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Editoriad: Power strike

The official work-to-rule by the 125,000 electricity supply workers lasted 7
days from 7 December to 14 December. The Unions (EPTU, G and MWU, T and GWU,
and the AEUW--the EPTU having the largest representation) negotiated for-a-—

£5 16s per week increase in basic rates. This was about a 20% increase in pay,
and was not an exceptionally high figure to start off negotiations, as F Chapple
General Secretary of the EPTU stated. :

It was an accepted fact that the Union side would settle for 12} to 15%: Arg
indeed the negotiations up to the work-to-rule were pointed toward settling at
around ;this figure. At the time of the breakdown of the negotiations, the
Electricity Council had made an offer which it stated would increase éarnings
by 9% while the unions stated it would mean a 12% increase. The Unions turned
this offer down, broke off negotiations, and officially sanctioned a work-to-
rule,

Why? First, all the Union officials needed to protect their flank--exposed
by the militants' demand for a £10 per week increase and threat to call an
unofficial work-to-rule. Second, the officials believed that the militants:
would probably have more support from the rank-and-file than usual, given the
rate of increase in cost of living and the need to win large increases to
simply maintain present wage rates.

The EPTU officials took the militants seriously because (1) the demise of

L Cannon left a vacuum in the Union which the officials were anxious to show

they could fill. (2) = the unofficial militants had sponsored a motion at the
EPTU Annual Conference committing the Union to a 25-30% increase in earnings

demand.

The G and MWU officials had refused to take the unofficial strike at Pilkingtons
seriously in the spring of 1970. As a result, the union nearly faced a mass
exodus of men out of the official trade union. The combination of V Feather,

a Government Court of Enquiry and calculated intervemtion on the shop floor by
the management saved the union. The G and M learned its lesson. It now will
act with the 'left' unions in officially supporting action which has rank-and-
file support.

The T and GWU and the AEUW have led the rest of the trade union movemebt in
adopting a position of support for the unofficial militant movement. This
sdpport has in no way hampered the officials' freedom to manoceuvre, it has in
fact increased it. '

When the unofficial movement makes a demand of its official leaders, those
leaders are able to offer their full support and promises to pursue this demand.
And because the unofficial leaders' ideas of how to win the demand are either
the same_as the officials! or not ‘made plain, the official leaders never lose
ac-e. (Those militants with the same ideas as the officials are often'inyolved
in 'left'! politics, e.g. shop stewards in the motor car industry, while those
with unclear or unformulated ideas are found where there is a literal political

vaquumllike”thé Leeds clothing strike or Pilkingtons).



Thus the officials can merely lead the pursuit of the demands and 'in the
course of the fight be forced to give ground'.

The official work-to-rule in the electricity supply industry illustrates the
above statement. The 4 Unions gained the support of the unofficial movemeny
and the rank-and-file by accepting the demand for industrial action and a
large increase. The officials pursued this demand throughout initial negot-
iations and called the work-to-rule to back it up. In calling it off, they
stick to the demand for £5 16s and the Govt Court of Inquiry will hear. them
put the case for this demand. The return to normal work was followed as’
thoroughly by the rank-and-file as was the call to industrial action.Though
presumably the unofficial militants opposed the return to work, they in no
way attempted to oppose it in practice and to force the official leaders to
either continue the action or lose the support of the rank-and-file. This
would mean more than demandI;g the work-to-rule go on, it means explaining
what part the action will play in winning the pay increase and sefending
this explanation against the officials' politics.

And it is definitely a matter of combatting the politics of the officials--'
not their individual characters hor their pronouncements at the 'economic
level'’: Nowhere is this morce clearly shown than in the power dispute.

The Government decided to challenge the work-to-rule politically. It took
this decision (1) because it was a relatively easy thing to justify openly
opposing the unions' position:electricity worlkers are not 'low paid' like the
dustmen;'they do not do an unpleasant job; their action 'jeopardised life' and
squeezed the petty bourgeoisie while inconwen iencing everyone immediately.
(2) the Conservative backbenchers were giving the Govt trouble for not show-
ing the working class the Conservative Govt would not be coerced by it. The
Govt had funked this duty in the local govt strike and in subsequently grant-
ing the same increase td_NHS workers. (3) the EPTU and the G and M were
strongly represented on the Union side and could be counted on to give in
after very little political escalation. (4) Any Govt should be seen by its
constituents to 'govern', it is part of bourgeois democracy that the Govt must
make political mowes which the Opposition can counter and which become 'polit-
icalhistery'. The power work-to-rule was a good opening and co-incided with
the need to do something against the inflation. All in all, it was a move '
from which the Govt stood to gain much and lose relatively little if ‘it
misfired. '

This political challenge took the form of Ministerial statements that the public
was on the Govt's side against this irresponsible action and the offer of arb-
itration. When the Unions refused, the reply was the offer of a Court of Eng-
uiry which would take account not only of the merits of the wage claim but also
of the 'public and national and economic interest.' The Unions opposed this
initially, but under continuing Govt pressure gave way. The reference was
included and the work-to-rule called off...because as Mr. Chapple expl ained
'The Unions, he claimed, had no chance in the face of criticisms of their
members by Ministers of putting their case over to the public. By withdrawing
their action before they had got 'justice', the unions were 'making an achien
of good faith with the nation' said Mr. Chapple' (Financial Times, 15.12.70)

The only way to oppose the Union's position is to explain why the stopping the
work-to-rule is not an action of good faith with the nation and also why =
the Govt can put its case and the Unions could not. This would be to Counter
bourgeois politics with working class politics and remove the ground from
under the trade union officials.
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A Brief Criticism of
Trotsky’s Literature
and REVOLUTION’

"The bourgepisie never earied of cryinz out to the revolution ~hat Saint
Arsenius cried out to the Christians: 'Fuge, tace, quiesce'! Flee, be silent,
keep quiet!® Marx: The Eizhtecenth Brumaire, '

In October 1917, Trotsky faced the proletarian revolution in Russia, in a similar
fashion. Like the eternal middle class demoerat he is, he denied that it
differed from previous revolutions. Furthermore he wishes things in 1924 to
"evolve!, This from a man ~ho shouts continually about the 'permanent revoltuion!

TROTSYY AND THE NICTATORSHIP OF THSZ PROLETARTIAT.
Trotsky, even in the introduction of his book, states his fundamental postion.

"Tt is fundamentally incorrect to contrast bourzeois culture and bourgeois
art -vith proletarian culture and proletarian art. The latter will never

exist, because the proletarian regime is temporary and transient. The historic
significance and moral grandeur of the proletarian revoliition consist in
the fact that it i§ laying the foundations of a culture which is above
classes and which ~ill be the first culture that is truly human.

Our policy in art, durinz a transitional period, can and must be to help

the various groups and schools of art ~hich have come over to the Revolution
to grasp correctly the historic meaning of the Revolution, and to allow
them complete freedom of self-determination in the field of art, after
putting before them the catezorical standard of being for or against the
Revolution."

But, the -ord 'Revolution' writ larze, does not qualify one as a Communist and
Marxist. Recognising the Revolution, particularly only after the event, is
not a touchstone of political or social reliability, still less purity. Diff-
erent'strata‘of people accept the revolution. - For after all, the Revolution
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xed motives, which represent as a result t@e
But only those ~ho support and recognise
Marxist.

is supported from all sorts of mi
desire of all classes for a change. :
the dictatorship of the proletariat are truly Communist and

express itself either for or against the

tipulate only that all Art should
ety s T of the -orking

Revolution is striking one of the main -eapons from the hands
class.

