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Editorialz o CLASiNgTRUGGLE :' 30

PARTY STRUGGLE

The most notable political development since the Tory Party returned to power
has been how quickly they transformed the political atmosphere in Britain.
One journal described Britain in 1971 as being the only country which hed led
a counter-revolution, without ever having a revolution. Harold Wilson ac-
cused the Tories of 'dividing the nation' along class lines. The impression
which has been created is that the Tories are drawing the battle-lines for
class war clearly. In fact they are doing the opposite, i.e. obscuring the
real conflict. :

A_ﬁinister of religion definitely captured the liberal bourgeois fears:

'We boast that the genius of the British pelitical system is its ability to
combine fundamental agreement about ends with genuine differences about means.
But such a system could not survive all-out class war:and that is the way we
are going at present.' (Rev Dr Colin Morris, Minister of Wesley's Chapel,
London, in a sermon, quoted at the height of the power dispute by the Times in
December)

The reality is that the attacks by Labour and Tory governments on the standard
of living and conditions of the working class in the last few years are in-
evitably drawing a militant response, chiefly in the form of strikes; and,
that the bourgeoisie, Labour and Tory are seeking to divert this response

from developing into coherent political opposition by the working class. The
basic trick involved is to make the Labour/Tory conflict out to be about ends
not means.

The imgression has been fostered that the Tories have fundamentally reversed
the policy of the former Labour Government on vital questions such as 'ind-
ustrial relations' and apartheid. As the Tories settled in, they stated their
position on all major questions of policy, home and foreign. What emerged

was that theres has been no fundamental departure from the policy pursued by the
last Labour government on any question.

‘A-look at the most contentlous government decisions, i.e. the Industrial Re-
lations Bill, the wages policy at home, and the arms for S Africa question,
aborad, will show this. The Industrial Relations Bill continues the work, be-
gun by the Labour Govt's 'In Place of Strife' White Paper. It is an attempt
by the capitalist class to create the legal framework in which to deal wvith
the unofficial leadership in the economic struggle.

The wages pollcy, i.e. government interference in disputes in state concerns,
to reduce wage claims gradually ds a lead to private industry, coupled with
tight money p011cy is the\Tory's present approach. The Labour govt used
statutory wage-freezes, credit restrictions, incomes policies. A variety of
these devices are used by whatever government is in power in the stop phase
of stop-go British capitalism, since the war. The only dispute is as before
about means. ‘ '

The 'confllct' in British polltlcs over arms for S Africa is the most blatant—
ly phoney effort of the lot. Labour's policy was to put pressure on the
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S African government to modify and eventuelly scirap their apartheid policies
in the bourgeois interest. There is no dispute in Tory/Labour politics over
this policy. The impression is being crcated that the Tories are supporters
of apartheid whereas Labour are not on the basis of the arms issue (this has
more to do with internal Tory party politics and neo-colonial Commonweal th
politics than the Labour/Tory conflict).

Only on questions LiﬁgmNmIreland and the Common Market can the British poli¢-
ical 'parties appe %o be split. Yei the atmosphere has definitely changed
from that prevailing under Labour. liere is the only'sﬁggificant changg of
policy that has taken’ place: the decision to create the present political at-
mosphere, i.e. the apEearance of funcamental conflict,

Under the Labour government the prevailing atmosphere in bourgeois politics
was one of 'consensus' because the differences between Labour in government
and the Tory opposition; on all major questions could gﬂﬂ%i& be seen. There
was no 'left/right' conflict only 'centre/right'.Undoubtedly it is the change:
of position by theé parties that has facilitated the creation of the present
Yleft/right' polarisation again. Both parties have worked to create this
polarisation. Labour in opposition must occupy the Left position, while the
Tories provide a foil by adopting a Right approach in government (Carr's in-
transigence in introducing his bill, Heath's 'stubborn subjectivism' on the
arms issue, Maudling‘s behaviour over the Rudi Dutschke affair). Labour are
furiously creating political heat to refurbish their 'left' image and blur
their government record (hrs. Castle's behaviour in Parlzament, scenes in
the - Commons - etc)

The worker baiting during the power cispute was no accident, nor the handling
of such emotional issues as the Dutschke and arms issues. This is 'healthy'
left/right bourgeois politics being created. This is no direct reflection of
class conflict, but of the efforts of the bourgeoisie to prevent class con-
flict emerging onto the political scene. There is every indication that their
effprts must be successful.

