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The Ripper case made violence against women a national issue.
But what it revealed was only the tip of the iceberg.

Violence Against Women;
male power in action
Vicki Seddon

Suddenly, violence against women became a
public issue in the autumn of 1980. The
Ripper murders, the outrage at the outcome
of the Maws case, the dramatic incidents at
showings of Dressed to Kill, and the appearance overnight of Angry Women slogans had
the news men reaching for their mikes and
the public sitting up, startled. This was not,
however, the beginning of campaigning
around the issue of violence by the women's
Vicky Seddon works as the student counsellor at
Sheffield City Polytechnic. She is a delegate to
Sheffield Trades Council and a member of the
Yorkshire District Committee of the Communist
Party.

liberation movement, nor the first time that
the pubUc's attention had been drawn to it.
By the early 70s, the expression 'battered
wife' and later 'battered granny' had
appeared, and a select committee' had
reported on Violence in Marriage. This committee had been so concerned at the evidence
it had received that it had recommended
refuge provison of one place for each 10,000
of the population. In a city of a half million
people, that would mean 50 places. And the
majority of women in refuges arrive after
suffering brutal and prolonged assault over
several years. The incidence of less severe
physical violence can only be guessed at.
The feminists of the current wave had long

ago accepted that financial dependence of
women on men, an important factor in
women's oppression, was not, and is not, the
whole story. Two other mechanisms that
maintain the power of men have been
identified. One is through the control of
sexuality and fertility, and the other is
through violence, and fear of violence.
Advances have certainly been made, both
in the financial independence of women, and
their rights of bodily control, though in
neither area is the situation perfect.
Nevertheless, many women now have an
income of their own, of some sort, and most
women have access to contraception and
abortion. But although there is now a
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Domestic Violence Act in force, there is still
very little protection for women. Women are
beaten, kicked^, raped, scalded and
forcibly imprisoned in their homes and
mugged, raped and murdered on the streets.
Injunctions under the Act have not proved
remarkably effective, nor are the police
noticeably more ready to use their powers.
The threat to all women
There is a messiness in trying to fit violence
into the accepted conceptuahsations and
established theories, hke class analysis.
Violence is no respecter of class position. If
you are a wealthy woman, you might not be
attacked on the street at night, because you
will be safe in the car you can afford, but that
will not stop you from being thumped at
home, though it might mean you can find
somewhere else to live relatively easily. So
class position mitigates the effects of
violence, but does not remove the fear of violence outside it. Out of 3,020 cases of
violence which is the paralysing agent, the violent crime in Edinburgh and Glasgow in a
pervasive and persistent reminder of the year,^ 25% were against wives or girl friends.
vulnerability of women and the ability men
have to exploUt that vulnerability.
What is it like to be a woman out on your
own in the street at night? You hear footsteps
behind you. You think 'Is he going to pass
me? Is he following me?' Fear does
something awful to your stomach, or chest, or
throat. You keep on going, heart beating in
panic. As far as you are concerned, he might
be a rapist or a mugger. An exaggeration? Ask And an American study" shows that only 53%
any woman who in the last few years has been of rapes are committed by total strangers.
out by herself at night. That fear is real.
The cultural connotation of 'home' as a
Many is the time that the fear could have been safe and comfortable place, a refuge from the
avoided if the man had had the consciousness harsh world of work does not match up to the
to think how it was affecting you; if he had reality for many women. In fact, 'home' is the
stopped and waited a few minutes until you place where genuine accidents are common,
had passed, or crossed over the road away and where some women and children live
from you.
without the knowledge of the integrity of
'AH men are rapists' says the slogan. Well, their own bodies. Because it happens within
no, not all men are actually going to rape the privacy of the Englishman's castle,
women. There are many men who know that domestic violence is difficult to identify and
they themselves could never rape. The point to oppose. It is another example of the way
of the slogan is that women do not know this women's collective experience has remained
of individual men. Control through fear of unshared and unacknowledged, because it is
violence is effective exactly because women located in the home, rather than the public
do not know who is going to be a rapist and arena. One way of trying to estimate its
who is not. Any strange man, in the eyes of a occurrence is through divorce statistics. One
woman, might be a rapist, or a battering studys shows that 90% of women suing for
spouse, someone to be feared and on your divorce had suffered 'repeated violence in
guard against. And all men benefit from this marriage'. Another study^ shows that 70% of
fear in the way women defer to them, attempt women petitioning 'suffer serious brutality'.
to placate them, make sure they do not And these are just the severe cases.
provoke them.
There are people who persist in the beUef
that it does not happen, or it happens rarely
and in extreme cases. I would suggest such
Domestic violence
Violence on the streets is only part of the people visit any casualty department, late on
problem. More women are on the receiving Saturday night, or the waiting room of a
end of violence in the home than ever face solicitor's practice that specialises in matri-