"That is the -reapon?

Tt is the right to exercise its.dictétorship ideologically and practically in
the field of art and culturs. "

Trotsky is denying the proletariat the possibility of completing its revolution.
For ~hat class, makes its living from, and is responsible for the artistic and
cultural productions of society? Precisely the middle class, the petty bourgeois
intelligentsia. Is it not true that this strata retains and is a breeding

ground for bourgeols ideology?

Art and culture play a most impertant role in the propagation of ideology.
According to Trotsky, persons in this field should merely be asked to recognise
the Revolution. 2 :

As an example, on this basis the proletariat -vould have to be satisfied ith an
artist merely changing his subject, to that of having -orking class characters,
or the revolution itself, but this is not necessarily a change in the content.
This could be merely a mechanical acceptancé of the prevailing power, writh the
topical subject a vay of expressing thesme &1d content. One is renminded of
Thgmas Carlyle's reply to an American lady, when she said she recognises the
universe.
"By God madam, you'd better!"

Like the American lady -riters and artists recognise the revolution; they have
no choice. '

To gargly‘Qemand recognition, which cannot be avoidsd, -ould tUndermine from the

begimning the proletarian dictatorship. All that had been won by sufferimg,
Etrgﬁgle, would be lost eventually through ideas, ideology. Lost through "the
ead" . ; ‘

But there is more to it all. Trotsky -~ishes to abolish the dictatorship of the
proletariat very gquickly. He -rites various contradictory things about this but
in essence 1t is quickly. He reférs to the -orking class 'regime' as transient,
but even this is qualified by the ~ord temporary, in case transient is conceived
as a fairly long period. ' :

Later in his book he states the social revolution is not exa i
. xactly the same th
as the dictatorship of the proletariat. : " o

To make  Sure that the reader knows that he means 'revolution' on a world scale
Trotsyy writes of bitter 'struggle' =nd vietims. But if this is true, and it’
gertalnly is, how can the working class go through all this struzgzle éonsolidate
itself, and complete the revolution ~dithout its om dictatomhip %g péotect it -
self? How can it go through this »rithout its dictatorship operating in every



field, in every nook and cranny of its Ow; matlonal 506131y

Obviously the working class must have such a dictatorship? 7.

This is at the bezinninz of the book. But Tressiy farther underlines his
position in the chapter "Proletarian Culturs and 4rt". Tt incidemtally shows
that Stalin =as a thousand times right to attack and -vaze a consiandy struggle
against Trotsky. In Trotsky was concentrated all the non-proletarian element
that =ere against the nroletarian dictatorship. _ 2l

This is exemplified in the following at the bezinning of‘the chapter.

"On the other hand, as the new regime (Troisky refers here to the period
after the -orking class has captured power ) *rill be more and more protected
from political and military surprises and as the conditions for cultural
creation +rill become more favourable, the proletariat ~ill be more and

more dissolved into a Socialist community and «ill free itself from its class
characteristics and thus cease to be a preletarisat."

Trotsky thinks he can get rid o% ofie side of a contradiction by suppressing it
or 'freeing' it, or easier,still, wite it away on paper.

"lhat does this formulation of Trotsky mean in practice, concretely?

If there is a Socialist communjty surrounding the working class, this must mean
that this Sécialist community is another class. It can't be non-class: If
there is a working class, then by definition there must be another class or

classes. It follows that according to Trotsky the =orking class dissolves
and abolishes itself into this other class or classes. That is the non-prol-
etarian elements. :

How 'slowly' does the proletariat abolish itself?

*Je have the answer in practice, According to the so-called Marxists in the
leadership of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union at present, abou? forty
years!” Actuglly they tell us that it ~ould have been earlier than this, but
there —as a stumbling block in their -ay. The stumbling block was Stalin and
his proletarian leadership, his adherence to Marxism.

@me presSent revisionist leaders of the C .P.S.U. utilise the formula: 'the state
of the ~hole people'. If there is a state of the =tiole people there are no
classes. The proletariat has been dissolved! In what ay does the'p081t10n
of this leade¥ship differ from Trotsky and all his various adherents in whatever
foim? None -hatsoever. Except the monstrous fact that now they have_state

porer.

But if it is true that the ~orkinz class, is dissolved or has to be dissolved,
into Socialist elements. “7ho does the main —ork in society? Surely there
must be someone to man the big industrial plants! Somecne must produce all tbe
things that are necessary for the 1life of modern sociedy: stegl, coal, electri-
city, ships machinery, stc. 1In the Soviet Union now these thlggs are'also
produced. “That do e call the producers? *hat do e call this section?

The proletariat can be dissolved into the Socizalist elements uniil.doomsday,.
but they =ill still have to rork, and presumably the 'rest’, that is the Social-
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ist community, +ill share the surplus that is created by this ~ork, as the non-
proletarian elements do now. But as the proletariat has been dissolved, has
'voluntarily’abdicated, it no linger constitutes the ruling leading class ip
society; therefore, the 'other' part of 'society, the Socialist community, -ill
be the rilinz class, because the state *ill still exist. If there are two sec-
tions, t~o classes in society, there must be a state, because two classes in soc-
iety presuppose the state. As the state does not stand above classes, but is
utilised by the ruling class to dominate the other class, or classes, therefore,
the "Socialist elements" =ill becofie the ruling class, and as the morkifiz class
has ahdicated; therefore, it f6llows that tre state, »ill dominate the ~orking
Class or the ~orkers; because e have Just seen that some section of society
*11l have to do the »ork.

This much can we draw from Trotsky's formulation so far: that the working class
must abdicate its role as the leadinz class in socilety.

But this is by no means all that can be dra-m from this extremely confused formul-
ation of Trotsky.

It also means in essence that the proletariat is more back-ard as a revolutionary
class than the Socialist community, i.e. non-proletarian eléments. Because the
proletariat is dissolved; not the other way about, if that were possible.
According to Trotsky this community is Socialist. How can this be? The prole-
tariat is the bearer of Socialism. No other class can be the bearer.

"The proletarist needs state porer, the centralised organisation of force ,
the organisation of violence, for the purpose of crushinz the resistance
of the exploiters and for the purpogse of leading the great mass of the
population -- the peasantry, the p3tty bourgeoisie, the semi-proletar-
ians -- in the +ork of organising Socialist economy." Ienin

Again in 'State and Revolution':

"Marxism edticates the vanguard of the proletariat +hich is capable o

assuming power and of leading the +hole people to Socialism!. Lenin

Another possible interpretation of Trotsky is either:

A. The proletariat acts as a sort of catalyst for the rest of society.
The proletariat Orianises and figh€§} gets slaughteréd in the revolution,
Then it crushes the big bourgeoisie, and carries forwarg society to the
verge of Socialism, all for non-proletarian clements, But ( and this is
the point) after the revolution, as is the nature of i catalyst, remains
the same as it was vefore the revelution. That is, ~orks on as normally,
produces a surplus ~hich is, of course, appropriated by the non-proletarian
elements and ig still an oppressed class!

Or on the other hand.

