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New 'L)evelopmenfs in the

anti-revisionist movement

The 'Joint Committee-of Communists' formed itself into the 'Com-
munist Federation of Great Britain (Marxist-Leninist)' late last
year. A JCC Statement published in the Marxist (Wo 12) declared
that "the main characteristic of the Marxist-Leninist Movement
in Britain todayv is the existence of individual autonomous
groups. The nature of these groups is determined by the fact
that they are making serious attempts to integrate Marxist-
Leninist theory with practice in the concrete working conditions
of their own locality or industry." Fere we meet two old
friends:the "autonomy" question and the theorv-practice question.

Apart from the "dogmatic "ICO/CWO, and ambitious opportunists
like Birch who want to form sham 'Parties' bv swallowing up
little 'autonomous' kingdoms, it hes been generally held to be
virtuous to declare that you are merely an "autonomous" group
integrating theory and practice in your own locality, and

having no "national" ambitions. Life is a continuous hazard

for such virtuous minnows, for some "national" shark is always
trying to manoeuvre them into his maws. We fear that their
plight has caused us to be amused rather than sympathetic, much
as do the efforts of self-righteous virgins to avoid seduction.
The existence of these self-righteous autonomous groups is for
from being a necessity of working class politics. They exist
because of the absence of working class politics, and their self-
satisfied parochial 'Marxism' is a denial of working class pol-
itiecs. If they were making any real contribution to the develop-
ment of working class politics their ohsession with their .
virginity (sorry, "autonomv") would soon be forgotten.

The only justifiable grounds for the existence of 'independent'
groups 1is that basic theoretical differences seperate them. If
they are separated because of such differences they should set,
about clarifying these differences in a workmenlike way and
seeing if they can be resolved. [nd since truth is the reflect-
ion of objective reality, there are certainly no objective
grounds why they should not be resolved. But this is not, and
hos never been, the approach of these groups. They are sealed
in their self-satisfied autonomy. Trving to get 2 simple dis-
cussion meeting with them is like trying to negotiate a treaty
of friendship with a hostile and xenophobic kingdom.
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As for the notion of "integrating theory and practice” in vour
own postal district before a programme for the national situat-
ion exists:it is patently absurd. Without a programme there is
nothing to integrate. If what is meant is that you should pro-
pogate the general truths of Marxism where the opportunity offers
in the general course of living and working, it should be taken
for granted that that is being done by every working class anti-
revisionist. But it is absurd to see that as the Tunction of a
Communist organisation. In order to function organisationally

as a Communist body at local level, all basic questions relating
te the ‘international and the national sphere must first be clar-

ifi:d. Adequate analysis at international and naticnal lavel is
a_necessary precondition for Communist leadership at local level
"Integration" at locel level presupposed that there 1is something
to pauegrate And when general confusion per711 in the Commun--
ist movement at national level, and when there is ever serious
confusion at international level, what is gained by propogating
this confusion at local level. If workers enterlng the move-
ment are not shown the objective tasks of the movement, they
are .in fact being deceived and are heading for disillusion. But
if they are shown thc objective tasks, even though these be in
the :field of thoery, they can develop politically by working at
hﬁPSb tasks. That much has been demonstrated ,oqclusively during
2 pest four years by the ICO.

The CFGB (ML) has published two issues of a newspapsr,
It is the most irrelevant publ&cgtlon that has so I
from the enti-revisionist movemsnt in Britain.

The Ulster crisis of August 1969 was the most deci

practice of political kines since the emergence he =
revisionist movement in 1953. Fere, in the British sbpue, was
the state power being challenged by the masses. The harricades
were up, and for a time the struggle became a military one. At
the peak of the struggle even the most gifted phrasemongers had

to stop and be exposed. b%am socialism had ﬂO‘HTJg socialist
to say. Phrasemongering about action had eithe . to act or shut
up, and did the latter. Th¢ only organisation tha' emerged from
the crisis stroager than it went into it was tﬂb IC0. The rev-
olutionery phrascmongers, both. 'Maoist' and trotskyist, who had
been ridiculing the ‘'ermchair Marxism' of the ICO in the periol:
when nothing much w - happening, became irrelevent during the
crisis. And oven when the crisis was over, and it wasg once again
safe to be 2 revolutionary Marxist, they were incapable even of
describing accurately what h“np@ﬂed Mr. Reg Birch can consider
this a rep]v to his reference in the Feb issue cof Tre Worker to
thefRoman Catholics of politics--faith not works", which we
assume is a reference to the ICO. Whoever talks about the arm-
chair Marxism of the ICO these days demonstrater counclusively
;hat he himself was so far removed from the action as not ever
to be able to see what was happening.
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"The Merxist" malkes de
Ulster crisis in is e are told that:
WThe church in Ireland was independent until Henry VIII com-
pelled allegiance to Rome" In fact the Roman Church was imposed
on Ireland & few centurics eerlier, and HHenry VIII tried to
break the counnection with Rome., This bit of history sets the
general tone of the arbticle.

ts contribution to the understanding of the
i)

s Mo 12 (Autumn 1969)., i

Quote: . "When James Craig declared fifty vears ago 'We will
create a Protestant people', he knew verv well what he meant".
If he had said such a thing, it's hard to guess what he might
have meant. In fact, what he said was, "2 Protestant state for
a Protestant peopnle."” The "Protestant Deople was an existing
product of history, and if it had not existed Jomes Craig could
not have created t~~o’ﬂ since he was 8 very lonT ~headed polit--
ician it is unlikely that he would have wasted his time trying.