the majority of women in
refuges arrive after
suffering brutal and
prolonged assault over
several years.

monial cases, or talk to women who work in
Women's Aid refuges. Many of us know
women who have been assaulted by their
spouses, though we may not know about it. It
is very difficult to face up to, not least by the
woman concerned. The resort to violence as a
way of resolving difficulties is a physical
manifestation of power, of the insistence of
using all the methods available to you to
achieve your ends. To be on the receiving end
is to be degraded, to be forced to acknowledge that this is a relationship where one
party has an authority over the other which is
immediate and dangerous. If violence itself is
not always resorted to, the knowledge that it
has been, and can be, acts as a powerful
method of social control.
Blaming women
The most staggering aspect of the question of
violence against women is the way that the
women involved are seen as responsible for it.
Whether it is a rape, a murder, or a beating,
the victim's 'part' or 'role' in the incident is
always a subject of debate. When the Maws
sisters killed their father who had been
treating their mother brutally for years, the
questions asked were why the mother did not
leave, or get an injunction against him. The
eider sister got three years. Recently, a man
who killed his wife of twelve days after she
' Select Committee Report on Violence in
Marriage, 1975.
^ R and R Dobash, Violence against Wives, 1980.
^ R and R Dobash, Violence against Wives in
Scotland \9T).
•* D J Mulvihill at al Crimes of Violence
Washington, US Government Printing Office
1969 Vol II.
5 Chester and Streather, 1972.
s Elston, Murch and Fuller, 1976.
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had taunted him with her past lovers, got
only two years. I had a discussion with a
'progressive' man about this second example
and his attitude was that she had provoked
him, and that there were some things that
were more than any man could stand. He did
not consider that the man could have left the
house, or the marriage. He seemed to accept
that an aggrieved husband had the right to
attack his wife if she needled him too much.
The emphasis is almost always on how the
woman contributed to the act, and her
responsibilities: not to nag, or provoke or to
step out of line, not to be in the street alone
after dark, rather than on how the man
should control his temper, take himself away
from a situation where he might become
violent, learn to face up to difficulties in
relationships and negotiate, instead of flailing
with his fists.
The saddest aspect of this is the way
women themselves help perpetuate this
view of where responsibiUty lies. We have
become so used to being on guard, and to
planning our movements to minimise the
risks, that when we hear of an attack on a
woman, our immediate thoughts are how we
ourselves would have 'been more careful',
avoided particular places, or been more
cautious in who we let into the house. We put
ourselves, mentally, in that situation and
rehearse how we could have protected ourselves better. We are distracted by our
concern for our own safety from the anger
that properly attaches to such acts of
violence. We discuss methods of protection
rather than challenge the benefits that accrue
to men from the acceptance of the current
status of men and women. The benefits
accrue to all men, though not all men practice
or condone actual violence, just as benefits
accrue to all white people from discrimination against blacks, even though not
all whites actually practice discrimination. I
am not arguing that women should not
legitimately take avoiding action, to minimise
the possibility of violence. I make the point
that the responsibiUty for such acts when
they occur should be properly located, with
the person who perpetrates them.
Images of women
There are two images of women in our culture
which are consistently portrayed. One is of
women in relation to others identified by role
('mother', 'wife', 'housewife'). This variety
of woman is depicted serving others, by
cooking, washing, listening, comforting. The
other is that of woman as object, to be looked
at, with clothing, hairstyle and figure accentuated, and in its extreme form, in
pornography, to conjure the fantasy of
having something done to her. This reifica-

