-
time, etc. Wages a:re very Iow.
fhis leads the workers towartls apa-
thy; they are tired of strikes.So
there rnust be somethlng between the
two, betreen denand. and protest.
But for that to happen there has
to be an econonic reforn, and there
ls no hope of that happening. That
would require real decentralisation
as for example in yugoslavia, with
workers' councils able to d.ecid.e
what should be invested and nhat
distributed in wages, dlrectors
nominated annua1ly, workers able
to decide on personnel policy, etc.
fn the present system, authoritar-
i-an, with plannlng from above, none
of these attractive possibilities
exists.

But this workers' movement is hos-
tile to all political lnstitutions
for political reasons. Itrey have b
been d.eceived for years with "self-
managenent conferences',, that's wl5r
their progranme is to take ao parb
irr that sort of thfnC. But they are
not satisfied.. They are in a false
positi-on. ltrey have accepted a fop
mula which is not acceptable to
rnost of then, and conversely they
are nore radical than they want to
be in rea11ty. On the other hand,
the party apparatus, e.g. in Gdansk
is likewise getting involved in a
developrnent nhi.ch does not corres-
pond to what it wants. ft would
like to do more, but can't because
of Kaniats policy.

MS - the leading groups in the
party are obstnrcting each other.

JS - Yes, and there is an incre-
asingly wlde polarisation between
the workers and the 1oca1 party
organisrs. I'he economic situation
is gettlnA worse, anct it coulcl
happen that the free unions could
lose control of the whole movement.
That seerns very like1y to ne.

MS - Then people will take to
the streets, and it will cone to
a confrontation.

JS - I hope they won't, because
they don't uant to get shot. But
they will reduce production.

MS - that nea;ns a strike which
doesn't call itself that.

JS - Yes, but the situation will
probably be so serious that the
Russians rnay be tempted to do some-
lhire: I{e sha11 see. frlo very pess-
imistic.

oaaoaaaoaaoaaaaoa

MS - And
on?

JS - fhey are even dependent on
the party secretary in the factory.
At the start they wanted to begin
with little things, tal<ing posts
at a ievel lower tharl rna.nagers in
the factory, for example foremen,
away from the tapparatust. Ihey
met wlth a refusal: before, ilused
to be the province of the local
party secreta^r1r, and that's sti[
the case today. It ls not necessarXr
to be a party menber to become a
foreman, lnrt It d.epends on the Io-
ca1 party organs. In September, the
free unions were told that they



Ore necent trial a,rd lnprlsonnent
of Ton OrCarrol1, the prlnclpal-
no\rer of the PaedophS.l-e Info:mation
Exclrange, raises questLons rtrlch
nust be of concern to llbeztarlan
eociallsts.

tr'Irst, there ls the natter of
sexual relationshipe involving
children. It certalnly seel6 to
be the case that ctrlLthea a.re
sexually aware at a nuch earller
age ttra^n adulte llke to adnlt.
I ca,n nenenber at about the
age of ten dlscusstng sexual
fa^ntasies (principally involving
a haren) rith one d 4r best
friends at school, a&d much nore
recently the yorag dar:ghter of
a neighbour holdirg q7 ha^nd a^nd

refirslng to Iet ne leave the hotrse
for at least ten ninutes,
causing the nother to renark
that if her daughter ras like that
at that age she couJd expect a
good cleal of trouble rhen she
was "ofd enough to take a serj.ous
interest." But there Ls sonething
unrteniably disturbing about senral
relations between chilttren a^ncl

adults which ls hard to analyse.
I think that essentially it ls
an abuse of power. By thls I
do not nea,n that the younger
partner is necessarily plrysically
or enotionally frtghtened into
acqulescing,but where such actlv-
ities do take place they generally
seen to be where the adult is
in sone relation of authority
to the child (e.g. parent/child;
vicarlchoirboy ; scoutnaster/
scout). It is also noteworthy
that such activities and fantasies
seen to be predoninantly the
prerogative of the nale sex.
Such sexual fantasies of wornen
as I have been able to discover
seem to relate to the youth
rather than to the pre-pubescent
boy. llhether this is because the
o1der fenale/ycl'lllrg male couple
is far nore socially clisapprovecl
of tha^n the opposite, or because
women in general seek more ernotion-
aIly nature relationships, I
cannot say.