On the sectarian division in the working class:"The Unionist
Party had devised 2 scheme whereby they would ruthlessly exploit
workers, both Protestant and Catholic, but give to the Protestant
a minute advan 2ge over Catholics in emplovment a2und social bene~
fits, thus encuring that Protestant workers would, in the main,
adhere to the Unionist 11tv in fear of losing thelr position

of advantage". And they "continue bribing Protestant workers

and so maintaeining at least
It is remarkable that this kind of thing should pess for Marxist
analysis in any circumstances. That i~ comes after the ICO clar-

ification is ounly ﬂ“o“:c ble 1n terms of the hermetically sealed
"autonomiem" that is so general. We are asked to believe that
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throughout a prolonged re VCIQ+WO”8PV period the Protestant
workers berame active cgents of imperialism because they had been
"'1Qu+eiy' erb@u oV fﬂe imper ialists., And at the seme time as
he was being "minutely” bribed, he was also being "ruthlessly
exploited" by the same class, If that was so, the Protestant
worker would indeed be 2 remarkably obnuse animal.
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The ICO explanation is that there weas no simple conflict between
the Irish natiou and ’UUFIldlSl 1, with the protestant wokers won
over to imperialism through the 11perceptible bribing of the
Shankill Road 1 Jour arvsfo”ra* There was a2 national division
within Ireland gelf resulting i rom the uneven development of

capitalism combLﬂcd with cultural differences, and the behaviour
of the Protestant workers is to be explasined mainly in terms of
this internal national contradiction.

"The Merxist" iuforms us that, "Whilst the Civil Rights struggle
is not of itself a revolutionary one, in Ulster, pushed to a
decisive conclusion, it cannot fail to have revolutionary con-
sequences". Irn fact the substance of the Civil Rights

movement was a demand by the Cathclic bourgeoisie for local
control of areas where there is a Catholic majority, and for
general bourgecis democrabtic rights for Catholics. ,

Only if the Unionist DPartv was prepared to fight to the death

an import ant part of their main base”.



-

" - u
against these demands (which thev are mot) would there be anv
possibilitv of "revolutionary consequences”, '

The Marxist says:"A.feyw years ago progressive comrades in Ire-
land held the opinion that the precipitation of a2 crisis in
Ulster would immediately result in messive support coming from
the Republic, pPossibly in co-operation with the Republican
bourgeoisie; if necessary over their heads." The TCO certainly
never held such an opinion. "The Marxist" continues that, be-
cause of the way matters actually developed, "It is possible
that sections of the left in Ireland have become disorganised
and disoriented." Whatever may be the case with the abstract
and unspecified "left", the August crisis had the effeot of con-
firming that the ICO orientation was correct, and of strengthen-
ing it organisationally. But we would suggest that the Marxist
itself bhas entirely lost its bearings.
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The following letter has been received from the Finsbury Commun~—
ist Association:

: ¢ ~r of thi up holds
"The Communist, No 2%orustates_that a member of G@ls ggowgrking
the view that the British working clgss is &, Eo?rg§01 o
class! 'whose objective interest 1s imperialist. No member
of our group holds this view and we should be plecased to learn

. . ' L3 n
the source of any quotation which supports the CWO assertion.

What the FCA has been saying during the pest few years, Wwe

don't now since it refuses to sell its publications to us; and

they appear to be available by subscription only. But as

stated in its main theoretical publication, "Class and Party

in Britain” (1965) the FCA position is that the British worklng_

class is, in the literal sense, 2 bourgeois working class. Their

colleagues, Bvans and Hoffman, though they are freer with

their use of the actual term, have recently claimed that they

only use it in a figurative sense. But, though the FCA prefer

to use other terms, their description of the British working

class, makes it bourgeois in the literal secnse. The bourgeolsie

lives by exploiting the working class. 1T lives on surplus

value, the exploited labour of the working class. The FCA

pamphlet maintains that the British workers "Receive their

subsistence wages cut of the values produced in Britain, and

the extra bit out of the surplus value created by the colonial

or neo-colonial worker. This extra chunk of surplus value 1is

given by the capitalist clase to the working class...to keep

the workers swcet, and ensure that they continue to support

imperialsim." (p. 84). This means that the British workers and

capitalists are in alliance to exploit the colonial and neo-

colon al workers, 2nd they share the surplus-value between them.

Which means that the British working class has an objective class

interest in maintaining the imperialist system. It is not

merely by implication that the FCA holds this position. It

approvingly quotes Ernest Bevin's statement that the British

working class interest is imperialist. Aud as late as last

vear, Kenna declared at an Albanian Society meeting that "on

a world scale," the British working class as a whole is a labour

_aristocracy. If the British working class as a whole is a labour

M aristocracy deriving part of its income from imperialist exploit-
=2Tp! ation, then it obviously has a material intcrest in maintaining

that system of exploitation.

- .1In Supplement No 1, 1964, the Finsbury Communist, under criticism
from the MLOB, made this declaration: "Fundamentally", of course,
the labour aristocracy are proletarians, though at present
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?nt;od&gtioﬁa:-lt has become evident since the CPSU became revis~
ionist in 1953, that it has increasingly borrowed from trotskyist
theory. On the international division of labour, for instancé,
they bave accepted Trotsky's idea of a deep-going division of lab-
our, applying not just to a few fields which are mutually agreed,
but also to basic parts of the economy. Deutscher,in the intro-
duction to his beok, "Stalin" complains that the Yugoslavs banned
his book because they have borrowed so much from it, and they
ganpot afford to have this known in the country. The modern rev--
ionists have also borrowed from trotskyism the idea that capitalism
cannot be restored once the economic base has been established,
save by outside intervention. J

Both the revisionists and trotskyists are agreed in their
defence of Yugoslavia. The only political tendency which has
consistently and firmly opposed Yugoslav revisionism from its app-
earance has been the anti-revisionist movement.