The most notable working class development to emerge since the return of the

.MThnles, has _been the.response to the Industrial Relations Bill, i.e. polit-
jcel strikes. The core of this is the unofficial trade union leadership in— -
the factories up and down the country. They are chiefly threatened by the Bill.
Their opposition to the Bill is an expression of political resistance, by the
working class. This struggle unlike the Labour/Tory one is class conflict, °
even if it relates to only one aspect of capitalist rule. To replace the
pseudo left/right polarisafion of bourgeois politics would be a major step
forward. '

Every indication is, however, that far from attempting this the Communist Party
is acting as a steward for the bourgeoisie, through the Liaison Committee for
the Defense of Trade Unions. It is channelling working class opposition to °
the bill into support for bourgeois left politics, i.e. the Labour Party.

The only coherent political lines emerging from the December 8 and January

12 demonstrations is summed up by the slocan 'Tories Out', which means Labour
In.’ The propaganda on the Bill presents it as an attack on the official trade
union movement, which it is not (See Communist No 33). This might appear to
be clever tactically, fosteriﬁa the social democratic image of the Tories as
paranoid union-bashers (which they are not) but in practise it can only have
CONTINUED ON THE BOTTOM OF PAGE 15. ' :




Trotsky’s Literature
& Revolution’ «cont.

Here is Zhdanov, at the Congress of Soviet "/riters in ~
"The weakness of Sur literature reflects the backwerdness of our conscious-
ness as compared -rith our economy, £nd of course our literar;. men suffer
from this too." ;

Ten years later this is again discussed in a further context...

"Still less'can we say that we have overcome the survivals of capitalism
in the minds of people. e camnnot say that, not only because the develop-
ment of people's minds trails behind their ecoriomic position, but also we
are still surrounded by capitalist countries, which are trying to revive
and, sustain the survivals of capitalism in the economic life and in th
minds of the people of the U.S.S.R." Stalin: 17th Congress

Marxism does not recognise rigid frameworks like Trotsky. Dévelopment meets
vith setbacks. .Development itself is the struggle. But the whole point about
Socialist society is its ever increasing consciousness. So apart from unequal
development, there is another process: thé striving t6 raise the level of
Socialist culture and ideology. In other words, that which gains groumnd is the
effort to harmonise economic and ideological developiment, preciscly because
-~ Marxists understénd this law of class society, Following on this it can be

- said that the law of unequal development begins to lose its decisive character,

Therefore, «hy is there a“weakness of 'proletarign culture'? The difficulty

is not simply one of the weakness of the proletariat in . cultural matters.,
This can be overcome. It is not only that the proletariat haven't 'time'. Tt
is because allied to this, a resolute struggle must be developed against the
petty bourgeois ideology that hangs on, against the pelty bourgeois who them-
selves hang on, and in the case of the U.3.S.R., the ravening petty bourgeocisie
outside in other countries.” It i85 to fight.against these schools of literature
that Trotsky is so lénient =ith, »ho are swamping the proletariat, because tney
are supposed to 'know' about art, etc.... LR :

Trotsky *rites like a democrat. He is talking about the first proletarian
revolution in all histcry to succeed and he criticises literature from what
standards? From bourgeois standards! He actunlly uses the expression 'above
class' ! ~Above class standards are bourgeois standards. Trotsky is speaking
like this because he conceives the proletarian regime as 'temporary'; Class—
less society is just around the corner, and the Socialist community will lead
us thefe, according to Trotsky. But it is still not classless society. Even
if it were, how could there be above-class judgements? If there are no classes,
there are no above-class estinations. -2 ' : WS

Constantly running through his strictures are remarks to the effect that the
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proletarian »writers are 'apprentices'. That the proletarian régime is an
apprenticeship, and so on. No one would deny that the regime was new, had to
learn etec. But it i85 no accident that in 1948 Zhdanov had to state referring
to lileratute that 'we are not apprentices'. He went on to say that Soviet
literatire was the most advanced &nd revolutionary. Apparently this whole
theory was still in the air, and was being propagated still after tventy years,

Proletarian culture develops in the process of combatting petty bourgeois 1lit-
erature, by fighting against the pernicious influence of the petty bourgeoisie.