Ihls leads on to a furUher point,
what is the actual appeal of
the child? It seems to me

that active paedophiles must be
seeking relatlonshlps without
particularly cornplex emotional
involvenent - the chiltLts dedires
anct feelings are less hitlclen,

less concealed, less repressed.,
pertaps. It cannot sinply be
the need of people consclous
of ag{ng to feel yorthful and
clesirable, for that is conmon
to bottr sexes, a^nd as I suggested
abwe paedophllLa seens to be
alnost excluslvely a na,Ie concern.

ilhat I ftnd particula^rly dtsturblng
about paedophl]{a is not xhat
dark secrets lt nay ailaken In
ny own subconscious - I have
actua,1ly thought abort lt a good.
tlea1 and cone to the concluslon
that I prefer the greater
emotional d"epth in ly relation-
ships which only comes with wlder
experiencei intleed I find that
throughout ny life f have prefe:eetl
relationships, not only se:nra1
ones, with persoRs otr at least
Ey age or older. But once one

becones awar€ of sex - through a
proper seranal relation - one can
never again look at arother ?er€on
of the gender (or gend,ers) to rhlch
one responds rithout assessing
them as a sexual partner. Onets
friendshlp ca.n never again be
entirely innocent, a^nd it is
this loss of innocence which I
fincl sad, not only a,nong the
eleven-year-o1cl, trut also among
the fifteen-year-olds, and even
the elghteen-year-oIds. 0tvlously
people have to grow up sone tine
but I nourn its loss too young.

Having sald that I f,lnd paedophllia
w.ror!g, OtCarzollrs case must
give rise to a great deaf of
concern and senre as a di.re
warning. I maintain that what
he advocaies doin6 is undesirable,

but he ras not prosecuted for
that. Nor was he prosecuted, as

sone seen to thlnh, for publlshing
a book of child pornography, for
sexual assault on children, or
lnciting people to do such things.
He nas sent to prison for havlng

offence which was lnvented by
the House of Lords ln 1P51 1n
the fa,mous case of DEPI-$!g,!,
when they clained to have the
power to cleclare l11egal all
"ways 5.n which the ri.ckedness
of nen may dlsnrpt society."

0r Ca,:rroll had also publishecl a
book (Paedophilia: Itre Radical
@g) which argu.ed for a lowering
of the a6e of eonsent, to a"n

extent which rnost of the countrT
woulcl find very mong. However,
i.n a denocratic soclety people
are supposed. to have the right
to advoeate and argue for any
change in the law, so long as
they d.o not break the 1aw in so
d.otng. No evid.ence was presented
to show that 0'Car'ro11 was involved
in sexually assaulting or inciting
others to sexually assault
children, or ind.eed that any
children had been so assaulted
or corrupted. Groups advocating a
red.uction in the age of consent
for homosexuals are not prosecuted,
nor were the authors of the ?ecent
report of a Royal Comrnission
which suggested reducing the a6e
of hetero-sexual consent,
albeit to a lesser extent than
Mr. 0rCa.:ro11. In 19/1 the
editors of IT were convicted.
(and given 18 month suspended
sentences) of conspiring to
corrupt publie morals by printing
homosexual contact adverLs.
Today the back pages of Tirne Out
are conposed- of little eIse.

0'Ca:ro11, then, was d.one
because the prosecuting authorit-
ies disapproved of r.rhat he said.,
rrote and thought; not for anything
he did. Tomorrow lt could be the
Legalise Canabis Canpaign, or
the Lucas Aerospace workers for
thinking factories ought not to
be shut, or Solidarity for advoeat-
ing rorkers' councils as an
alternative neans of organising
society. A judge-mde lynch-1aw
which entitl-es the eourts to
penalise any thoughts of which
they disapprove has got to go.

s10. !'rench

p.s. I'lost of the observations
concerning the psychological
aspects of this subject rather
than the lega1 aspects of the
0'Cano1l case renaj-n speculations
on my parb, and further discussion
would, be welcorne.