Between East and West: Yugoslavia (by Andrew Sayers I.S.No.41)
purports to analyse Yugoslav revisionism since the war. Shackled by
their lack of theory and a liberalism which might even be described
as dogmatic, it is hardly surprising to find the article a real
hotch-potch of muddled thinking, which attempts to portray. the
Yugoslav revisionists as not that "bad". It is proposed here o
take up only a few points the article raises.

The Yugoslavs'claim to honour is based on their "heroic"str-
uggle against Stalin - the "baddest" of them all. In their neur-
osis about £+2lin, International Socialism get themselves thor-
oughly mixed up about the course of events in Eastern Europe alter
the Second World War. For cxanmple, they promote the hoary old
tale about Stalin imperialism seeking to create in Eastern Europe
sources of raw material for the Great Russian Market, and prevent--
ing national industrial bases being built. Sayers quotes both
Kardelj and Kidric approvingly (who had their own reasons for put-
ting around this myth):

"Again Kidric had referred to the USSR when he had said:

'there was and still can be the opiniorn that Yugoslavia 1is an
agrarian country and would remain suchj; and that it should deliver
to industrially developed countries raw materials and food, and
they sell to Yugoslavia finished industrial consumer goods' "(p. )

Sayers might just as well have quoted Gluckstein(alias Cliff)
who said that the

"main reason for the Tito-Stalin conflict is the qucstion of
industrialisation and the accumulation of capital"...Yugoslavia's
role 2s =7 "an agrarian country that it should deliver industr-
ially developed countries raw materials and food, and they sell to
Yugoslavia finished industrial consumer goods'." Stalin's Satellites
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in Burope p.243).

Thus, the Yugoslav revisionists and the I.S. give out the view that
the economic justification for the split with the international
communist movement was the attempt of the USSR to impose an unequal,
imperialist-type relationship on Yugoslavia(and the other East Bur-
opean countries, incidentallvy); and to txploit the Yugeslav -eCl iomy
forcing it to produce agricultural goods and raw materials. In this
way the Yugoslav economy suffered as trading was carried on,cn cap-
+talist terms in Eastern Europe.(Capitalist international trade

on the whole gives a sizesble advantage To producers of industrial.
goods against the producers of raw materials and light goods.

Since the war this has become one of the " ain forms of imperialist

exploitation.)

This argument suffers from one mejor flaw. It has no basis
in fact in the Russia 2nd E.Europe of 1948. If post—-war trade
between Russia and Eastern Euror. is examined, 1t emerges that
the Soviet Union exported more agricultural goods and raw mater-
aals than manufactured goods to Yugoslavia and E.Europe and that
Yugoslavia and E.Europe exported more manufactured goods and raw
materials to it. Sayers in his article on the Yugoslav situation
does not mention this important fact.

Deutscher, not exactly a Stalinist, states that Russia's own
cconomic development was best served by developing the industries
in the Eastern Buropean countries. and that Stalin followed this
path; '

"The revolutionary method,...consisted in the broadening of
the base on which planned economy was to operate, in an economic
link~up between Russia and the countries within her orbit. The
gradual integration into the sphere of planned economy of several
small and medium sized countries, most of which had been indust-
rially more developed that Russia before the thirties, promised
to quicken the tempo of Russia's as well as of their own reconst-
ruetion. " ("8talin"p.556) .

And it must be admitted that while the East European econom-

- made steady progress after the war(and up to their "reform") the
Yugoslav econcmy has limped from crisis to crisis in spite of a

total of .°1,200,000,000 dollars in economic'aid'from the West
and a total of 724,000,000 in military'aid'from the U.S. between
1948-1960, Cliff himself, in "Stalin's satellites in Burope'has
to admit the fact that the relationship between Eastern Europe
and the Soviet Union did not fit into the pattern of imperialist
country and colony. The fact that Cliff puts both views forward
in this book is another indication of the inability of trotskyism
to make working class analysis. In the earlier part of his book
Cliff admits that the Soviet Union had always followed the policy’
of all-round development of its territory, and cites Soviet devel
opment of Ukrainian industry as an example(p.69-70). What he
doeg'nt say is how Stalin could have engaged in this socialist
. policy of developing backward parts of the country and still have
'pepr@sented the capetalist interest in a situation where the cap-
italist approach would be %o make the best use of scarce resourc-
es by investing them profitably and the profitable places for in-
vestment are first and foremost where the market is most concent-
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G1ife atoa - aagnl A 4 : Lo i z
betuesn herselt and other sagnriogs °O Teduce the industrial gap

"will compel her to look upon the satellites
t@e homeland', to try to develop them industr'ally, even 1f because
of her poverty, bureacratin mismanagement, and various other
fgctors, cshe can do so only in 2 very unsatisfactory way. All the
time she will of course resery

! s st _ 7¢ for herself the first fruits of
their industrial development'.(p.69-70).

as 'extension of

. The reader may well wonder how C1iff could have ade the two
statements in the same book. H2 will certainly see the fallacy in
the gtatement that Russia with oceans f resources awaiting devel-
opueny within her frontiers should find it necessary Lo invest her
precious and scarce resources overseas merely in order to resp
scme bighly notional first fr-its. The truth seecms much more in
accordance with the available facts: that Stalin aided the indust
rialisation of the socielist countries in order Lo Further tha
cause of the internaticnal working class movement. And that he
atiempted to develop a scparate market to the world merkes (seeing
that 2 market was still necessary), where the economics of *the E.
‘opean countries could be free from scme of the imperialist
ssures. Since Stalin's death many of ‘his policies in this
ection have been revised, particularly with regard to the worid