B. The proletariat carries forward, is the leading force in the revolution,
Then by virtue of this, by virtue of its being a proletariat, maintaining
1t§elf as a ruling class, by this becomes reactionary,. lore, the prolet-
arlgt becomes an anathema to other elemerits in society, becomes a drag on
Soclety, holds life back, becomes a backvard ‘element. '



?fizlgoiéorﬁ from E@is? The proletariat having fought a revolution, raised
€ position of ruling class, o i i : ‘ ot
against Sectsigee. ng » OTganises its own state form; is

Tropsky‘%s glso saying.that a Socialist Community"grows' round the proletariat,
Agalnstllt. Despite 1?. One could not take a more contemptuous attitude
than this to a class which is the only bearer of Socialism.

"Wél}, then, since thers is still no victory in the west, the only 'choice' that
remains for the revolwtion in Russia is: either rot away or to degenerats into
& bourgetis state., Tt is no accident that Trotsky has been talking for two
jears now about the degeneration of our Party . n
Stalin: October Revolution and Tactics of the Russian
Communists.

Op page 199 of Trotsky's book we come across this: “But in its essence, the
dictatorship of the"proletariat is not an organisation for the production of

;he culture of a new Society, but a réevolutionary and military system struggling
or it.n ;

Clearly Trotsky denies the role of the dictatorship of the proletariat for any
period, except thé period of the revolution and the period of any more or less
protracted civil war. That is the period of the actual physical fighting.

He =ill not have it that this stage comménces almost immediately after the
revolutiofi, (even possibly in the civil wap period). Not at any cost will he
have the working class sha¥ing in the fruits of victory. In his style of
Socialism, there may be a working class, but. certainly not as a ruling class.

No! The petty bourgeoisie go on for ever and ever!

Trotsky, in the final analysis is denying the class character of the revolution
and sotiety. He denies“that the relations of production mist conform with

the new economic basis, which in itself is determined by the productiva forces.
The proletariat is called into being by capitalism, only the proletariat can
man the large industries, etc. 1In capitalist society production is social,
the product is ovmed by private individuals or groups. This relat?on is not .
satisfactory for the new productive forces prodiiced by capitalism, it becomes

a fetter on their d8velopment. ~ Therefore the working class who wgrk tpese nevr
productive forces, who develop with them, have to change the relationships,
their conditions of life force them to; they change them in the shape of the .
appropriation of the sogial product. Instead of it beingrin.pr?vate_hands, it
is in the hands of the working class for society. This ¥ery briefly and very
sketchily is what takes place. This point is made to show that a new economic
basis arises after the proletariat makes its revolution, and this economic
basis, given a chance to develop, must give rise (even if with many setbgcks,‘
even against great ones) to a new culture. Whether Trctsky or anyone likes it
or not, new relationships come into being.

Trotsky's formulation is against the possibility of building Soe?alism in.one
country. Because he conceives the dictatorship of the proletariat as being



only & sort of spontanecus military detachment arising our of a =—ar situation 10.

('revolutionary and military system'). - He obviously is thinking of the Civil
*apr in Russia and the approach of "European and world revolution". In other

words nothing can be done, nothing commenced, nothing develope@ in Russia because
they, the Russian proletariat, are imerely soldiers in a campalgn...... most
" importent of all the rifle has to be cleaned and oiled." Trotsky sees the

dict torship of the proletariat in only one temporary aspect, as a sort of
military division on the march.

Stalin is quite elear .concerning the dictatorship. Here is the f?nal'point
of his classic formula on the three main aspscts of the dictatorship of the

roletariat:
P

The utilisation of the power of the proletariat for the organisation'qf
Socialism, for the abolitidn of classes, for transition to a society rith—
out classes, to a society without thz State." Stalin: Leninism

Note here that Stalin's definition shows the proletariat leading society forward
to the abolition of classes.

Not as Trotsky would have it, the proletariat becoming submerged in the non-
proletarian elements, and the non-proletarian elements leading society to Social-
ism.

But Trotsky's theory is pernicious because non-proletarian elements, fatite
main, the pettiy bourgeoisie) vould lead society back precisely to a bourgeois
state. - This would happen inevitably, because of the very nature of the petty
bourzgeoisie.

Finally, as far as this section is concerned, the dictatorship ¢f the prolet-
a?iat takes meny forms and aspects, depending on the stage reached; the direct
military and repressive aspect is only one of them. But the fundamental
pr?nciple of Marxism must be recognised: that the dictalorship of the prolet-
ariat is the continuvation of the proletarian class struggle in new forms.

TROTSKY, THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION AND CIASSES.

All thgt Trotsky sees in the October Revclution is a clearing, a completion of
an ordlnary bourgeois democratic revolution. A completion of certain tasks left
over from the February revolution. ¢ '

In the introduction he refers to his § ' ' ;
: red s policy on Art as "comp'ete f -
determination in the field of art.n :Y comp'ete freedom of self

This is the cry of all petty bourgeois intéllectuels. ~This is ths cry of the

Eggrgeoisig..r The bourgeoisie in their struggle egainst ths fendal order inscribe
; 1s and similar slogans .on their battle banner, = Notice it is complete_ffeedom.
he shopkeeper demands complete freedom to sell his wares. Tho factdry owners

;ant complete freedom to menufacture anything, but freedom for their workers to
b? :ac?ed, freedem to leave one capitalist, but freedom for the capitalist to
ind him completely to the entire capitalist class. The capitalist desifes his

religion to be completely free from the st fi %
s et vy : T e state. And so forth. Tt is always



Does not Trotsky refer to the October Revolution as being profoundly national?
Wha@ 1s this in essence but the desire of the bourgedisie to have its own
national market, the emphasis on the national which was not the content of the
~-revolution. Does not the bourgeoisie learn its patriotism in the market place?
Trotsky is actually cofifused, hé has misunderstood the Revolution. The reality

w?s the peculiar interweaving, which happened during the course of the Revolution,
o

"the direct Socialist tasks of the dictatorship -ith the task of complet—
. ing the bourgeois revolution." ;

Staiin: Leninism

Again,
- "completing the bourgeois revolution was a 'by-product' of the October
Revolution, which fulfilled this task 'in passing'. '

Stalin: Leninism

Writing about the various schools of literature which existed for quite some
period during and for some considerable time aftef the revolution, Trotsky crit-
icises from a liberal position. These schools, and this should not be forgotken,
are precisely left-overs from pre-revolutionary days, or derive from the
confusion that afflicts the vast'mass of the petty bourgeois intellectuals in'a
So¢idlist Revolution. Almost  without éxception any proletarian writers that
are -riting at these periods are lumped with theseschools. It is unfortunate
but possibly invvitable that these riters ~hilst attempting to learn technigue
~hilst attempting to embracé all previous art, would gravitate to those circles
that knew, or seemed to know, about culture and art. On the other hand there
was Gorky, The first proletarian »mriter in the real sense, and the founder of
Socialist Realism. But Trotsky precludes himself from discerning the new, by
statements like the following:- _

"History shows that the formation of a new culture which centres around
a ruling class demands considerable time and reaches completion only at
the period preceding the political decadence of that class. Will the
proletariat have enough time to create a proletarian culture?"

Trotsky has already prejudged the issue! According to him there ill not be
complete proletarian rule.

Trotsky explains this by stating that in the fierce class struggles of the
transition period, the proletariat will spend more time in destructidn than in
construction. Because of this, runs his argument, the proletariat -ill have

no time to create a culture. Later, this is to some extent contradicted by
Trotsky saying that the proletatiat will be so confined to economic and political
construction that it »ill again have not time for culture.