STIRRING
THE P I .E.ffiiffitglry*I**-



NO I?ETUI?N
TO THE
SIXTIES

The bomb, at long 1ast, is an
issue agai-n. Just like in the
si.xties, na.ny thousands of
ordinar;r people have been
frighteneil ty the threat of a
nuclear holocaust, and once
nore there have been re1I
attend.ed demonstrations and
public meetings throughout
the country. The Canpaigzr for
Nuclear Disarma^nent is eri:=ently
experiencing a ::apid revival,
and the Ia,bour Party has adopted
a conference resolutlon calling
f or unilateral d.isarmarnent,
just as it did in 1960. The
faces of the d.enonstrators and
the Rames of the latest weapons
have changed with time, but the
messa€e and nethods remain the
safle as they were trenty years
ago. Yet for all the positive
aspects of this resurgence,
one cannot help but renenber
that the o1d. 'ban-the-bonb'
rnovement failed utterly in its
nost itttporLant objective; and
in this light the similarities
between the sixti.es novenent
and its modem equivalent take
on a somewhat ghoulish complexion,
especially when it is considered
that the nuelear weapons now
faclng us and our counterparbs
in Eastern Europe are both
more deadly and. nore nunerous
than ever before. To put it
b1unt1y, if all that happens
now is a repeat performance
of the faih:re of the o1d
novenent, the human race nay
have nissed. its last chance:
it is absolutely imperative

that we learn fron the rnistakes
nade last tine if we are to
succeed in ricld.ing the world
forever of the nuclear nenace.

So what went wrong last ti:ne?
What 1ay behind the apparent
evaporation of public concern
about the bonb 1n the nid-
sixties and the resultant
d.enise of the anti-war novenent?
In one way, the ansrer is si-npIe,
in that the international
tension whi-ch reached a clinax
with the Cuban nissile crisis
of l)62 eased considerably
with, ironically, the escalation
of the conventional conflict
in Indochina. Having brought
the world to the brink of
nuclear di-saster, the super-
powers decided to play out their
aggression in a manner which
was less immediately threatening
to the inhabitants of Western
Europe, and although the radicals
reacted by sinply shifting their
focus to Vietnain, most people
sinply stopped trothering about
international a.ffairs. To clain
this is the whole story is,
horever, sornewhat nistal<en.
Changing lnternational conditions
no doubt go some way to erplain-
ing the collapse of the Campaign
for Nuclear Disarnament, but on
top of such extraneous factors
it is uncleniable that the
disintegration of the movement
was lnd.uced ty the disilluslon-
nent and- despair of the rank
and file nembership. The CND

activists had worn thenselves
out organising marches and petitr
ions, lobtying MPs and wooing
the Ia,bour Party, but for all
their efforts they had achieved
nothing. In spite of the eleetion
of a Iabour governnent pledged
to unilateralisn ty conference,
in spite of the thousands who
had rarched to lba.fafuar Square,
in spite of the celebnities who
had been attracted to the cause,
there was not a sign of govern-
mental willingness to even
consi.d-er d.isarmament. The tactics
which CND had chosen, those
of traditional pressure group
politics were clearly not up to
the task: CND had slnply
und.erestinateci- the entrenchment
of the governmental cormittloent
to nuclear weaponrJr, even in the
face of nassive popular disap-
proval. Yet ty the tine its
nenbers realised. this, it was
already too late, and instead of
adopting new tactics better
suited. to the harsh reali-ties
of the situation, they gave
up in exhaustion.

Now this would be a mere
cautionary tale but for the fact
that the cu:rent movement against
the bomb is suffering fron
precisely the same naive faith
in ' a few more denonstrations
and a labour vote next tine'.
There is not a hint in CND
today that disa:sranent might be
a 1itt1e nore difficult than
that, not a raention of the ways
in rhich the bonbrs existence
is intimately connected with
the needs of the power stnrctures
of modern industrial societies.
No-one, in shorb, is asking
why the nuclear arrns race
exj.sts in the first place, and
this is a questi-on which demands
an answer if we are to be clear
what we are up against. There
is not the spaee here for a
detailed d.iscussion of this
issue, but two points can be
nade which seem parLicularly
relevant. The first is that
erpend.i,ture on nucleax weapons
specifically and arms in general
grer up initially because of
the nature of arms expend.iture
as a stinulous to national
econoni-es both sides of the lron
Curtain. ltre grorth of the
nilita":ry sector of both Eastem
and Western econonies al1uer l)4J
was Just one of the ways in
which states integrated potentially
unused. resources and. labour with
the market, the unacceptable
face, lf you liJ<e, of the state
regulatecl economic erpansion
rhich gave the industrial world



full eqrlcynent for tro decades.
litrile such factors were ilecisi.ve
for a long period, horever,
as a result of funda,oental--changps
1n the world econonic situation
they are less imediately
relevant today. On one hard, the
national ecoaories ctr the Yest
ane sr.rfferirg frol an inflatlon
rhictr is ioop35'ingly nrling out
expalsiorary fi-scal policy of
the tpe rhi-cfr characterlsed the
pet-rar boon, xhile on the other,
the continued econonic expansion
of the Soviet bloc is threatened
by aa inninent shorta6e of labour
ad. certain cnrcial raw materials.
Oa purely economic ground.s, both
sides rould thus seeur to have
gocC reasons for slowlng d.own
the a::rs race! the fact that the
escalation of a:rnaments contlnues
at treakneck speed in spite of
this indicates that other factors
are at p1ay.