The revisionists in the USSR claim that the international
n of labour ~ 3 beneficial and that they wish ﬁolinﬁggratg
ves more fully into it and into the world market,‘ in this

they have drawn very close to the ?U%951?V¢ who.cqnuemﬂgd
talin for disreption ani hindering economic Cgv?legmu%n %? tiyﬁng
evelop a separate morket from the 1EDCIZG¥ISu”W57%G.TmUke -

o Tome v i = Cavien of ternational Affairs,Belgrade

K.Iranovski.” ~11-~'52. Review of Internationa. Al "
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Tnhernational Socislism

n common with other trotskyilst groups
find it convenient fTo & :

¢ Yugoslavia's expulsion from the

ict arising from Stalin's economic

' The only 'proof' they for this

the Yugoslav leaders themselveeo
acts. The reaszon why the Yugoslavs
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e LCE B e g ich! imperialism on the part of the
i Fg o g o that trotskvist liberalism could'nt
oviet Union 18 of coursge BaE LIEURLILRY, LolwSn el
somach: the pcpularity cf ¥ Soviet revelution amongst the ;
stomach: the pcpuiarity —— Savers stetes that on the basis of
1 casa 3 an WOTrRers. ayelr v2Les nav -
Tagas et pLﬂS,Qt? -Ta-f?JL%a Soviet Union the Yugoslev reglme
a pnational conflict with the Soviet Julor _ goslas Lme e
e pabl 1lying su 5 egpecially in Tthe counvtryside
"was capable of rallying SUPPOTTL_espec i
for its nationalist opposition to =talln.

¢t Union was SO
¢ revisionists
reak on nat-
' : ing ussed, whilst

ional grounds, and prevented issues from being 'Sigévﬁn%ing

refully buiids heory'of Coviet impe L reventi
are d iy » a 'theory'ol Lov1ET 1NMf T renting.
e oo puéirlgfnggaing bﬂzgt of the Yugoslav Jeaders JOLnu@ in
HER L00E TRaR e cilenced wnieh increosed in intensity
this cempaign(the rest were silenced W

e ai i+ wes necessory for the Yugoslave
as time went on. As Djilas said, 1% wes necessoly

The

However, the opposite was the case. R
popular amongst the Yugoslav people that ;;e”
had to tread very cerefully. They made the 1a
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t Uni G ccause it had been most leved
codiet Union mozt, because it had been 1
to "analyse" the Soviet Unlon mos2 6ﬁL\ it e iy Loy e
there.(On New Roads to Sneinlism 1950). The cultT oL L1100 o] n
Wil -~ o - e
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ity (which had been built up cousciously), together wiyh“the polis-
jcal capital of the Titoites' war time record was pitted against
popular appreciation of the Soviet anti-fascist effort and socisl
svstemn. After the Yugoslav revisionists won,they stoppgd any
pretence of industrialising end integrated themselves with the
world mar-et. They are ncw cxporting their agricultural surpluses,
their raw materials, their unemployed surplus labour, their light
nanufactured goods and promoting themselves as a tourist spot - in
other words, they have rev.rted to their status as 2 neo-colony.

Sayers claims that Yugoslav industrizsl development, because of
the weakness of the Yugoslav economy, could only occur through
sllowing fcreign investment in the economy. This is fully in line
with the trotskyist thecry that imperialism 'develops! its colonies
and shat the international division of labour is as beneficial to
economically backward countries as to the advanced. (Sece"In Defence
of Leninismiby I.C.0.). However Marxists by analysing concreve
situctions (instead of philoscphizing about them) haove come Lo the
conclusion that imperialist investment benefits the irm erialists
and. a few local middleuen 2te. : SRS, :

Sayers 'analysis of the situation in Yugoslavia &
repair the inconsistencies in I.S.'s previocus analyse

oc
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Angeln Clifford

nore oa the 'bourgeois working class' continued.

pourgeoisified.” So the British worki~g class is & proletariat,
gwbourgepls working class, and a lebour aristocracy. How
there's Marxist analysis for you! "

9
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teachers + the left

stecently, political groupings on the Left (CPGB. SLL

Militant) have been in agreement that the éeachérs‘ éti?éegPiggl
?esent a rcal move of the teachers as a body towards the side of
Fhe working class. The aims of this article are to examine what
has been happening, to attempt to discover if this is such a
move, and to explain why the Left is saying this.

Firetly, the events.

(The strengths of the teaching unions are as follows:out of
520,000 teachers in England and Wales, 227,000 including a major--
}Ey of women and primary school teachers, are in the NUT,

4,000 are in the NAS--the union of the long-serving career
teachers, ca. 40,000 in the Assistant Masters Association and

the Aisistant Misstresses Association ( both mainly in grammar
schools) ' ‘

“n Feb 15, 1969, an WUT Special Conference (the method by which
calary increncses are ratified) accepted the Burnmham Committee
sffer of-a basic scale of-£860-£1600 for’ two- years. The Annual
Conference (Lpril '€7}, however, reversed this decision and
decided t» press for an interim award of &£13%5 on the basic as._
of April '70. (This, according to the WUT Execubtive will keep
shem just abreact of the cost of living). The EC opposed this
nove, 2s 6t would involve sanctions. The 'Left' of the NUT
welcomed this decision; because, they stated, it was necessary
to treat the State and LEA's as cmployers and use sanctions.
(They were clear this meant strikes-—-lesser sanctions, E.G.,

e A

hoycott of school meal duties--1967--had failed).

The EC opposition to the £135 was on the grounds that to win it
would require strong sanctions which the majority of the NUT
members would not support (though militants at the Conference
night). The Resolution passed at Conference instructed the EC
tc press for £1%5, but did not state that it must not accept les
Therefore the EC could have come away with a lesser settlement
and not called for any sanctioms.