The fact is that Trotsky wishes objectivily to perpetuate these schools of lit+
..erature because, as he puts it, they will be the manure for the culture of Soc=
ialist society. THis is another example of his failure to uiiderstand October, -
He sees nothing new in the revolutién. He does not see the working class as now
being the ruling class in alliance with the poor peasantry.

Our revolution is the expression of the peasant turned proletarian, -ho yet
laans on the peasant and lays out the path to be followed."
So writes Trotsky in the introduction.

Herc there is no differentiation of the peasantry. Particularly as this was
written round about the time of N.E.P. ™ith the retreat back into a N.E.P. in
oricr that the proletariat could move forwrard it was perhaps natural that
bewildering number of forms, ideas, groups, etc. should arise, but from a man
of Trotsky's position and the claims he made of hiniself, we have the m.ght 'to
ask: from him more than merely a reflection of the ~hole peI‘:LOd. .

It is a platitude that &11 proletarians in general arise from the peasant ori-
ginally., The"point is what distance divides them from this background. In
Russia there were hereditary proletarians. ‘They were knovm as this. They formed
the core of the revolution. The revolution was the éxpression of the proletariat,
They did not lean on the peasant. Rather the other way about. There was an
alliance. This is Trotsky denying the leading role of the proletarlzz?class.

Indeed he hardly admits to thelr belnf ‘:Br%le;{‘ ;}a,n cﬁ%ﬁ;&ﬁ]ﬁ‘

This is also a reflectlon of Trots fé.ml‘i‘i;? £heme that Russia could no c« né
build a proletarian staté. That is-as impossible to build Socialism in one
country. His diffusive ords about the proletariat and the peasantry are an
expression of his thesis that only the advanced states of Europe could really

Be successful in a revolution, because those couhtries had larger and older
morizing classes.. But all these statements, ith all their contradictions, and
inconsistencies, cannot disguise that, like the leaders of the Second Interna-
titnal, he recognised (as theydid) "the Séviets for struggle, but not for State
pover ., (Len'_n) And that is all. ; ‘ i

;

t

-

But followmg from this it should be noted that these theorles, remarks, themes
&tc., of Trotsky did not cease in the 1920's. These pernicious dOctrmes are
with us now. They have in a sense grovm stronger, more dangerous. This is a
further proof that the class struggle intensifies after the establlshment of
the 'dictatorship of the proletarma‘t' . .

: It is nbtable for instance that in 1948 these old schools Trotsky *rm.tes of had
©2d their head- agaii.. The leningrad affair exemplified this. Akhmatova who
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was a leading light of the original Sumbolists, previous to and after the -
Revolution; was being published again, with exactly the same material, Of course
she had new adherents. Thg manute -vas coming to the surface again! Has come

to the surface! But as/well knowm this was only one manifestation of this ‘o'c}ck—
sliding on the part of the intelligentsia in the Societ Union. It ha.ppem_ag in
music, art, science, etc., Revisionism reveals. itself especially in the liter-
ary fields, the cultural field; for it is precisely this figld that 'is the
special province of the non-proletatian elements. Since Akhmatova, .who has very
little. connection with Marxism, ... the Symbolists and allied groups existed

also in the Test.... had actually been published after the elapse.of over twenty
years, is prodf that it was not'only' revisionism, but anti- Marxism. THis is
not merely a guestion if a poetess being denied publication ( vhich she was after
the closure of a magazine in Leningrad) because in the past she was a participmt
in a bourgeois school of writing, but because the. content had not changed onz .-
iota since those days of the pre-revolution. Also amazingly not even .the style
and form, L

It is rather ironic after the Leningrad affair to read on page 219 the following:
"The Party understands the episodic character of the literary gitoups of the
transition period and estimates them, not from the point of viewr .of the
place ~hich these groups occupy and can occupy in preparing a Socialist
. culture" ., : g

Episodic indeed! Trotsky has a non—class approach. It is precisely the class

backgrounds of these'literati gentlemen' ~hich shoiild be estimated most carefully,

The petty bourgeois particularly in politics is always, if not in -ords, at.

least in .actions, estimating most carefully the class background of people.

This quotation from Trotsky is petty bourgeois democracy -rith a venZeance.
Various groupings occupying this or that place. He talks as if it were a. parl- -
iament. This is the point. Indeed further on ~hen he wites about Communism
Be télks about 'parties' in inverted commas, thinking this takes the -odium from
the word, or that he is only using the word in a derisory sense, and of coursc
he does not believe in such things, but how large is the gap in the gensral
circumstances from groups to parties? If there is any at all.