THE BOMB

AND POWER
So re cone to our second. point
in this attenpt to erplain
nuclear proliferation, that the
bonb's continued existence
relies on the fact that it helps
to naintain the divlsions of
society into those who have
porer and those rho have none.
By dangling the threat of
nuclear extinction ty the
'enemy' und.er the noses of their
subjects, the nrling elites
on both sldes have found a
uniquely effectj-ve devlce for
bolstering their power. Not
only can they 1ay claim to
popular allegiance on account
of their protection of the
citizenry ty bullding rdeter-
rents', but it is also possible
for goverrrnents to so develop
conventional' d.efensive I forces
in the clinate of intemational
tension that any oppositlon
to the regine in question has
to take into account the exist-
:nce of nassive a:mies ready
bo ma-ke a blood bath of popular
clissent. The latter use of the
arns race is perhaps nore typical
of the Soviet bloc, while the
former is characteristic of
both the Sovlet bloc and i'lestern
d.emocracles: ln either caset
however, the perce5.vecl threat
of an aggressive enet5r ls used
W the relevaat governlng elltes
as a way of increasing their own
powers, and lt follows fron this
that neither slde rea11y wants
to pu11 out of the arms race
gaJ[e, so useful is it as a
means for keeping the sentlnents
of d^ornestlc populations ln
check. Problematically, as tlne
goes on, Bo the dangers of
patrlotlc indlgnatlon reaching
a leve1 whlch can only be satis-
fied by nuclear attack are

increased: and this happens
nore and nore a.s the weapons
get bigger, nore nunerous
and nore deadly. lle fincl
ourselves living in a world
whlch has played out conpeti-tive
nationali.sn to a point which
threatens the very su:rrival
of humanity: only an interroati.onal
aba,nd.orunent of the systen of
divisions between nrlers and
ruled and- between nations is a
whol1y sati-sfactory way out of
the d,anger.

MANIPULATING
THE MOVEMENT
l{ow it shoulct be clear fron all
this that the amrs race ln
general and nuclear lreapons
1n partS-cular have thelr
reasons for exlstence cleeply
enbecl-clett tn the social and
political st:ructures of the
lndustrial world.. a^nct this has
irportant trlrlLcatlons for
ar{rone rho xould }Lke to see
the nuclear Denace renwed.
Flrst of all, rrc nust be
extrenely r,rar5r of the ner
antl-bonb novenent belng
nanipulated ty power seeking
politicians of whatever pers-
uasion; a unilateralist le,bour
Party ls all very we11, but
the fact that the la.bour Party
exists for the purpose of
galning power over ordina,ry
people makes lt extremely
unlikely that a Ia.bour governnent
would not use the 'hrssian
threat' as a neans of whipping
up nationalistic sentinents
to enhance its legitinacy,
even before Anerican pressure
is taken into account. Second-ly,
we should be extrenely cauti_ous
of simply beconing a pressure
group: the bonb is part of the
wld.er issue of who controls
our everyday lives I and rather
than crawling to those in power
we should be seizing the
initiative with a bold and
daring ca,mpaign of direct action
against nilitar;y installations.
l{uclear shelters for cor:nty
councillors, recnriting officee
and perlneter fences are just
a few targets to start such a
ca,ntpaign: later, to be success-
ful we sha11 probably need nuch
larger actions to force the
gwernnentts hand. Itrirdly,
argr attenpt to rhltewash the
nuclear a:ma.nents of either
side nust be vlgorously opposed;
the argunents of Conmunist and
Trotslcyite apologists for the
so-ca11ed. rworkers, bourb' of
the Soviet Unlon, or of establish-
nent nultilateralists excusing
the Uest from all responsibility
a"re equally pernl-clous. Our alm
should be to force the Brltish
gorreranent to cllsarn rega":rclless
of squeals about the Russlan
threat, In the hope that such

action w111 inspire ordina.:ry
people everlrrhere to seize
sinllar political initiatives.
To put all this sinply, we just
canrt a^fford to be fooled again
W the leaders and ideologues
who rendered. the anti-war
novement impotent last tine:
the fact that CND today looks
as if it is once nore tranping
down the road of polite protest
without any sense of the
necessity for under:nining the
entire shibboleth of nystific-
atory nationalisrn and dornination
of our everyd.ay lives by bosses
and leaders of all types
bodes i11 for its future and,
ind.eed., for the entire human
race.