However, the Inner London Teachers Association called a one-day
ctrike on 9 July which was very well supported (though not all
NUT members came out. The EC gave a2 semi~-cfficial blessing to
the strike). Resolutions from local branches, letters, telegram:,
cte., continued to urge strike action on the EC.

ifter the firet Burnham Committee meeting about the claim had
ended with a £50 offer. another one-day strike (in mid Oct)

was called: this time most of the NUT members in the country
rarticipatcd. Again this action had strhted at the local level,



though the EC was much quicker in support.

In November, the Burnham negntiaticns_ﬂga@g broke 9own,_ T%e>EC,
realising that to retain the leadership, 1v woul%_ﬂave to become
more militant, this time, bolloted for strike action. LThlS
needs € majority of 21l members--not just of votes cast for a
school to be called out. The ballot results gave the requlyed
2, and so on 2 Dec, 4000 teachers struck for two weceks--thelr
biggest strike cver.

Tdward Short refuscd to intervene (though in 1965_Boylc had
legislated salaries), after a call to do so from'He;th and
Thatcher. Short, however, said be was sympathetic to the idea
of an inquiry into the pay structure--after the dispute had
been scttled. On Dec 15 the teachers panel rejected both a
bebter offer ond an invitation to go to arbitr:tion. (The

pay offer had been weighted in favour of the younger teachers,
which the NAS would clearly have disapproved of--but the NUT
alsc rejected the offer and the attempt by the Govt. to split
them was averted). In mid-Jan, 500C teachers ceme out for two
weeks. The DEP said it would 'be flexible' in considering the
claim re the Incomes Policy. The Govt. stated it would abide by
arbitration--but, because it would not instruct the arbitrators
to: ignore the incomes policy, the teachers refused. At the end
of Jan, 1970, 6000 teachers struck for eight days.

Farly in Feb, Short again refused to legislate but said he
would re-examine the Burn!iaom machinery a2fter the dispute was
over. The teachers planned indefinite area strikes and exam
boycotts. At present unearly all Birmitham, Waltham Forest and
soon Southwark schools are out indefinitely.

The teachers' stategy has been firstly 2 limited withdrawal of
labour (only 2% of the teachers have come out at once so far)

and secondly a widespread propaganda campaign--to mould public
opinion: 'Do you begrudge money spent on your children's future.
Education gives value for money'. They have chosen parliamentary
and. council lobbies, petitions, vigils, and in a few cases order-
ly merches. 'It is worth payiug teachers more for Education's
sake: it is Jjust and right', has been the theme.

The government's strategy, on the other hand, has consins:d of
firstly, the decision not tc legislate and use its full power.
They have calculated that the peolitical effect of this dispute
will not do great dsmage to their position. If they felt that
the strike was forcing the issue of education policy and expend-
iture, on terms not of the Govt's choosing, they would not be
'held to ransom' by the teachers and would certainly legislate.
The Govt dnes not feel the need to overhaul and reform the ed-
ucational set-up yet, though they clearly intend dcing so,
after the dispute. (this is a view shared by the NUT Executive
for though it identifies the pay rise with better education,

an investigotion into teaching at a time when the rank and file
were aroused would endanger its position. A repcrt could well
recommend widespread downgrading and/or redundancies. )



it
Thus the Govi nava ms s A S o g - . —_——
= hﬁb Gove p;yv cpted Ior igaoring the unions' rationale

or the strike (i.e.. the Justness of nn 3 i
Snd can rE X 5" Just > Ol more money for education)
a : _¢nroosing to flght the strike 2t the economic level:
2 pay dispute involving withdrawal of labour. (Note the
parallel @etwe§n this and Ford nanagement ignoring parity
althougb in thl? case the uniocus have not wanted the bighér
1ssue either). At the économic level, the mere possage of
Time may sap the militancy of the teachors. Tt is clear the
Govt wants 2 solution whiach involves minimum loss of its
face re the Incomes Policy. When the teachers! unions have
played ou? the economic weapons, 2s far as the EC's decide
tq g0, 2 'mutually ecceptable’ pay solution is the most
likely outcome.

The Govt's strategy appears correct:

Firstly, there has been no surge of 'public opinion':no

mass demos (studonts or workers, no organised working class

support, including from the TUC). The macs media have given
from time to time a sympathetic ear, but this is reclatively

unimportant, -

Secondly, the EC's of the NUT ond NAS are well in the
saddle--this must be in the Govt's interest,

Thirdly, the time of decision is fast approaching--the

use of the tencher's ultimate weapons (exam boycotts in

Tthis particular siruggle). This rules out of course working
class action which none of the 'Left groups' within or out-
side the teachers' strikes have becn calling for. Only the
NAS-~the most petty-bourgenis union-~has called fop this on

2 limited scale, i.e., strikes wherc firms' creches have allowed
wives to continue working. It is to be noted that the Burnhem
comnittee was established following 2 teachers' strike in 1919
in the Rhondda w ich was supported by thc miners and which
resulted in a 50% salary increasc for all teachers above pre—
war levels and a sliding scale to take account of cost of
living,

Fourthly, the Govt has the whip-hand anyway, for cven if £135
were conceded without arbitration, the defeat is not a nolitica:
one because by net responding politically, it has never allowed
the dispute to reach that level. Also the intention to over-
haul the pay structure ctec will permit ecasy absorption of

the award even on the econom-.z level.

]
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Now, as to whether the teachers strikes represent a 'move
to the left'--to the side of the working class.