But is it not true that a rudiment of literature, of att, cén be developed.even
before the Revolution? This can be done by the advanced workers. Precisely
those workers —~ho can assimilate Marxism. '7as not Gorky in this category?
This is despite the fact that he was not immediately a Marxist!

It is certainly true that for the proletariat it is a thousand times more diff-
icult for them to acquiré the knowlddge of art etc; that in general unlike the
bourgeoisie they camnot =ithin the womb of the sosiety previous to the Revolution
develop a fully rounded art and culture. They are a propertyless class,



because of this have to do the work of modern society; and therefore have no
time to acquire all the knowledge of mankind pravicusly. They may have no
hebits of study and the bourgeoisic ish to keep them away frOm‘knOW1edge as
far as possible. But against this the proletariat revolution is the most con-
scious in hisgtory. ]

Trotsky of course says it is shallow and liberal to make analogies ith hist-
orical forms, and that Because liarxists state that culture develops frOm_g
definite social basis, e cannot on that account say that becalse bogrgep}s
‘30ciety gives rise to bourgeois art, that proletarian society =ill give rise
to a proletarian art. : :

Troteky do=s not in the final analysis concede that the proletarian regimg can
€xist for any period at all. His conception is from a revolutionary period,
“ith the proletariat fighting, to the brotherhood of man, to~a: state of the
~hole people, "7ith naturally, the petty bourgeois as artist, Because the
petty BSGEQESis has the technique, the knowledge and appreciation of art!

But if »e look deeper; it is Trotsky who is making false analogies. It is he
*ho is being liberal! Trotsky. is saying:

a. A new egonomic basis of gsociety gives rise t6 new formations of culture,
This takes a great deal of tim3. In other words culture lags behind,
does not run exactly perallel =ith economic development.,

b. He applies this to ths proletarian state. But as the proletarian society
is not that long-lived before classless society this cannot happen.
(hctually talks of dessdes ond mot centuries, for the length of the pro-
letarian -fogiety.

This i3 the Ia= of uneven Jevelopnent. It would be contrary to Marxism to say
that this law does not exist even in socinlist socicty. ‘But is certainly does
not exist in the form he puts it. No society having a higher cconomic level
than the preceding ons has had at the same time a lower cultural Ievel.

Marxism states that soeial davelopmsnt a2s 2 wholé leads from a lower to a higher
level. This aprlies to 'spiritual culturc’ as mell: or else historical
materialism is nonssnce: : : '

R. Rivers

(This articie will be cencluded in the iiext igsue of the Communist).

ICO and cwo publieations can be obtaired in Londen on Saturday 11.00 to 12.00
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The HISTORICAL
ROOTS OF PLAID
CYMRU

PLAID CYMRU has now decided that it is the radical, Trade Union
Party for Wales. In a recent radio debate, Phil Williams, the new
Chairman of Plaid Cymru, described the Tories as 'continuing the
Labour Party policies', and Iabour as 'Pink Tories', and called
for a two-stage prograume for Plaid Cymru: first a free Wales,
then a socialist Wales. Plaid Cymru is for the first time going
out to win working class support on the basis of appearing as a
working class party. (The substance of this 'swing to the left'
1s dealt with in Communist Comment No. 23). This mpkes it essen-
tial for the working class movement to examine the credentials of
Plaid Cymru, to see whether or not its claim to be the party of the
Welsh workers is justified.

This 'socialist' image is something new for the Plaid. Formerly
it was very strongly and sometimes fanatically anti-socialist,
although still claiming to be 'anti-capitalist'. It would never
have tried to appeal to Welsh workers on a class basis, as it held
that class diffsrences were an English imposition on Wales and
alien to Welsh society. Of course this meant that it had very
little support among the South Wales working class, which was one
of the most militant and class conscious sections of the working
class in Britain.

“his series of articles is an attempt to analyse the class role of
Plaid Cymru since its foundation, on the basis of its political
gnd economic demands, and its relations with the Welsh working
Alass movement. This first article attempts to put the foundation
X the party, as Plaid Genedlaethol Cymru, in 1925, in its histor-
fical perspective.

*

When the Nationalist Party seeks historical roots, as in an article
on the foundation of the Party in October's WELSH NATION, it usua-
1ly calls upon Owain Glyn Dwr, in the 15th century, and then skips



..« 450 years to talk about Tloyd Georze and Tom wsllis. If it is cal-
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. led upon to d@ccount for the lomg gap between the two 'mationalist’

campaigns, its reply is usually a moral and subjective argument
about Welsh 'lack of self-conridence' and Engzlish 'corruption' of
the Welsh gentry. Occacsionally & more economically minded nation-
alist will explain the rise of the Welsh nationalist movement as
we know it, in-.the 19th century, as the result of the rapid exp-
ansiop of . 3nglish capitalist exploitation of Wales at that time,
and resistance to this by the 'classless' Welsh people. In fact
the main Inglish capitolist exploiters in Wales - the ironmasters
and others - had been cstaliished in Wales for some time, and the
event wnich most cleerly paralleled the rise of Welsh nationalism

was the growth of the welsh zapitalist class - i.e. of Welsh
exploitation of Wales. §o much for Velsh classlessness. Lloyd
George, the lawyer, and D.A.Thomas, the coal owner, - the 'extre-

mists' of 19th century %ielsh nationalism, rcoresented nothing but
their own class interects - the interzsts cf YWelsh capitalism.

The great 19th century welsh nationalist movement, effectively
channgled into suppor®-for the £nglich Liberal Party by .its.opp-—
ortunist legders, reflecied a massive cxpansion of capitalist
development in Wales from & country with megligible capital to a
highly industrial nation, exporting,on the world market. In terms
of class forces, the 1Yth century accomplicshed three main changes
in VWales. ’ .

1)’ The creation of a vagt urban proleiariat--
2), The destruction of +the peasantry

3) ‘The rapid »isec oI ou indushtviol bourgeoisie end an .
urban petsy bouargsovizie.

Fach of these thrce classe )
but the third, the risiag 1sh bourgeoisie, was able to keep
her swo, and to channel the economic
movements of the rising proletariat eand the declining peasantry
into support for the Welsh najtional bourgeois movement. This
movement was not in antagonistic contradiction with £nglish cap-
italism (which- had achicved these social changes years before)
and its spearhead wac directed against the landlords, whose pol-
itical monopoly ian ‘ales they proceeded to overthrow, using the
landlord/peasant contradiction to promote the irterests of Welsh
Capital. Previcucly the landlords had channeled Welsh votes and
political support into the English Tory Party {(which was not it-
self a landlord party, but the conservative wing of English capJ?
italist politics). -

garc rise vo its political expression,
|
&
3

t.)

The Welsh bourgcoisie wes a heterogeneous mixture, including big‘é
coal-owners etc,, exporting to the Imperial and Juropean market,
and a large urban petty bourgeoisie controlling the Velsh market,
and their asscciated intellectual and aduinisirative strata.
Politically, however, they 22ted as a homogenous class and were
dominated by the big bourgeois interests. These were not in con-
tradiction to wnglish capitalism, and the Welsh bourgeoisie threw
its weight behind the English Regical Liberals, against their
common enemy, the English and Welsh Tories.