Whether it is a rape, a
murder, or a beating, the
victim's 'part' or 'role' in
the incident is always a
subject of debate
tion of women is quite at odds with men's
actual experience of women. Their wives,
mothers, daughters, female workmates are
nothing like these packaged images, but yet
these images arouse strong feelings; gut
reactions in men, sinking feelings in women.
They fabricate a 'real woman' whose purpose
in Ufe is to provide services, both domestic
and sexual.
Images, of course, are chicken-and-egg
material. They reflect current thinking, but
also strengthen and legitimise it. They form
models of behaviour and attitudes, they give
messages of what is regarded as acceptable
and appropriate. They are important in a
consideration of violence against women
because a man's view of women and his treatment of them are intertwined. A man's
behaviour in a given situation is connected to
his perception of the situation and the
meaning he attaches to that behaviour. In his
deaHngs with women, his behaviour will be
mediated by his attitude to women which
will, in general, be informed by cultural
images.
The supposed role of women in acts of
violence indicates what I propose is the nub
of the whole, that pointing the finger at
women absolves men of the responsibility for
their own behaviour. It avoids any challenge
to the role of men and the process of intimidation through violence. This seems to be a
standard way of legitimising the status of one
group at the expense of another; the assumptions of the dominant group are taken as read
so that the dominated struggling to achieve
equality have to challenge not just actions but
the ideology that legitimates the action. We
see this in the class struggle with the working
class having to win the battle of ideas by
challenging
bourgeois
actions
and
assumptions; with blacks challenging white
power through black consciousness and the
assertion of their various cultures; with gays

Another aspect of the
ordinariness is that
ordinary men do act
violently. It is not
restricted to men of
extreme character