As a preliminary, it is necessary to investigate the position
of teachers within the capitalist relations of proudction. The
important point is that they do not preiuce surplug value,

nudr are they the means of appropriating it for thcir employer.
What terchers produce if cducation, a necessary element in

the repooduction of a literate working class. But this no

more produces surplus value than the food consumed by workers
does. ©Surplus value is a social product, not the product of



v are intangible. (Though some workers don't

] thosc working in the sphere of

a means whereby their
ommcreinl capital part-
Teachers are nct

nings even if dhe
oroduce surplus value, €.8.,
zirculation--shop assistants etc, they are
coployer appropriates surplus value, for his ¢
‘sipates in the equalization of.the_proflt rate. ¢ e
this cetegory cither; education is not a ccmmcd1ty1put_op ¢
t¢t to make profits for LEA's. It can be argu?d that this 1s
~ye of public schools, but in fact what is sold by Eton cte

s not an ordinary education, as this can be obtaincd free, but
beiter education, i.e., 2 passport in the City etc) In the

i3 run and indirectly, teachers aid in the production of surplus

“ue ond therc is no doubt that they, like 211 under capitalism

-1 tust sell their labour-power, are exploited. But their posit-
o0 in production is different from the workers'.

.13 position of teachers within capitalist relations of product-
ion neans that unless the struggle is fought politiceally, the
2cvt can always win. It should be noted that an economic :
struggle by any section of the working class and petty bourgeois
wecomes political when the capitalist class and its state be-
Tieve the balance of power betwecn exploiting and exploited
class threatened by the economic dispute. At this time, their
»licical power, i.e., state pcwer is used to bresk the strike.
©0 this gambit succeeds , the dispute is lost and the organisat-
1on ound the strike which brought this threat is fragmented and
;apltalist stete power maintained. However, if the strikers mecet
o litical offecusive with political defence, the issue becomes
- the cconomic demand, but the preservation of law and order,
ey The continuation of the capitalist state. At this point,
weapons and tactics of both sides have changed, and the stru-
Ty continucs vatil this question is resolved in favour of bour-
#20is or proletarizn state. If the strikers decide to defend
themselves, they must seek the support of the proletariat as a
vihcle. Thus, if after gaining this suppcrt, the proletariat as
3 whole fail to defend themsclves, the capitrlists have won.
Tqually, the mobilisation of the state, means that if the state
=< defeated, the proletariat muct decide to then toke the offen-
ve and take state power or leave a2 political vacuum. There are
uncrous examples of proletarian defeatsin British working class
istory. The most notorious is the General Strike 1926, when
2 bourgeocisie used cvery weapon at their disposal includin
cuc TUC Genersl Council who insisted that the General Strike was
musely economic. Except for the General Strike (and Red Friday
i antecedent), thesc examples were marked by the strikers
pitulating without requesting the support of the working
. apss as a whole though they did loock to the local working class
w4 workiers elsewhere in thier trade. They madc the first
viltical defence, but gave in to continuing escalation by the
~argeols state.

she teachers' strikes, if the Govt chonses, it can win polit-
.11y, 1.e., with its state power through legislation, parallel
vh its use of police, even troops, to breck strikes--which
:ceeds unless challenged--politically. No one has even brought
the guestion of fighting a2 legislated settlement.
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When workers strike, the émployer laoses the surplus value
they prouce or are amcillaries to this production. This is a2
strang.econdmlc incentive to concede their demand. When 5
“there is no similar econsmic incentive to give in, 7

En,{gggﬂ, Egeltegche?s' movement was 2 somewhat different story
%SN J70. arly in Scptembe;,_1951, Govt cuts were announced--
m_ox? the -dole, 12% off eivil service pay, 20% off the

forces' pay, and 15% ofr teachers' salaries. The Inveres d

ses _ nvergordon
Mutiny was 2 direct response from the forces; the teachers!
response was the formation of Teachers' Defence Committees
(rank ‘and file organisations, cutting across union boundaries.

ing capitalism going 2 little longer. Fight selary cuts
today, 2nd you weaken the position of the decaying social
system. On with the fight, thereforec of the united org-
anisations of the rank and file~-they alonc can lead the
way, they alone are the sworn enemies of capitalism.™
Menifesto of the London Teachcrs!' Defence Committee.

"Accept the salary cuts, and you arc helping to keep declin-

There were demonstrations of the unemployed ~nd teachers together
(e.g., in Trafalgar Squere) which the NUT Executive opposed and
then accepted. :

"The NUT Exccutive rang down the curtain, but the rank and
file have rung it up again. Now we must keep it up.

The NUT Executive still persists in opposing loczl action
and especially demonstration action. Our reply is to
point to the success of action taken lo¢cally and un=-
officialily.. " Educational Worker, Nov, 1933,

y Sept 21, all the cuts had been reduced to 10%. But, along
with all this was the understanding that only political action
could secure victory; and on understanding of their role >
within capitalism. =

"The opinion seems to be widely held that progressive
teachers should 'use their opportunities' and 'tecll children
the truth'. But some comfortable illusions lie beneath

this opinion:that we are free to teach what we will.

Large classes, the authoritarian discipline, the meagre
cquipment, the carefully scleccted textbooks all form o
system driving towards one end--fitting children for their
office and station in life, e.g., in capitalist society.

So we are to tell the truth 2nd act a2 greater lie than ever.
-Bluntly, we 2are paid to do a job, and must do it, just the
-same as other workers."  Educational Worker, Nov, 1933,

As' egainst this, we must examine the present Left within the
teaching 'profession'.  Firstly, affilistion to the TUC is as
far as they go toward calling for united action with the workers.