Paul And.erson.

THEN AND NOW

It is reliably reported by our
1ega1 sources that a certaj-n
Swi-ss inventor has come up rith
yet another nuclear fal}-out
shelter, but is having trouble
agreeing a contract for its man-
ufacture xith a possible supplier.
Apparently he wants to include a
term absolving hin fron all 1i.a-
bility to relatives of the users
if the device fails to live up to
its advertising.

Justin Foreash.
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I]ANGEItS
Christian Eakovsky r "se1ected
llritings on @positlon in the
USSR 1923-30", Allison and
Busby, t4t95".

Rakovslqy, like so nany of his
comrades, wa,s one of the 01d
Bolsheviks who fe1I victin to
the bureaucratlc tyranny he
had helped to create. The
work und"er review is a conpil-
ation of his nritings from the
years 1)2)-10 when he was a
leading figure in the I?otslcy-
ist Left Opposition. Unlike
rnany of his fe1low opposition-
ists, he never recanted and
spent margr years in exile in
renote parts of the USSR, an
attempt at eseape rneeting
with failure. When the te:ror
of the purge trials was unleashed
in the mid $JOs, it was
inevitable that he should be
a victim. After an inte:rog-
ation lasting eight nonths,
he confessed to espJ-ona6e and
in March, 1pl8 was sentenced
to twenty years inprisonrnent.
It is thor:ght that he was shot
on Stalin's ord-ers in 1p41
after the Nazi i-nvasion of the
USSR.

Gus Fa,gan contibutes a biograph-
ical essay to the book, which
shows the great contribution
made by Rakovslcy to the fonnation
of the Ia.bour movement in his
natj.ve Balkans. Nothing, horever,
1s said of the strong Libertar-
ian influence on the Bulgarlan
working c1a.ss or of Rakovslryrs
opinlon of this influenee.
One can also not help wondering
what were the feelings of the
Bulgarian and Ronanian Social
Denocrats who uere imprisoned
and. murdered by the Comnunist
tyranny of which Raklvslcy,
a found.er of Social Denocracy
in both couniries, was in part
the archltect.

Perhaps the most interesting
part of the essay, is that
dealing with Rakovslgrrs years
in power when he was head of
the Soviet regime in Ukraine.
This throws much light not only
on the contradictions between
the theory and the practlce
of the Leninist doctrine of
the right of nations to self-
determination, lrut also on the
Bolshevi.ks' attitutle to other
Socialist groups. fn parbicular
it shows the Machiavellian
nature of their dealings
with the Sorotbi-sts, a Ieft

0F POwE lt
SR group na.neil frou thelr
Journal Borotba (stn:eg1e)
which had considerable support
anongst the peasants a,nd its
onn independa.nt partlsan Erits.
It is a great pity nothing is
said of the equally treacherour
manner in which the Bolshevils
dealt with the Makhno novenent
without the support of which
they could not have defeated
the llhites in Ukraine.

tr'or those rho believe that
socialisn and tnrreaucracy are
not identlcal ancl that the
outeoee of October 1P{ was as
nuch due to the nature of
Icninist icLeologr as to the
adversity of economic anil
social circunstances, the most
interesting of Rakovslryr s
rritings is his essay "The
Professional Dangers of ?ower"
wrltten in l)28. The essence
of this essay is Rakovslcyrs
statement:

"When a class takes power,
one of its parts becomes the
a6ent of that power. Thus
ari.ses bureauc::acy. In a
socialist state ... this
differentiation begins as a
functional one; it Ia,ter becomes
a social one.tt

He continues:

"Another consequence i-s that
certain functions formerlY

satisfied ty the party as a
whole, by the whole c1ass,
have now become the attributes
of power, that 1s, onlY of a
certain nulber of persons in
the parby and in this eIass."