having to insist that their expression of
sexuality is legitimate and not unnaturally
perverted. The misdeeds of the dominant
section become the responsibility of the
other, so that the status of the first group does
not come under question. In the case of man
the 'misdeeds' themselves serve to intimidate
the lower status group which is also held
responsible. No wonder there are Angry
Women around!
Rape
The idea of the ordinariness of the harassment of women is very hard for men, in
particular, to come to terms with. Whilst acts
of violence are not perceived to be everyday
events, the frequency of them indicates that
they are not abnormal. The Citizens Advice
Bureau estimated in 1971 that its branches
dealt with 25,000 battered women a year.
Also, those acts of harassment which, whilst
not actually assaults, are part of the reification of women (such as bottom-pinching,
offensive remarks about appearance, and the
assessment of a woman, seen but not known,
as to whether or not she would make a
suitable sexual partner) are certainly not
abnormal but part of the day to day needUng
women have to learn to deal with. Another
aspect of the ordinariness is that ordinary
men do act violently. It is not restricted to
men of extreme character, nor of a particular
class. It seems to be a widely occurring
phenomena, amongst both married and
unmarried men, workers, trade unionists,
supposedly feminist men, Marxists even.
Nowhere is the power of men over women
more sharply demonstrated than in the act of
rape. In rape, violence is combined with
some act that has significant sexual connotation, but which is totally different from the
way in which, in a relationship, sexuality
expresses openness and intimacy. The assault
is not a sexual act, but an act of aggression
and hatred, humiliation and degradation. It
is peculiarly powerful in its intention to
terrorise and intimidate women. Rape is not
an erotic act, nor the result of uncontrollable
biological urges. It is often pre-planned, and
where the victim is unknown, seems to be
directed at a particular woman as the
representative of womankind, rather than at
that individual woman as a person.
Dress
One common 'excuse' for rape or harassment is that the woman was asking for it by
the way she dressed. Looking good is something that most of us aspire to at sometime, in
our own way. Just what we think 'looking
good' means depends on our age, our peer
group, our lifestyle and our personal taste, as
well as fashions and what clothes are available
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in the shops. For conscious women, the
question is that, given the way our clothing
has been assessed in terms of its packaging of
the sex object, how can we assert in our dress
that we reject this packaging whilst at the
same time refusing to deny our sexuahty and
without portraying ourselves as asexual? Do
we disclaim clothes that identify us as
women, and so, for example, abandon skirts?
Do we refuse to accept the packaging
meanings attached to (say) clothes that draw
attention to our breasts and insist that the
perceived sexual messages are in the mind of
the onlooker and therefore his or her
problem, not ours? Or do we decide to wear
clothes that are comfortable but not
calculated to show our bodies to best
advantage? Whatever strategy we adopt, we
are criticised, either for not looking feminine,
for dressing provocatively, or for looking
scruffy. Whatever you do is wrong in
someone's eyes. For men, the situation is not
so critical. They do not have the same extent
of packaging to dissent from. Tight trousers
are not regarded as provocative, scruffy
clothes are part of the prerogative of deciding
for himself what he wears. We can make
indulgent remarks about how he is not able to
sew buttons on, or iron his shirts. These
failings do not detract from him in the way
that similar failings would do for a woman.
The allowed and expected reactions to
tightly fitting clothes are different, too. No
woman attempts publicly to fondle the
genitals of a man in tight trousers, yet some
men feel free to pat a woman's bottom, even
though she may be a stranger. From patting
through pinching to mauling and forced
physical attention, all without the active
consent of the woman: these are but small
steps down a slippery slope. A supposed
justification for sliding down that slope is that
deciding what is acceptable and what is
unforgivable is no easy job for the man who
has been encouraged to think that male
biological urges are uncontrollable.
Single women
Whilst women in relationships with men are
subject to domestic violence, or the threat of
it, women on their own are not free from the
fear of violence. They are outside the
'protectorate',^ that is, outside the protection
enjoyed by any woman who is attached to a
man, and because they are outside it, fair
game. Many single women value highly their
independence and the means and ends of
achieving it: an income of their own, choices
about lifestyle, and the freedom to travel
when and where they wish. When this
independence is threatened by fears for their
physical safety in a way they have no control
over, a tremendous feeling of anger is gener-

ated towards the anonymous men concerned,
that their hard won independence and their
very style of hving is at risk. No wonder,
during the years of the Ripper, there were
calls from some women for a curfew for men,
mirroring and mimicking the police call for
women to stay indoors.
The Ripper case
The case of murderer Peter Sutcliffe has
demonstrated various aspects of violence
against women. The first one I want to look at
is the idea that men who attack women in the
way he did must be psychopaths. The only
positive thing about Sutchffe's trial was that
his plea of diminished responsibility was
debunked by the jury; even the judge
thought it was going a bit far to assert that
someone could live normally through all
those years, and have moments when 'the
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exchange. They retain some control of the
transaction in a way which challenges male
control of women's sexuality, and yet they
depend on customer approval of the transaction to be effected. The very nature of their
occupation renders them especially vulnerable to violence.
Another aspect of the case is how Sonia
Sutcliffe was held to be involved. This
supports my previous point, that the
dominant group (men in this case) almost
always manages somehow to blame someone
else for its misdemeanours. If Sonia had not
'dominated' him, he would not have had to
assert his masculine identity in this way. If
Sonia had provided him with a 'happy
marriage' and 'satisfying sex life', he would
never have had to relieve his frustrations in
this fashion. The twisting of situations to
exonerate the man and to find some way of