These groups, or more precisely these vriters ought to be judged according. to the
attitude they: take to the proletariat, the proletarian revolution, and finzlly
the proletarian dictdtorship. “hether they are willing to Serve the cliss or
fiot. The degree to vhich judgement is passed depending on whether the riters
mere members of the Party or not. Of course it is also important who is respon-
sible for publishing such people and their ~ork.  These wiiters can only pre-
pare Soclalist culture by identifying themselves rith the working class, by
adopting Socialism Realism. ‘

But ~hich segment of society takes up this non-class, above—clas'é, freedom—for--
the-artist position? The Petty Bourgeoisie. Such is Trotsky. :

TROTSKY AND THE INNER CONTENT OF MARXISH

On page. 218 we find this: "Art must make its om wvay and by its ovm means. The
Marxian methods are not the ‘same as the artistic. The Party leads the prolet-
ariat but not the historic processes of history. There are domains in which the
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in =hich the Party leads, directly and imperatively.” There are domaiﬁs in which
it only cooperates. There are, finally. domains in which it only oriéntates
itself." ; ‘

At first one would think that this is one way of pufting a plea for persuasion
in matters of art, for a non-rigid attitude; but it is’ deeper.

Marx »rote in reference to Proudhon: ;
"The solution of present problems does not lie for him in public action
but in the dialectic rotations of his orm mind. Since td him the cate-
gories are the moving force, it is not necessary to change practical life
in order to change categories."

Trotsky is operating from a category. Trotsky might just as well have not read
Marx. Because men make history with'the material that lies to hand, 1.e. the
historic process. But this historic process is precisely what men rave ‘made.
It is not expressed through them. Men make this process. If thore are no men,
‘there is no historic process.

"We make our ovm history, tut in the first place under very definite pre-
suppositions and conditions. Among these the economic ones are finally
decisive. But the political, etc. ones, and indeed even the traditions
which haunt human minds also play a part, although not a decisive one."
Engels

Tradition is indeed haunting Trotsky, ( in the same fashion as it did =ith his
cries about the Revolution devouring its children). But the tradition ot
Trotsky is on’a lower position than even Hegel. Hegel stipulates a demi-urge,
an absblute, which is expressed through the historical process, and this for
Hegel was exemplified through the Prussian State -ith its feudal structure.
But Hegel, at least, said it —as an absolute idea, and further he did at least
see history as a physical process, developing through contradictions. Trotsky
sees historical processes as a ‘systém'.

The point is that by leadiiig the proletariat consciously, the Communists are the
first to understand the laws thHat govern history. The Communists are,and can
change practical life, by allowing the productive forces full development through
changing the edonomic base. Laws cannot be abolished but if conditions are
changed new laws arise. The operations of laws can be utilised, manipulated for
betiefit. If ne~ conditions are as far as possible consciously created, the

laws that i1l arise -rill be understood in some measure before they commence 1o
operate. b

The more completeiy the world becomes Socialist, the more -ill the Communists :
be able to guide and utilise, and therefore, lead the 'so-called 'historic pro-.
cess'. Or more precisely make history consciously. '

Ernst Fischer in his book on 'The Necessity of Art' differs very 1ittls from
Trotsky in his conception of Art. (Fischer is a Communist, Austrian; the book
was published in thé early sixties). That.is, that the petty bourgeois as
artist must be allowed to continue to practisé their art, in the same old
fashion, with the same old licence, and even with more "bourgeois freedem' than
at present. According to Fischer this is so because the petty bourgeois are
better equipped, and after all, art is Art. They have, according 1o Trotsky and



and Fischer, a divine spark that entitles them to this privileged positiocd.

* This is not talent Or genius that is tdked about, thaugh one supposes it vould

have to be present with the divine spark. According to Trotsky and Hscher

this privileged position is because they seve 'mankind' through their art. The
Marxist position is that art saves this or that ruling clase or social system.