He goes on to conpare the
Russian erperience with that of
the French Revolution writing:

"ihe political reaction ...
consistecl in this, that the Power
began to pass both fo::ma11Y and
effectively into the hantls of
an increasingly restricted
number of citizens. Little bY
Iittle, first trY the force of
eircumstances arxd then 1ega11Y,
the popular nasses were elirninat-
ed frout the government of the
country.'i

It follows from this that
if a socialist revolution is
not to experience a br:reaucratic
reaction then Power must be
exercised tf the working class
as a whole a^nd that the class

raust evolve an organisatlonal
fo:m to facilltate this. It
is otllous that a centrallsecl,
elltist stnrcture of the
Bolshevik type is useless for
thls task, that a tyrannical
organisation rith a tyrannical
ideologr can.rrot builcl a free
soeiety. Yet the bulk of
Rakorslgr's rrritiags eonslst
of protestations of unswenri-ng
lqp1ty to that organisation
and id.eologr, protestations
echoed today in d.efiance of
reality by the ever-increasing
number of firotslryist groups.

It is indeed tragic that the
efforls of a Ral<ovs\r, efforts
notivated ty a genuine desire
for the liberation of the
working class, should have
end.ed. in failure, a failure
for which ni]] ions of workers
in Russia, U1caine, Bulgaria,

STALIN: FROM VICTIM TO
EreCUTTONEN

Romania and beyond have paid
nith their lives. 3ut until
revolutionaries progress beyond
the sinplistie but reassuring
praetice of blaming it a1l- on
the wickecl Sta1ln and- exanni-ne
the itleological roots of the
Soviet tyranny these failure
w111 be repeated again and again.
llhile this book is useful ln
that it nakes available to
the Anglophone world the
rrritings of a leading figure in
the Russian Revolution, because
much of its content will senre
to reinforce lYotslcylst mythol-
ory its use as a tool of a
nost necessalry d.enystification
will be at best limited.

A.A. Raskolnikov.



Dear SFSR,

Luciente's article tPatriarctry,
Capitalisn and Feninisn' in
SFSR 15 raises sone interesting
points (and I agree rith ruch
of the argunent) but it seens
to ne that the author fa1Is
into a number of traps cornnon
to narqr d-iscussi-ons of feninisrn
anct the wonenrs novenent i-n
SFSR ancl elsewhere. The first
concerrs the author's nethocl
of criticising the ronen's
novenent on the basis of a
critique of the argunents of
a hanclful of fenlnist theoret-
icians. It seens quite obtrious
to ne that the wonenrs novenent
cannot be accurately character-
lsed by the overtly theoretical
statenents certain parbieipants
have issued fron tine to tine,
but rather that it is notable
precisely for its @! of
explicit and coherently formul-
atetl- theory: the donlnant trend
in the wonen's novernent for the
last d.ecade and a half has, if
anything, been a ramparrt a^nti-
intellectualisn. lhis does not
of course nea,n that the womenrs
movenent has been sornehow
I theory-free' or roagieally
'concemed. with practice not
theory' : particularly in
politics, the very idea of
'theory-free action' is lud.icrous.
It d.oes, however, serve to undep
line the fact that whatever
theory the womenrs movenent has
been based on has renained.
lerrgely unconscious or unclarif-
ied, implicit in the praetice
of the novenent. I?ivia11y,
this neans that books are not
the place to find the theorles
of the movenent: nore i-nportantly
though, a whole new set of
problens are generated. In
particular, the irnplicitness
and unclarity of the theoret-
ical foundations of the womenrs
movenent lead one to wonder
whether such foundations might
not be extremely shalcy; and
thi.s in turn nakes one ask
exactly why it is that the
women's novenent has not
generally engagecl i-n d,eep,
rigorous, public dj-scussi-on to
clarify its basic principles -
why, in other rords, the sharply
defined tendencies Luci-ente
clains to have identified have
gg! rea11y developed throughout
the wonen's movenent. Here, as
I see 1t, the answer seems to
1le in the high value placed
on the autononous expressi.on
of 'sisterhood' by all elements
in the women's movenent: the
solicl-arist asserLion of a separ-
ate and- unified identity has
tended to act in such a way
as to prevent or linit the
development of the wide range
of critical oplnion necessarJr
for ri-gorous dlscussi-on of
firnclamental theoretlcal princip-
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les. Now thls tension between
solitlarisn antl critlclsn
leads to an intense instabllity
in the womenrs novenent: it
is pu11ed sinultaneously on one
hancl towa,rds an empty and
ultima.tely quietist unity,
Enti on the other to princlpled
tllscusslon of functa.nental
5.ssues, whieh leads to fra4nent-
ation. It is the la.tter tendency
whieh I believe should be encour*
agedl the for:ner leads nowhere
but the idolisation of rwonan'
rnuch as rorkerists idolise
workers, and for all its
possibly spectacular short
term'practical' results,rsolidarismr in the long term
d.oes more harm than good by
effectlvely acting as a brale
on thinking for oneself, surely
a prerequisite for g[igg for
oneselP, If the women's novenent
rea11y ras thinking as clearly
as Lueiente males out it is,
discussioa with it and within
it would be no problen, a