Secondly, their unofficial action within the NUT is limited to
influencing, pressurising the exccutive into action, plus vague
rhetoricel proposals for democratising thce union. The only
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concrete demend here is for the removal of,hcadmasﬁerg ?rom ?he
Union leadership. This dominance of the heads 1s however, megg;
ly the result of normal elections, etc.--l.¢., it 1s not constit-
utional dominance and cannot be legislated over. Thus it indic-
ates the Left's weakness in relation to the mass of teachers, and
their petty-bourgeois level of political understanding. gThlS'
negative demand is analogous to petty-bourgeois demands for right
of recall:if the electorate doc not think an official is serving
them properly, they can reca2ll him and elect another to Truly
'serve' themn. The Left has candidtaes for the Executive on the
anti-headmaster platform--instead of the building. of politiceal
understanding at a mass level, which they all claim they are do-
ing with electioneering and rhetoric.

As for the Left teachers conception of what their role as teach-
ers is, they ere mere petty-bourgecis radicals. Firstly, they
express professionalism in the 'Teocher's Charter', which calls
for representative Governors (from teachers, parents, students
and citizens) equally) to lay down broad outlines. The tenchers
staff association would then have the freedom to teach what and
how it liked (after fullest discussion with students). It says
nothing about uxams, and gives the 'Head' the right to attend
students and teachers meetings. (Teachers' Charter is publish-
ed by 'Rank and File', the broadest and most effective 1elt,
grouping. It is mainly trotskyite)

Secondly, the Left dodges the political issue of teachers in
capitalism, and concentrates sometimes on attacking anachronisms
of the old order, e.g. corporal punishment, grammar schocls, str-
eaming. By implication, the new comprehensives ete represent

a step forward, i.e., to the left., But the bourgeoisie also
recognise these changes as improvements. Comprehensives, says
the Financial Times leader of 5 Feb, '70, are now accepted by
nearly everybody. What the Left avoids is on analysis of the
meaning of these changes in class terms. At other times the
Left attacks the new, i.e., when it threatens 'the individual',
l.e., dehumanised conditinns in education, erosion of freedom to
learn. The new education policies constitute an attack on the
pupils and students-~"'factory-schonls'. The Worker (CPBML),
Feb, '70, tells us that there will be a vast overproduction of
graduates, of 'intermediate strata in objective contradiction
with monopoly-capitalism'. This apparently fickle attitude
toward state education policy is explained by the fickleness of
petty-bourgeois politics. At certain points, the state gains
advantage by concessions to petty-bourgeonis ‘'individualism' and
'radical democracy' only to negate these later when the petty-
bourgeois politics is unprepared for struggle. Instead of con-
structing a class analysis, the teachers' left are cclectic znd
opportunist. Indeed, Sam Fisher (hecad of Inner London Teachers!
Association and member of CPGB) goes so far as to state that
Education is the only hnpe for our children as there will be no
working class in the twenty first century only technicians.

Obviously a new cducational policy has been under way for some
years now, and unless it is analysed politically, the only line



th’& Left te‘a(_,l 1ers can v."f

take up is that of oo
alis ] - T o petty-bourge
- ﬁ?, ITor this will be the highest political lev 1g€§ls radic-
ce Communist nolitics, A OVel In the abgen-

onlidlyg the 5Er1ku 1s being F“u@hu at the economic _evel and
L2 w0t cngseice o wmortioins orosciosinipiee, (o the Tert
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the structure) Also it has upgorted %hg J;écugiggt;pgtggf?~;
of a strike which is moral nné 'progressive! (more about dEZ .
ation in general than just salaries--Sam Fisher)-- in sha;
contrast to proletarian strﬂkes, where clearly the most 1mpm
ortant elcment of strategy is relative strength. The cnlg
pressurc the Left is putting on the Executive is for strongc:
strikes—--more cut for lc nger, and for better public nplnln
moulding, a national one day strike. Sncialist Worker

week 16 Feb, '70), ¥

It rem&ins only to examine the rcasons for the left groups
(CPGB, SLL, IS. CPBML, Militant) saying the strike constitute:s
a nove towards the ﬂrﬁLctarqu1 Firstly, in the absence &f
Communist poli +;cs, tha econonmic H+rugglc ig seen by these
groups as tho first shots in the revolution (this is as true
over thc Ford strile lasy year, the GEC 'occupation' ete.)

The fact that teachsrs are taking militant actliou for the

first time (as it Appears to those whe choose to ignore
history) sexs to snow Lhat ever Tyone is moving Goward
Tevolutinn. Thus netion at the ecouomic level becomes revo!--
utionary political action and thesc gfoups need not worry abou
Communist potiitics. The absence of Comm nist pulltlc is due
to the non~Commuaisy palLtkca of the Left, it is not due to
the resighance to change or Communism of the British working
lass '
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f course that many of the group:
have many pCLLy—uJngo gy ine ing some tcac;crs, thus 1t is
a justifiecation for petty-bourgeois radical activi ity of sl =4uvg
——that it is WOVlnP the petty-bourgeecis to TPV“iUU‘Ou, Fo*ﬁ;”h
ing this logic, they should “|tompf to infiltrate the NFU, for
the farmers have becn much morc trouble to the U“71cv, 1¢v,1
in keeping order on demos then the teachers. Indeed the i‘lv—
ers virtually controlled the streets of Westminster for a:time
morc than the politicoes have donc for yenrs. Logicelly,
the 'Left' cconomists, this great militaucy ag rainst the sar
Tabour Govt should signify that the farmers are the navguar(
of the petty-bourgeoisic.