The dominant seetion of the Welsh bourgecoisie was producing for an export market,’ .
not for the Welsh market, and thus did not suffer from English encroachment on 15
the Welsh Market, as the petty bourgeoisie did., Threir nétionalism was not a def-
ensive nationalism against English economic oppression. It was first and fore-
most the nationalism of a rising national bourgeoisie ambitious to gain political
power in their owr nation, in order to carry through certain radical reforms

rather faster than the English Parliament was willing to concede them. Economica-

1ly they were fully Unionist. ~he second aspect of Welsh bourgeois nationalism
was opportunist. It was a way of channeling nationalist sentiment among other
classes and strata into support for their movement, and for the British Liberal
radicals, '

This nationalist sentiment arose in three quarters. Firstly the petty bourgeois-
ie, who were suffering from the growing English invasion of the Welsh market.
Secondly the peasantry, which was in the process of being eliminated in the
interest of more efficient capitalist farming, by landlords who despite their
long Welsh pedigrees were regarded as English because of their English Lange-
uage and culture, and their use of the English Parliament, judiciary and .
church in their own economic interests. Thirdly the rising working class, in
their economic struggle against the ironmasters and coal-owners etc., becanse
the first big capitalists to arrive had been either English or anglicised land-
lords, and these tended to exploit them more ‘ntensively and effectively than
the new Welsh capitalists. These three sources of National feeling were chan-
eled into support for their own movement by the dominant sector of the Welsh
bourgeoisie, which was itself firmly controlled by the English liberals. Thus
19th century Welsh Nationalism was made effectively to promote the interests

of Industrial capitalism in Wales and England.

The great national movement died away around the turn of the century, and its
leaders, like Lloyd George, became pillars of British imperialism, without any
new movement to replace them, A small number of intellectuals kept up a cert-
ain amount of continuity in the Nationalist ranks; but effectively the Welsh
nationalist movement was more or less non-existent until the Nationalist Party
was founded in 1925, What caused this change?

Economically this period marked the transformation of English industrial capit-
alism into British Monopoly capitalism - imperialism, in which finance capital
dominated. This had many implications for the Welsh bourgeoisie. The leading
sector of Welsh capital - that relying on the export market, especially the-coal
producers ~ was quite capable of expanding indefinitely alongside English indus-
trial capital, and in fact it expanded so fast that it could no longer be cont-
2ined by the South Wales coalfield and expanded into England., Extensive Welsh
interests in English capitalist production, and extensive English investment in
the big Welsh producers eg Cambrian Collieries, and Powell Iyffrun, soon elim-
inated any distinction between the English and Welsh industrial capitalist c¢la-
sses. Secondly, Welsh capital was never strong enough to produce a Welsh finan-
cial system, and as concentration of the monopolies proceded London finance ten-
ded more and more to become the real owner of Welsh industry. Thus the leading
sector of the Welsh capitalist class became totaly identified with British
capitalism. At the same time the need for opportunist nationalism had disapp-

- eared, as nationalism among the petty bourgeoisie and working class had declined.

Welsh manufacturing, for the Welsh market, had been almost completely eliminated
by English competition, and the petty bourgeoisie was more and more confined to
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.". .the spheres pf distribution (of English produce) and administration etc., and
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. _was thus dependent on English capitalism. The landlord/farmer contradiction
was resolved effectively after the report of the Welsh Land Commission in 18963 -

and the landlords had become raconciled to loss of political power, while the
poor peasantry had disappearcd, The Welsh working class had meanwhile discov-
ered that there was no difference in content between exploitation by English

ironmasters or by Welsh coal owners, especially now that both were controlled

from the city of London. Hence it ceased to support its exploiters (like D.A.
Thomas of Cambrian Collieries) politically, in their nationalist campaigns, and
set about creating its own political class movement. The spread of socialist
ideas among the working class movement made thenm the enemies of 'their own'
nationalist exploiters as well as the English, and they could no longer be

.diverted by nationalist politics.

So from the point of view of capitalism in Wales there was no longer any need
for 5 nationalist movement, either to promote its own interests or to contain
and control a popular movement. TFar more urgent was the necessity to stifle
the working class political movement at birth, by the creation of an opportunist
pseudo-socialist political party. Thus sccial democracy gradually replaced
nationalism as the means used by capitalism to control and contain the Welsh
working class and to use their class consciousness in the service of -radical
capitalism. Between the demise of Cymru Fydd and the 1st World War social-
democracy (Lib-Iebs , the Independent Labour Party, and finall %hecLabo Pir-
ty), gradually grew to prominence in the Welsh industrial zogg?ﬁ%e%gﬁiﬁ@ %ﬁg s
principal inatrument of bourgeois politics in Wales.

"Wales followed LloyC Georze into the First World War!", the Nationalists often
say. Welsh nationalist mythology holds that Lloyd George sold out his national
interest when he became a Enlitical leader of British Imperialism before and
during the 1st World Wer. %“hile there is no doubt that he was thoroughly oppor-
tunist, it is wrong to see Lloyd George's champiocnship of British imperialism

as a betrayal of the Welsh national interest. The political leadership of the
Welsh nation was in the hands of the dominant section of the Welsh bourgeoisie,
who Lloyd George represented. The 'national interest! was their class inter-
est. These capitalists produced for the world market, The 1st World War was a
struggle between the European imperialist powers for control of the world _
market, The Welsh capitalists had everything to gain from an English victory,
in which they would share, and everything to lose from an English defeat, which
would cut them off from their markets. It was the same class interest which
made the Welsh bourgeabie nationalist in the 19th century that made them support
the British imperialist war effort in 1914.

To sunm up:

The conditions which gave rise to the 19th century nationalist movement were:-
1) The existence of a rising Welsh capitalist class

2) A period of rapid expansion of both the world market and the Welsh home
narket, allowing the unity of the Welsh industrial and petty bourgeoisie,
and the unity of both with English radical capitalism. \

3) The existence of nationalist sentiment among the mass of Welsh people of
-~all olasses, ; ;
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In contrast, the formation of the Nationalist Party in 1925 took place in
quite different conditions: ;

1) A period of general crisis of British imperialism, contraction of the
world merket and destruction of the Welsh home market.

2) The virtual elimination of Welsh capital, and the destruction of the
Welsh petty bourgeocisie,

3) The existence of a class conscious Welsh proletariat, and a consist-
ent working class party, gaining ground among the Welsh workers.

The keynote to the 19th century movement was the rise of imperialism, and the
expansion of Welsh production in response to the expanding world market., The
keynote to 1920s nationalism was the crisis of imperialism and the contraction
of production for the world market,

What effects did the crisis of world capitalism have on Wales?