in chi.ldren. Similarly,
'revolutionary (or radical)
feninists', while admittedly
distinguished from socialist
feminists ty their insistence
on patriarchy as ![e basic fozm
of social stratifFation (in
a more than rnerely anthrop-
ological-historical sense),
are thenselves cmcially
divid.ed over the or5-gins of
paf,riarehy itselJ. Sone offer
cnrdely biological-d eterminist
nod.els, others Freudian or neo-
Freudian explanations r sti11
others adopt Jrxrg and Hegel
(see for example Ma:y Dalyrs
bizarre but fascinating 'Beyond
God the Father'). fn tfris 1ight,
to seize upon particular
arguments as !!g positions
of revolutionarJr and. socialist
feninisn is to dri.ft into
hopeless caricature: if Luci-ente
wants to criticise Fi.restone,
Mitchell, Rowbotham, Wolstone-
craft, Pankhurst or anybody
else, he or she is more than
welcone to d.o just that, bltt'1et's not get involved in
fighting paper tigers whichrrepresent' whole tend.encies
in the women's liberation
movenent. Unlike'Marxisn'
feninisn has no single ultimate
reference for eriticisn, and
it seems crazy to treat it
as if it had.

To conclude, it seens to me
that two main points energe
from all this. First of all,
it is absolutely neeessarT in
discussing the wonen's movement
not to blur the distinction
between the g:r:rus of the
movenent and the movement itself.
Secondly, it is pointless,
indeed mystificatorT, to simplify
and. cari.cature the id.eas of
the gurus, or for that inatter
those of aJlyone else. The ponen's
novenent as it cu:rently
exists i.s a complex phenomenon,
and while it is essential in
the curent political clinate
to maintain continuous debate
on its stances, actions a;rd
prescriptions, to play d.own
its conplexity can only hinder
the task of developing an open,
universalisable, liberbarian
approach to the problen of the
sexual stratification of
society, a task which, I presune,
we all share.

Yours faithfully

P.A. (oxford)

i-t is, it seems to me that
it has yet to reach that stage
as a movement.

My second. criticism of luciente's
approach is that he or she
grossly sinplifies the over.bly
theoretical divisions within the
r^ronen's movenent which do exist.
Neither'socialist' nor-
'revolutionary' femini.sts form
united theoretical blocs:
'dociallst feninists, are
divided. between those focusing
on the naterial bases for
patriarchy (in the forrn of
domestic unpaid labour) and
those concentrating on the
ideological (usua11y psycho-
sexual) origins of the sane.
The latter, in turn, argue
continually about the relative
nerits of classical Freudian
and neo-Freudian accounts
of the developnent of sexuality

for all: as
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REVIEW
?he Destrr:ction of Nature in the
Sovi-et Union. Boris Komarov.
Pluto Press, tZz95.

Boris Kornarov,s account of
ecological mayhem in the USSR
is, anong other things, an
engrossing read - prime subver-
sive stuff. The foreword, b5r
one HarrT Rathman, isn't bad
either. With comnendable restraint
he only mentions Trotslry once.

According to the b1urb, rBoris
Komarovr is a high Soviet
official in touch with the
scientific and political
establishment. Publishing this
book must rate him prolonged
resi-dence in the sla.mmer. He is
therefore very nuch saying what
he wants to say: his account is
not a down-payment on a grant,
not a text-book. It,s vivid,
blackly humourous in parts, and
plonks you solidly down in a
1and" of gargantuan excess which
makes the world of Calch-Z2
seem sane and reasonable.

1). Kornarov estimates that an area equal to thatof lJestezn Europe has been converbed to 'sterile1and, ind.ustrial wasteland or semirasteland.r ty
lunpfngr logging, mining and other industry,
includ.ing lunatic hydroelectric schenes initiated
by the NKl,iD itself .

A bulletin resticted to a 'narrow circle of
specialists' lists more than one thousand cities
with 1evels of noxious gas in the atrnosphere five
times the 1ega11y pezmitted minimurn concentrati-ons.
Largely because of increasing air-po1lution, the
incidence of lung-cancer doubled betw"en the late
Sixties and the late Seventies. Each year five tosix per cent more infants are born wilh genetic
defects.