Another inpﬂrt”nt reason is o

Our positicn is that no cconomlc sTIUEE.
revolution ary struggle unless its mea nin
the Communist movement are clear. it g“
-~ ca = ICLI'S
ines mayv nst be clear to the stri L
ungcss %HC 1Jeft' make a Communist p“llu cal analysis cf 1t
- i o At -. i TS S 0
which the strikcrs can understand and gytmupon, Ebcht}§ no
'shift in revolutionary underssanding'. To say that TOETe =5,
is economist.

Tue tnbt thdSp mean
ore the strike. put
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dominated by P€ :
schools the chances of deput
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e salaried workers; thelir condlt}oaaof_ uiik ar
ttvwﬁourgeois fe_atures:for teachers 1 &

v TWeads snd headships (chznﬁes g
which are incrdasingly betfter for first, men and sego% ’%ggllv

in primary achools) these br;ng great powerT and su sfag urin:
increased pay; the training itself; 2 pay structure l? 80 .g
sreater educational 'achievement' and long-serving ?eaCu;rs, '
and a position of responsibility for the law and oraer gﬂ.puplls
in classrooms. The trade unions' leaderships are not militant
and. anxious to avoid alienating the public, the_LEA's and Govt;
they are petty-bourgeols in their politiceal positions.

The Left within the Unions have 3 two-forked approach: petty-
bourgeois radicalism and economish. T™e Left has made no ath-
empt at analysing the teachers' place in cepitalism or at how the
teachers could be part of a Communist movement. This last is an
important questicn because the Left now views teachers as 'the
same as anyone else in the working-class' and therefore implies
that the approach to them should be no different. But because
st present, most of the relations of production in teaching are
petty-bourgeois and the trade-union and Left politics are also
petty—bOurgeoisy how teachers can become Communists must involve
sorting ogt: (1) Jre the teachers as a mass petty-bourgeois or
can they be won over politically to communism. (because they are
salarlfd workers and not property owners who profit from that
pzopgruv,_thls must be worked out.) (2) If the teachers are
worklng.CLBSS, then the theorv necessarvy to defeat the petty-
bourgeois politics at present predominant and bring them to a
Com@unlst position (It should | : noted that this theory must
deal pot only with the teachers but with the working class as

a whole and the international Communist movement. ) D(%) 5

the teachers sre pettv-bourgeois, then how they can form an
alliance with the working c_ass on Communist terms. s

The ;eft is hoping that capitalism will 'proletarianise' the
ceaCﬂe?s_'naTurallv' in its course of grinding %o a halt. This
determlnlsm can only be hailed by the capitalists as the finest
prop to the svstem. The t . theoretical question of the distin-
gt?gq ?etwgen petty-bourgeois and proletariat is importent to
British Lef*t politics because of the increase of salaried
wgrkers_gltb pettv-bourgeois conditions vet still exploited by
the capltallst class snd the decline of the small Drbge%tv-owher
and entrepreneur. It is only after this distinction is worked
out that Communist politics can begin here. Tor the ﬁolitics
of ‘an alllange.With the petty-bourgeois sre pateqtiv different
tha@ thg politics of exposing economism and pettvwbburgeois
radicalism and establishing Communist politics. "

LE ]
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Pemphlet No. IRISH COMMUNIST ORGANISATION LITERATURE LIST
The Irish Republican Congress (A hist ) 4 6 ‘
o : : & AT ory of the 26 Cos, 1931-6).°
Conngg§§1n%d?lass in the Irish National Revolution 1916-23) 2s.
Tiam Mellowes (including Jail Notes and ICO introduction) 1
Capital 2nd Revisionism (exposure of revisionist attacks)on/ggii‘
0 The Conpolly Association (historical_reviewAof-its degeneration)
1 On $te11p's‘Economic Problems' Part 1 (an investigation of
revisionist economic theory and Stalin's refutation of it)2s.
15 Marxism and Market Socialism (Stalin's 'Economic Problems' Parc <,
4L The Marxism of James Connolly (second edition in prepabation) 1/6d
12 Marxachas Lenineachas le Padraic O Conaire (Agus scribhneoiri eille’
1% The Economics of Revisionism (formerly Revisionism and Imporialﬁqu'
15 In Defence'of Teninism (an exposure--of trotskyist and modern ;
revisionist theories) 2/64. '
The Economics of Partition (second edition) 2/64. ;
In . Defence of Stalin (by a British Worker, first published 1964,
published by ICO with ICO introduction, 1970) ' 2/64.

A A0 TV

Tames Connolly:Press Pol soners in Ireland 1/6d; The New Evangel 2s-
(all with .Yellow Unions in Ireland 1/643% Connolly/Walker
1C0 intro.) . Contreversy 2/6d; Socialism and the Orenge Worker 6d.

John Leslie:The Present Position of the Irish Question 18
C.d.creaves:De Valera s.

Stalin:Concerning Marxism in Linguistics Js.

On Trotsky 2s.

On en Article by Engels 1s.

On the Personality Cult 1s.

Trotsky:Our Political Tasks (first published 1904, first English

B edition with ICO introduction) 3s.

Wolfe Tone:An Argument on Rehalf of the Catholics of TIreland 1/64.
An Address to the People of Ireland 1/64d.

211 Goold:Twentieth Congress and After and October Events in Hungar?

(first published 1956) 1/64.

An Irish Presbyterign:Ulster and Home Rule 1/64.

Palestine Question, 1s.; Russian Revolution 1/-3 Black Power, 2/6u.

Subscriptions to the Irish Communist (monthly) 9s. for six months
post free. Other magazines:The Communist (rates on request

.11 pamphlets available by post from:G. Golden,
28 Mercers Rd., London H19

T.. Callender, D. Laurie,
28 Surrey Ste., Ak Gladstone St., Hebburn, Co.
Belfast 9. Durham.

NOTE:Include 6d. per item for postage.
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