The contraction of the world market hit the imperialist export inudstries hard-
est, The bulk of Welsh capital was in this sector - coal, steel and tinplate
production for the world market. These industries virtually collapsed from
lJack of market outlets. Thus the leading sector of Welsh capital - which had
led the great 19th century nationalist movement, and had later become incorpora-
ted into British imperialist monopoly capital, was now eliminated from the
effective political scene. Now in charge of declining and unprofitable indus-
tries, its controllers became part of the most reactionary section of the
capitalist class. Their struggle for elusive profits within their own declining
industries led then into conflict with the nore advanced sectors of British
capital, who required their products at low cost. Hence their abandonment by
the radicals, and the growth of the radical bourgeois demand for the national-
isation of the basic industries in the interests of British capital as a whole,

The Welsh petty bourgeoisie was left by default with the leadership of the

Welsh national bourgecisie; as the only coherent and specifically Welsh sector

of the bourgeoisie in Wales. The world crisis had catastrophic effects on the
Wolsh petty bourgeisie. The decay of the big industries meant that large num-
bers of Welsh workers became redundant, and either remained as unemployed, with
little money to spend, or were forced to emigrate to England to find work. Thus
{the Welsh market, consisting primarily of 1) the effective market demand of

Welsh industry, plus 2) the effective market demand of the Welsh workers, was
drastically reduced on both counts. Moreover the loss of export markets forced
English capitalists to seek outlets for their products at home, and they inten-
sified their penetration of the Welsh market. The Welsh bourgeosie were in

grave difficulties. Not only was their home market contracting, but what little
was left was increasingly being captured by England. Thus they were in economic
conflict with English capitalism; in fact, their very existence as a national
bourgeoisie was threatened by the everyday operations of English capitalisn in
Wales. Their response to this was naturally enough a defensive nationalist resp-
onse; and the conditions were ripe for the foundation of a Welsh nationalist
political party, led by the petty bourgeoisie, to promote their class interests -.-
egainst those of English capital. For the first time the Welsh Nationel Bourgeoi-~
sie was in econonic conflict with English capitalism; so for the first time the
Welsh nationalist movement was in conflict with English radical capitalist
politics. Hence for the first time an independent Welsh nationalist party, inde-
pendent of the English radical parties (Liberal and Labour) was called for. These



. were the conditions which gave rise to the foundation of Pleid Genedlaethol

*lﬁ‘_Cymru in 1925,

The passing of the leadership of the Welsh Nationalist movement from the big
imperialist bourgeoisie to the petty bourgeocisie did nct mean that imperialism
lost its political control of the Welsh People. Rather it was the nationalist
movement which lost its influence when it ceased to serve imperialism. 3British
monopoly capitalism still remained firmly in control of Welsh politics, through
its principal instwtment in Welzs, the Labour Party. Despite the small number
of Welsh workers who supported the new Communist Party, the bulk of the organ-
ised working class was nobilised behind the Labour Party. Thus through the
nmeans of Social Democracy imperialism retained its political doninance ia Wales,
even though it no ionger represented the interest of the leading stratum of the
Welsh bourgeoisie.

The petty bourgeois nationalists were therefore in a sticky position. Their
class interest required that they challenge imperialism, which was destroying
their rarket and threatening their existence; yet they were far too weak to
think of doing this. They were a declining class, fighting a defensive battle
against an imperialism which was forcing them out of existence. They were get-
ting weaker all the timej imperialism, through the Labour Party, politically
controlled the mass of the workers, so they could rely neither on their own
strength, nor on a mass movement to promote their interests. In this situation
the only realistic policy was to comprorise - to persuade English imperialisnm to
allow them to continue to exist; to seek a role within the imperial framework
of English domination of Wales, which would allow them to make profit without
threatening the greater profits of English capitsl.

It is against this background - the contradiction between the Welsh petty
bourgeois class interest, which demanded a bourgeois-led anti-imperialis®:
novement, and practical politics, which showed this to be impossible in Wales
at this time, that the evolution of Plaid Genedlaethol Cymru's politiecal,
social_and economié policies, between 1925 and 193%0, rust be seen. This will

be dealt with in next month's Communist.

A third article will deal with the rise of the new-look opportunist, social-~
democratic policies which rose to proninence and dispersed the older policies
after the second World War which have turned Plaid Cymnru at last into a

credible, vigorous and expanding instrunent of imperialist politics in Wales.

LAWRENCE FRY

BACK COPIES OF COMMUNIST COMMENT NUMBER 23, CONTAINING THE ARTICLE ON THE

'SWING TO THE LEFT' OF PLAID CYMRU CAN BE OBTAINED FROM:

G, Golden, 28 Mercers Road, London N. 19
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PRODUCTIVITY DEALS:
Ramelson’s Utopianism

Bert Ramelson is the Industrial Organiser for the British revisionist CPGB.
Some time ago he wrote a pamphlet on productivity deals, in which he comes
out very clearly against them. The questions to be asked, however, areiis
this critical position baséd on the interest of the woriing class, and will
his recommendations defend or advance the workers® interests?

Productivity deals are the 'latest and greates®t swindle on the wages front'
proclaims the subtitle to Ramelson's work. This suggests, as does the introd-
uction, that this is all new. Among the publications of the CWO, however,

is a reprint of an article written by L2s Cannon in 1955 when he was a member
of the CPGB on the subject of...productivity deals! Canncn's opening remarks
date productivity deals back to the late 1940's

This apart, what is the substance of Ramelson's objection to productivity
deals? The old method of collective bargaining meant that wages rose steadily
as output grew; "In the absence of productivity --—:cments workers would
share the benefits of increaced output.” (Pamphlet, p 6). For the old method
was just and right--it reflected the true balance of power. The productivity
deal's purpose 'is to replace traditional bargaining baseé on a true reflect-
jon of the balance of strength between the organised workers and employers”
(p.16); it is dishonest, or, os the pamphlet is called, a 'swindle'.

But the bourgeoisie do not operate 2 swindle--the wages system is not a
swindle as Marx was at pains to explain. The worker receives the value ox
his labour-power.. Nor has it been a swindle in prectice since the mid-
nineteenth century as Engels explained in the second preface to the Condition
of the English Working Class. Productivity deals are moves by the capitalist
tlass to raise even further the rate of exploitation. Ramelson recognises
this, though it is obvious he dislikes using the term 'rate of exploitation’,

a bit old—fash1oned for the 'forward loosking communizm' of the CPGB.

% Productivity deals do represent the balence of
strength for ‘the balance of strength is basxcally political. Since the
y1ctory of revisionism over the communist movement, this balance has swung
more toward the bourgeoisie than before.

Product1v1ty deals are no swindle, they are but pert of the results of politie
al defeat for the working class internationally--a defeat aided and consol¢d-
.ated by characters like Ramelson°

To show up Ramelson'¢ rev1sxunlsm let us look at his suggestions as to how to
fight them:  gcvernment rolicy must be changed. MNow, even the social democr-
ats go as far as to say the governmeﬂt should be changed (as opposed to the
bourgeois state). Ramelson ‘doesn't even do that.
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The new policy must be c¢nz of =conomic expansion (i.c., a bigger market).
Now this is a common notion among Left Wing Sccial Democrats, and many resol-
utions calling for this hate been passed at TUC Conferences etc. All that
is necessary, Ramelson tells us, is to put a bit of strugcle behind these
resolutions: 'Mass activity by rank znd file trade unionists is an essentia;
of the struggle' (p 23), but no* too muchly, '...it must be made clear th?t
such activity is no substitute for official trade union action. Its main
function is to stimulate ard assist the official movement.' (p 23). Leaving
aside Ramelson's 'change of government policy' for a second, what this means
is, opnose productivity deals by all means, but remain under the contro; of
the offigial leadership. Wha*t does Riselson say about the official trade
union,mo;ement? 'At best some trade wiion leade=s are passive, while others-
are. co-operating actively with the empioyers and the government to facilitate
their memhers ' acceplance of so-called productivity agreements.' (p 4).