Pollution of la.ke Baikal, the largest body of fresh
water on this planet, proceeds rernorselesily. The
Sea of Azov is now a ,latrine' yielding a fish
catch only one ni_netieth of what it wai lO years
ago. Rivers in the basins of the Black and Azov
seas have been turned into tsewersr; likewise rivers
and tributaries of the Ura1s, and in the southerrn
U}<raine.

2). "The poisoning of Iake Erie, the oi1-drenched
beaches of England, and the mountains of garbage
in New York... flash before hirn on the television
screen..." But, sinee 1plJ, the ordinary Soviet
citizen has not been able to find a ,single
referenee' to the air, water, and soil poJ_lutlon
in his own country.

l). fne USSR is unique in that it ha.s constructed
hydroelectric power plants on flood plain rivers.
?his produces vast rese:ryoirs which spread out and
have laid waste a land area equal to four Belgiuns.
Merely the hay hanrest from the area floodeci ty
the Dniepr Hydroelectric power plant, used. as iue1,
would yield as nuch energ.y as thg.t put out by thepIant. The noney spent on controiting erosion of
the shores of the rese:lroirs and combatting algae

We've heard nunblings about Iake
Baikal for sone time; Zhores
Medvedev's d.etective work on
the atonic disaster 'cover-upr
at Cheliabinsk has becone well-
knorn; but pretty well everything
else in the book ri1I be new
to Western readers. Konarov makes
four najor allegations :

Colossal environmental d"estruct-
ion, rivalling anything the
United States has 'achieved', is
in fact taking place in the
ussR. (1)

The Soviet authorities have
done everything they can to
suppress public awareness of
this: by censorship, propa6anda,
showcase d.eception, and by
diverbing attention to the
ecological misd.emeanours of the
'capitalist' West. (2)

ltre destzuction in the USSR is
even more insane than that in
the United States where short-
term profits are made and consum-
ers duly stuffed. Iherers often

The Destruction Of N ature
In The S oviet Union

has long since exceeded the short-tern a.dvantages
the plant once yielded.

Ieke 3aikal is the notorious instance of this
syndrome. 0riginally it was industrialized. to
produce a specially durable eord for bomber tyres,
a- process denanding huge qua.ntities of pure water.
The water has since become too polluted to a11ow
the prod.uction of such corrl. ',However, this no
longer bothers anyone. Since 1!d* .. iuch cord
has been rnade from petroleun. " Nevertheless thelake eontinues to G destroyed to prod.uce marginal
amounts of such products as ordinary cord and
coarse wrapping paper. The authorities plan to
complete its destruction by setting up a nining
complex on the lGrolodnaia River, north of the 1ake.

4)" "lff the grandiose plaxs to ,harness naturer,
to divert river courses, to correct 'millenialerrors by naturer were advanta€eous for the ruling
br:reaucracy purely po1itica11y, and they became
facts ... ecologr was not taken into actount
at all. On the contrarSr, the more such projects
contradicted the laws of nature, the noie t ighfy
!lr9f were reganled. The more brilliantly theillusion of their suecess demonstrated the power
and wisdom of the ner+ leaders of the country.',

I think anyone who has been in the armed forces
will understand the lunacy which prevails in the
USSR. The first thlng you encounter in the forces
is 'bullshit, - in its strict milita:ry neani-ng;
activities like polishing bed-springs - the useless
creation of appearances to placate authority. I
was once stationed at an RAtr' canp where nany
hundred cut flowers were stuck in the ground to
create a 'garrC.en' for the benefit of an inspecting
Air Vice Marshal. Grass was.painted green round. a
f1agpo1e, etc., etc. Blow this up to gargantuan
sca1s, throw in a generous proportion-of Gulag
1ogie, and you,ve got much of what goes on in the
USSR - and in 'coercive hierarchles, in general.

Bryan McCarbhy.

no such'point in the Soviet
Union, the benefits being
'po1itica1.' (l)

the de facto nrling e11te
knows about the eco-situation
but d.oes nothing because such
action would threaten its power
and privileges. (4)

Konarovrs rened.y for the
sitr:ation he so effectively
evokes is linked to hurnan
rights and autonomy. While it
is difficult to be optirnistic
about positive developnents
in the face of cu:rent Soviet
repressi-on, the notivation for
change, Komarov insists, is
power:fu1; "The very aj-r we
breath forces ris to und.erstand.:
if we want to su:rrive we nust
know the tnrth, and tell it to
others. "

this book should be on the shelf
of anyone interested in hunan
emancipation. Cautious spenders
might like to reconrnend it to
the 1oca1 1ibra.:ry.