W-' V
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urge' overtook him. If this decision is part of a
general sense in society that men should be
held responsible for the attacks they perpetrate on women, then it is to be welcomed.
What would be even more welcome is official
criticism of the poUce handling of the affair,
in attempting to insist that women accept
responsibility for staying out of the Ripper's
way and thus be denied their civil rights of
free movement and association.
The second question concerns prostitutes.
There was constant differentiation of the
victims by counsel, police and press into
'innocents' and 'prostitutes', which implied
that the prostitutes were somehow 'guilty'.
The position of prostitutes in the sexual
violence arena is interesting. These are
women who are certainly not within the protectorate, at least whilst about their business,
and indeed eschew any such protection by the
use of their bodies in a straight commercial

blaming the woman for the violence I find
truly amazing. The Sonia syndrome, as I will
call it, is ubiquitous and ripe for discrediting.
An explanation
My tentative explanation of what happened
to SutcHffe is this. He was exposed to all the
socialisation messages about the status of
women and their 'correct' place in society.
He was as familiar as other men with all the
material about women as sex objects: of
prostitutes as women who challenged the
accepted norms for the appropriate direction
of sexuality and thereby particularly threatening to the ideas he had already absorbed
about women as passive and serving partners.
So far, his views were no different from those
of many men similarly exposed to the
consumer society view of women and
' Sarah Benton Marxism Today, February 1981.
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sexuality. He had had some experience of
prostitutes, at a business level, and had been
outmanoeuvred by one of them. Given that
there must be many men with similar
attitudes to women, and given the variety of
response by different people to similar
situations, it is not surprising that, sometimes, one of these men goes beyond what is
formally sanctioned as reasonable behaviour,
and exhibits his aggression and hatred in the
manner Sutcliffe did. He had accepted the
socialisation messages in perhaps an extreme
form, and had not accepted or perceived the
limits of socially condoned expression of
them. Whilst it may have been prostitutes he
originally focused on, it later became clear
that all anonymous, vulnerable women
outside the protectorate were his target.
Sutcliffe's actions and attitudes were not
unlike those of many men; but he took them
beyond the bounds of socially acceptable
limits.
We Uve in a society where violence is
tolerated, depicted ad nauseam, and inflicted
especially, though not exclusively, on
women. I have tried to show that this violence
against women is not exphcable except in
terms of the relations between men and
women and their relative status. Whilst
women are sure to confront it, this is an issue
which should concern all people, and the
degree to which men are prepared to become
allies of women in the struggle against
violence, harassment and the fear of violence
which act as social controls, will be indicative
of the degree to which men are prepared to
take women seriously.
Women's campaigning
Of course, women have taken the initiative in
campaigning around the issues. It is some
years since battered women began to emerge
from the obscurity of their homes, and we
began to realise that this was a fairly common
occurrence. Women's Aid refuges were the
women's liberation movement's response to
this, and have remained a practical
demonstration of the movement's commitment to aiding women suffering from
domestic violence. Relations between
Women's Aid and local authorities (including
Labour authorities) over the finding of
suitable accommodation for refuges and their
proper maintenance, and the permanent
rehousing of women who have used them,
have been problematic. 'Reclaim the Night'
demonstrations have been held in many
cities, to oppose demands that women should
stay off the streets, and, being torchlit, have
often turned into celebrations of women's
dawning strength. They have sometimes run
into difficulties with the poUce, ostensibly
over routes.