Ramelson, +then, knows exactly what he is doing when he advises workers not
L0 oppose the official leadership. He cannot pl=ad ignorance. His opportunism
is deliberate and conicious. i

Réturning.to the 'government policy' business: Ramelson alleges that the‘
drive for productivit-- dealing owes much to the stagnation of UK capitalism
in recent years. 'It's precisely in such conditions, when the greed for in-
creased pof’ts ix rard to satisfy by increasing total output that the empl-
oyers seec increased erpioitaztion through the means of productivity agreements
as the main vay of iEE}eaaing-ﬁ;bfitso' (p 6). Rarelson, however, has lost
touch with reality. It is the nature of capitelisn to expleit workers. That
is the esgence, the cere or the systom.  !'Inerezsed outnut' means one of two
things: .firstly, therc can be a hiring of men from the dola queues; that is,
men who were previcusly not in qﬂ?:, ot exploited, are now employed, i.e.,
they are exploited. 43 thera ig; 2.5% unemployment, capitalism's avenues of
expansion are limiied hereo. istorically capitalism has increased production
not so much by employing more voricers, but the Seccnd method of setting each
worker to work greater quaniities of mechinery. Froductivity has gone up.
And so, of course,-has‘egp{gizaggqgn Increasecd ocutput means increased expl-

oitation, by. whatever means cutput is increeased.

- Of course whet Ramelscn would like to see 13 capitalism increasing its output
without the exploitation. He wants copitalism to lose its 'rough edges' liké
exploitation. This 'rouga edg=' happons to govern the rest of the system.

To want to sec it go wvhile canitslis: stays is to lose contact with the real
world--to become a utepian. This is what has hoppened to Ramelson.

He attempts of course 4o cover this up, by making it look as though his
reforms are revolutionary. He does this by proving that the opponents of his
reform (the expanced market) are the eatire capitalist class. 'Policies de-
signed to hold back the growth of the economy' are 'z deliverate pdlicy;fe-
flecting the interests of big capital.!' Now, i capitalism would like to ex-
pand:'Accumul ate, accumulate, this is iMoses and the prophets., ! (Marx, Kapital,
Yol I). But, beczuse of balance of payments difficulties etc, the state has
hac to stap this Process temporarily--so that it may. in a year or two adopt
Ramelson's Programme. and cxpand. - So much for the revolutionary reform. |

Note the phrase 'big capital’., Ramelson's utopisniem criticises the big boufg—
€olsle, not the petty bourgeoisie, fronm whence it sprincs.



21i.
Ramelson also deals with technical change. Ramelson complains that the workers
don't get their [ust share of the benefits of technical changes, and wants to sec
hours shortening and basic wages rising smoothly as product1v1ty rises (real petiy-
bourgeois utopianism for youl!). For Ramelson is in favour of productivity increes-
ing, the only drawback is worsening working conditions and rising unemployment.
Here he has an aspect of the truth. When capitalism introduces new machinery, taius
increasing output while laying off some workers, there is no guarantee that the new
output will be sold,especially as men are out of work and so (to a large extent)
out of the market. Since 1945 capitalism has keptfits home market buoyant through
Keyns1an ‘policies (the consequences of which--inflation--are now coming home to
roost); but, the disruptive effects of technical change still remain in the wings.
Bourgeois economic management would have surpassed itself if (and solved all of
capitalism’s problems) it had reached the'stage'where it could adopt Ramelson's
programme of 'regular annual...increases in basic wages with no strings attached.'
Let us examine this further: 'The amount of the increases must be related to
changes in the cost of living, profits of the ...firm, increases productivity...,
changes in comparable spheres of work, as well as an improvement in the worker's
share of the wealth he produces' (p 21). Dismissing the last as the most utopian
raformist rubbish ever written, it is interesting to consider the other factors..
For, if increases are linked to 'increased productivity' in the 'right' manner, all
the other factors become unimportant--what you have is nothing less than the
Incomes Policy the Social Democrats chased for four years. Small wonder Ramelson
protests he is not a 'luddite' (p 19)! (Incicentally, Ramelson, earlier, describes
wages restraint as a 'class-biassed policy'. Talk about blurring over the fine
edges of Marxism!)

Ramelson's position can be seen to be 2 comprehensive petty bourgeois one. This
is in econtrast to Cliff whose advice to shop stewards is resist at first, then,

because the men will not back you, give in. But in practice they amount to the

same thing--capitulation. As Stalin said, the left and right deviations are but
dlfferent sides of the same coins.

This article seeks only to explain what revisionism means in relation to the
economic struggle. They only way to fight productivity deals--and the rest of the
class struggle, of which productivity deals are but a part--is to develop a polit-
ical opposition to capitalism--until that exists, workers can only fight with the
weaponé that are at hand against the worsened conditions, redundancies etc.

D.R. Stead

Unity on the Left’

To the casual observer at Friends House on 12 December 1970 it might have looked
as if deadly enemies were locked in mortal combat. In reality, all that was
happening was the scoring of debating points and the going-through of the motions.
Something more substantial was in the air, a bit of...er...mutual understanding.
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The parties invoived there were the revisionist CPGB and a gaggle of trotskyist
students--otherwise IS (International Socialists). The subject of their dis-
cussion:  'socialist strategy for I’~itain!. What emerged was suggestions for . ;
tactics for left social democrats. Monty 'multi-party dictatorship of the prol-
‘etariat' Johnstone started the ball rolling by giving a quick summary of the British
Road to Socialism for the CPGB: unity with Left Labour elements etc. . Duncan
Hallas (IS) demonstrated'quickly, logically and beyond any possible shadow of
doubt, that the British Road had nothing in common with Marxism. One of his

hest fechﬁidues for doing this was to quote resolutions from the Unity Conference
‘about the means of revolution, the role of Left Social Democracy etc. (The Unity
Conference in 1920 which founded the CPGB.)

Hallas-went on to tell us that the British Road represented the change in the
CPGB from being a 'Stalinist!? party to a left Social Democratic party. He is
right about the CPGB being a left Social Democratic party now (the British Road
says so). He "s also right that before that it was 'Stalinist', But, that to.
Hallas,of course, means counter-revolutionary (or 'deformed:'); this is not (and: .
cannot) be proved. If anything, it was the other way about--the CPGB did not
function effectively as a communist party for 3-4 years after its inception in
1920 simply becuase it took that long for the amalgam of ‘marxist' sects and syn-
dicalist shop stewards to get organised etc. Thus it is true to say that the’
CPGB did not begin to attempt,'eVen, to practice Leninism until Lenin was dead?
ice., until the start of 'Stalinism'.

Hallas didn't try aud prove any of the hoary old trctskyist chestnuts about

the history of the working class movement; he merely rattled the bag a few times.
But that was enough to send Johnstone scuttling for his box of soothing phrases
(et over this childishness' etc). For behind the phrase-rattling was the spectre
of discussion of the history of the movement. The CPGB have a large collection
of SkeLetdné_ir{thét particular cupboard, having completely reversed their posit-
ion on the Soviet Union 1926-53 and in particular Stalin. The last thing they.
wanted was historical discussion.

What they did want was a bit of action. Johnstone and Co know they aren't
communists, that they are left Social Democrats. They don't need Hallas to

tell them.that; they admit it in their programme. After all, they are a fairly
large organiéation and facé the responsibilities of power (under bourgeois demo-
cracy). Their moderate actions must have (enough, not too many) moderate words
to go with them. The revolutionary words must be there as well of course, the
trick is to get the right mix.

IS, on the other hand, don't have as many respnnsibilities. Their moderate action
can go along with much more revolutionary wordifying--which is what they were
do’ng in the meeting. Bu* their action, like all (32 exceptions) the other trot-
skyist groups, show them also to be Left Social Democrats. One small example
will do: on June 18 IS' advice to the workers was...Vote Labour. (see Socialist
Worker that week).