The indignation and fury aroused by the
suspended sentence given to the guardsman
who sexually assaulted Carol Maggs (the
judge said a prison sentence would damage
his career) led to a re-examination of rape as a
control mechanism. Existing Rape Crisis
groups were vindicated for the strategy they
had adopted, and new groups were set up, to
provide support for sexually assaulted
women, and education for the rest of us. It is
from such groups that information on
unreported rape and assault has been forthcoming.
Anti-pornography committees have been
active, and Women Against Violence Against
Women and Angry Women made themselves
felt, after agreeing tactics at the Sexual

Sutcliffe's actions and
attitudes were not unlike
those of many men; but he
took them beyond the
bounds of socially
acceptable limits.
Violence against Women conference in
Leeds. Sex shops and cinema screens were
favourite targets, and slogans painted on
subways and walls must have been seen by
thousands and thousands of people: 'Men off
the Streets' and 'Angry Women' etc. The
police responded with arrests and charges
where they could, though in at least one city,
the judge accepted that the anger behind the
action was understandable if not justified,
and was very lenient.
It should not surprise us that the arm of the
state, government, local and national, the
police and the courts have been involved in
these struggles. After all, women are
challenging very fundamental structures in
society.
Action by men
The initiative for these activities came mostly
from radical and revolutionary feminists (that
is, women who look to separatism as a
strategy for liberation), but many socialist
feminists have joined them, so that there is a
good deal of unanimity within the women's
Uberation movement about the issues if not
about the tactics to be adopted. Many of them
are women-only activities and I know there
has been much concern amongst men on the
Left who wish to show solidarity but who feel
frustrated that they have, on occasion, been
prevented from joining marches, a traditional
way of demonstrating support. Different
ways of challenging the status quo are appropriate, because of the privatisation and
domestication of much of women's experi-

ence, and they have to be worked out by the
women who, because of the very nature of the
issue, will only accept support with care, and
on their terms. Whilst some activities are
women-only, there are many ways in which
men can support women. Men can act for
example, by working with women against
sexual harassment at work, by criticising men
who behave in a sexist way instead of leaving
it to the women, by challenging those jokes in
pubs, and pin-ups wherever they occur
(including in trade union journals).
But perhaps before involvement in
campaigning, there is the need for both men
and women to consider the status of women,
and how it affects our day by day relationships, and to face up to our own attitudes to
violence; in a nutshell, to do some consciousness raising. This has always been a
source of great strength in the women's
liberation movement, and the beginning of
campaigning and theorising. Time and again,
• women have gone back to it, to reconsider
some part of their experience which is hidden
or incomprehensible. And again and again, it
has proved to be a way of identifying the
collective experience which had previously
been taken as simply the isolated experience
of particular women. The experience of
violence is one such area. The first demand of
women to men who wish to support them is to
accept the need for women to organise
separately, to listen, and to examine their
own behaviour.
I have already mentioned a very specific
way in which men can help counter the fear of
violence on the streets by being aware of how
they generate fear, however unintentially and
doing something to allay it, never approaching the woman. Cuts in public transport
affect women particularly and restrict their
ability to travel safely, especially at night.
Also, anything that can be done within our
organisations
and
workplaces,
social
situations and families to increase the status
of women, and to challenge the myths about
women being intellectually, organisationally
and socially inferior are helpful.
The ways which are open to men and
women to work around the issues of violence
against women are different, because of the
power differences between men and women.
I have tried to show these power differences
are, at root, the reason why, when it comes to
violence, women are mostly on the receiving
end and men are mostly on the giving end.
There is a struggle going on, to identify how
violence is used against women, and to
challenge the legitimacy of it, and of the
social framework and culture that condone it.
It is a major struggle in the battle for women's
liberation, and one that we will start to win
when we know why it happens.
D
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France has moved dramatically to the left. Over two decades of
rightwing rule has been brought to an end. The Left government
provides new possibilities for the trade unions.