So we have two groups of Left Social Democrats....what more natural than that
they should ccme together? This was the question lurking behind the meeting.
While the smoothly-dressed IS intellectuals buzzed around like gnats, scoring
debating points like little gnat-bites, the main thing was that they were there.
And of course there have been many such meetings, not to mention practical o=
co-operatién, e.g., December 8th one day strike. The logic of the situation ‘_
is there; whether it will work itself it out given the" other forces (subjectivism
etc) is another matte:. (Continued on bottom of page 2°¢



COMMENT:POLAND

The rise and fall (twice) of Wladyslaw Gomulka is a useful mirror of the ups and
downs, and zig-zags, of opportunism in its 'Communist' form in Eastern Europe
since 1945. This comment will concentrate on the result of Gomulka's re-emergen-
ce in 1956 and his service to international capitalism since then, In future
articles we'll attempt to deal with the reasons given for his present redundancy
and what he replaced in Poland.

In 1948-45 Gomulka and Co (Klszko, Spychelki & Bienkowski) were purged from the
leadership of the Polish Communist Party (then the PPR), expelled and later
jailed, for nationalist deviations. These consisted of

1) Support for Tito's revisionism

2) Proposing a separate Polish Road to Socialism

3) Opposing the communist proposal for tackling the reasent question
in Poland i.e. intensifying the class struggle in the countryside through the
worker-peasant alliance against the capitalist farmers.

It comr's as mno surprise then to see Gomulka & co.re-emerge as leaders of the
Polish party in 1956 at the same time as revisionism announced its dexinance in
the international communist movement i.e. the CPSU 20th Congress in 1956. What
remains to be explained is how Gcmulka emerged as a ‘popular reformer' in 1956,
after 10 years of communist rule, on a wave of working class dicontent. His re-
instatement in the leadership of the Polish Party in October 1956 on the face of
it, appears to have flowed direetly from a crisis brought en by the repression
of workers' demonstrations in Poznan, June 1956 by the 'Stalinist' government. It
had however more to do with the effects of the 20th Congress inside the P.U.W.P.
An attempt to explain this will appear in a future article.

What is clear however is that the net result of Gomulka's 'reforms' was to dis-
rupt what socialist gains had been achieved and open the way for the growth of
capitalism in Poland. '

In the industrial sector Gomulka's regime immediatély halted any further social-



ist measures. Then, utilizing any weaknesses or mistakes that had appeared in
the commurist government's application of the general principles of Marxian eco-
nomics (of which there were many, undoubtedly), used these as propaganda to und-
ermine ideologically and in practice the centrally controlled planned economy.

A policy of de-centralization gave greater decision-meking power to local manag-
ers (itself not necessarily a bad thing) with capitalist principles of management
replacing socialist ones. A spontaneous development of 'Workers Councils' among
the working class was utilized to divert workers' attention from the political
counter-revolution that Gomulka was directing. When Gomulka had consolidated his
position, he moved to emasculate the Workers Councils through the revisionist
eontrolled Party and trade union movement. Material incentives became the only
effective motivation to increase production for the workers of Poland. i

In agriculture, the regime was even more 'radical'. True to the charges for
which he was purged by Stalin, Gomulka immediately halted the attack on the
capitalist farmers by the worker-peasant alliance. Next, he reversed all the
socialist measures initiated by the communist governments and disrupted the
worker-peasant alliance., In its place he restored the capitalist farmers as an
independent party: State-owned agricultural machinery was sold to those farmers
who could buy it (up to then they were for hire, acting thus as a lever for the
working clasghin the countrysideg. Collectivisation, even then at a very early
stage halted revers so that to-day over 85% of arable agricultural land is
privately owned in 'socialist Poland'., Market relations unrestricted by any
state control became dominant and every subsequent attempt by the regime to
encourage capitalist concentration of agricultural holdings had little impact.
The only effective capitalist answer to this question is one where the mighty
swallow the small, This has gone on in Polgnd ever since.

So we see that in the 1956=60 period, the Polish revisionists were a beacon in
the sphere of restoring a capitalist economy to the other East European revisi-
onist controlled countries (replacing Yugoslavia, though with essentially the
same approach). The Polish economists, Lange, Brus and Lipinski, were 'pion-
eers' in the application of market socialist political economic theory.

Gomulka's services to international capitalism did not end there even. In the
sphere of politics, he made a distinct contribution as noted by the capitalists:

"In one respect there is little doubt that Gomulka has exercised an
important influence on- Khruschev. By accepting the leadership of a
revisionist movement and then controlling it he showed Khruschev by
his Polish example that revisionism was something which could bene-
fit Communism (!) and yet be kept in hand. By the very severity, .
therefore with which he curbed revisionism after Octolkér he served
the cause of revisionism in the Soviet bloc as a whole'".

(R. Hiscocks, Poland: Bridge for the Abyss. p331)

At the same time as Khruschev was crushing the Hungarian revolts in 1956 and
replacing Nagy by Kadar, Gomulka rose to power. (He escaped Russian intervent-
ion by political argument i.e. bourgeois political.) He convinced Khruschev
that he would toe the line in questions of foreign policy (a realistic approach
at the time, considering Poland's strategic military significance in Russian/
German relations). Furthermore, if given a free hand internally, he would
ensure political control while implementing 'the Polish Road to Socialism' ie
as well as removing any communists left in positions of power, he would control
the ultra-revisionists, who were over-reaching themselves with open bourgeois
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demands (restoration of the multi-party Parliamentary system, free elections,
unlimited.free speech etc.) These,led Dby people.like Bienkowski, Kolakowski,
threatened Gomulka's flank in the Party by revealing the logic of Gomulka's
programme to communists who would otherwise remain confused. In. 1959 he purged
many of these ultras from important propaganda Ministries and organs of the
Party, replacing them with former Stalinists, now come over to Gomulka.

Under a screen of rigid 'Stalinism' the definite restoration of the capitalist
economy continued into the early 60s. It is important to remember also that
Gomulka ruled Poland with the blessing of the most reactionary Catholic hier-
archy imaginable. From his release in 1956, Cardinal Wyszyncki and the Polish
Church in return for massive concessions (ending of compulsory Marxist education,
restoration of religious education etc.) consistently urged the Polish people
(largely Catholic) to support the regime (and vote at elections). - R=lat-
ions between the regime and the church deteriorated in the 60s. This coincided
with the freezing of the rapid economic and political moves back to capitalism
from 1963, The reasons for this development will be gone into in the next art-
icle.

So this is the man then who is no longer of any use to the Polish bourgeoisie
today. The essential difference between the events which brought Gomulka to
power in Octzter 1956 and his present eclipse is that while his rise represented
the bourgeois counter-revolution, his present demise represents no such ckLiuge
of class power. Next month we'll attempt to explain Gomulka's present redund-
ancy and what he is being replaced with.

JIM MOHER

* * *

Unity on the 'Left' continued from page 22

But it can be seen that there is a 'rapprochement' between these two bodies,
and between them and social democracy: revisionism and trotskyism functioning
as the 'left wing' of social democracy. -And why not? Historically, all three
are mere deviations from Marxism: the splits of 1914, 1924 and 1956.

D-R. Stead
* * *

In the next issue of the Communist:

ﬁfgiﬁn&ymru‘s Plans for Capitafism in Wales
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