Interview with

Georges Seguy
Interview conducted by Jeff Apter
So for the first time for many years the CGT is negotiating with the
In France only about 23% of the workforce is organised in unions — about government.
half the number in Britain. There are six recognised TUCs. Apart from the
600,000-strong teachers' umbrella organisation (FEN) and the managers'Yes, it is an entirely new situation for us. For 34 years we have had a
300,000-strong CGC, there are 4 other bodies organising all kinds of succession of hostile governments which have excluded the CGT from
workers. The 150,000-strong CFTC is close to the Catholic Church, and negotiations. Not only was our organisation discriminated against but
the SOO,000-member FO was created by the Americans in the cold war as aour rank and file has been systematically victimised and even hounded
split from the CGT. It is strongly anti communist. The two biggest are the 1before the courts.
million-strong CFDT, which has recently moved to a more moderate
Today we are at last able to fully play our role as trade unionists in a
position, and the CGT with a membership of 2 million. A former railway positive, constructive and cooperative way with the government. We
worker, Georges Seguy was sent to Auschwitz at the age of 16 for his are now in a position to attempt to settle a certain number of
resistance work. He has been a leader of the CGT's railway workers' unionoutstanding social issues which have been continually ignored by the
and, since 1967, general secretary of the CGT itself He gave this exclusive outgoing administration.
interview to Marxism Today at the end of June.
We are in direct discussion with the new President who is giving the
trade union movement the importance it deserves. These discussions
As leader of France's biggest trade union body, what is your feeling about include international questions of concern to us as trade unionists. We
Francois Mitterrand's Presidential election victory on May 10 and the are also in close contact with the Prime Minister, a simple telephone
call sufficing for a meeting to be arranged, and we are also in touch
ensuing Left victory at the General Election in June?
with all the ministeries dealing with social questions.
They are both events of great importance, not only for France but also
An era of negotiations is therefore opening before us. We are aware
for Europe, and indeed, the world. They have created a completely of the new opportunities but also of the limits. The opportunities are
new situation in our country. The workers wanted to be rid of the new because the government is no longer an adversary but a partner,
power of the right wing that has dominated the country's life for a and there are limits because of the national and international
generation and they have succeeded by electing Frangois Mitterrand economic situation that has been inherited and also because the
and a Left government. As a trade union organisation of the Left, the policies of the new President and his administration do not go as far as
CGT worked for the victory and we intend grasping the opportunities the CGT's programme.
thus offered to the working people and the country to bring about real
We think, however, that it is possible to win meaningful social
change.
advances and progressive reforms.
In this nezv situation what are the main questions facing zvorkers in France You say that in the new government the CG T now has a partner rather than
today?
an adversary. Does not this create problems with regard to the CGT's
independence?
There are two tyjjes of problem. Firstly, to win the far reaching
reforms necessary to bring about lasting change and secondly, to We do not conceive our relationship with the government as one of a
obtain satisfaction of the workers' most pressing demands. I am party participating in a coalition, and therefore pledged to be
thinking particularly about a higher minimum wage, greater attention disciplined in carrying out the government's programme, but as a
to low wages generally and a narrowing of the often anarchistic and trade union organisation. We therefore remain entirely in control of
unjust wage differentials between the highest paid manager and the our own decisions. There must be respect for our independence and
lowest grades. We also want a progressive lowering of the working for our autonomy of action.
week to 35 hours with an initial reduction of two hours a week. Other
We do not oppose the government but neither are we giving it
immediate demands are earlier retirement and steps to protect the unconditional support. We want to help bring about a constructive
purchasing power of wages and all kinds of pensions and benefits.
solution to outstanding problems but within the framework of our
The measures that have been adopted in the Presidential decrees activities as a sovereign body. The CGT is extremely jealous of its
and by the emergency session of parliament in July are a positive step independence and we want to keep it. This means maintaining our
right to criticise the government from time to time. We want to use all
in this direction and negotiations have started with the employers'
confederation on reducing working hours. However, these our weight to help tip the scales in the right direction but we also want
to be a counter-balance when there are things with which we do not
negotiations are already very tough. But this is not all. There is also a
agree. This is how we see our role as an independent trade union
whole backlog of other questions needing negotiation especially with
regard to unemployment such as vocational training and investment movement.
— particularly in the public sector and the nationalised industries —
to create the maximum number of jobs as soon as possible.
It is clear that the CGT has always workedfor a Left government but before
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