According ‘to Trotsky there is this thing Art, vhich because of its very indir-
ect comnection =ith the economic base has a speciel place alove society. This
is not the product of specific social systems. This is inevitablé, because the

petty bSurgeois bélongs not to a special class but to a strata, which wacill-
ates between the tmo classes. Because of this, this strata feels, is under the
illusion, that they stand apart, like a God, from others. They think that they
can go on for ever, and have 2 special claim above all others in society.
Therefore, it is eagy to see that memberc of this sirata, freguently gloss cver,
deny, the class content of social and artistic guestions. This at the same time

enables us to urderstand that individual mem:ers of this strata have come over
and indeed provided the =orking class --ith its <ery ideology, Marxism, . But we
are not discussing this question. Actually Trotsiy in this book makes a plea
to let things remein as they are, minus the rottenzss, vileress of capitalism.
This is never said, ritten, but this is ihe general logic &nd viewpoint of his
argument . :

Implicit in Trotsky's thesis is the convention that Art is an absolute. - But if
one were honcst ~hat wolild this mean? It meens God. Trotsky's positions is
that art is an absolte -rith different societics mok ing formal changes in it.

The artistic material of mankind is made and developed by men. The achievements
of one society are carried over, assimilated by following sccicties. Not only
are these artistic productions chinged, but new meanings are derivéd .from the
‘content, either hostile to the new forces in society or for the e forces.
Prévious contents =ear older or even ancient forms. ZIut also new content, and
new forms arise. Immense variety can be exhibitzd. Onz thing is certain, that
art is part of the ideological structure of society. It does not remain unch-
anged. The stock of artistic productions is added to, develops. And this is
the struggle against the decaying artistic content of the 6ld former rulihg
class of an outmoded society. No development is possible writhout struggle.
Struggle is a condition for development.

Thus, proletarian art establishes itself by resolute struggle_dgaihst the art of
the decaying bourgdoisie. It does this by using the artistic weapons at hand
or even forging‘new eapons (i.e. new content and form).

It is obvious that Trotsky's theory has nothing in ccmmon vdth the materialist
method, nothing .in common with ‘Marxism. Indeed elscvhere ir his book he states
that out of the RevOlution grewr the materialist method! The point ig the :
October Revolution was a confirmation of the materialist meihod. Trotcky pre-
sumably feels that by riting this he is being an advocate ¢f 'practice'. One
feels he is nudging us a sly dig on how practical he vas. Lut to actually de-
- rive this from a revolution is really the most rule of thurb method. The mat+

erialist method, like other hethods' did not come into the vorid fully armed.
The materialist method existed before the Octcber Revoluticr.. But, if as
Trotsky claims, the materialist method came in only +ith the Revolution,- then;
of course, Trotsky can claim to be one of the originators, as one of the leaders
and, therefore, his theories are as good, and even beiter, than Marx's and
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Engels', because Marx and Engels d:].d not part1c1pate in the October Revolutlon.

It also gives him an equal standlng ﬂth Lenin - something he h" to prove.
'The fullest proof that these are not just the 1solated idiosyncrasies of a dis-
_gruntled politician is given once again by recent books and events.

Let us look at another statement from Trotsky's book.

"Finally, the nature of man himself is hidden in the deepest and darkest
corner of the unconsc1ous, of the elemental of the sub=soil." Page 255.

_ Ernst Fischer expressed this idea almost word for -ord in his 'Necessity of Art'.

" On page 220 of Fischer's book, *riting on art in classless Communist scoiety:

; ~ "Tragedy -ill doubtless continue to exist because the development of any
society - even a classless one - is 1nconcv1vable writhout contradiction
and onflict, and perhaps because man's dark desire for blcod and death is
ineradicable."

Remarkable, is it not? Twenty five years after, the ~hole theory of Trotsky
comes to the ‘'surface, from the menure, the word ~hich for once Trotsky chose
aptly. The ~hole crop of revisionist theories in art,biology, science and actual
politics, the ~hole crop is discussed in respecta‘ol’ﬁ Party circles. The crop
dern.ves directly from Trotsky, his petty bourgeois theories, and stand.

This_is not the place to discuss the gquestion of contradictions, and the form
they i1l take in classless Communist society. But what kind of Marxist writes
of the "elemental", the "sub-soil", "man's dark desire for bleood and death".
This is smuggling an absolute in another form. It is rank mysticism, religios-—
1‘by, and all that is rotten from previous societies. The backrardness of ‘man
is here given respectability by these gentlemeri. Something ~hich Communists
-ish to fight against, eradicate, is accepted ith 'poetic' resignation by Trot-
sky and Fischer. All just rotten bourgeois 'psychology’ . ,

Trotsky -rites that Marxian methods are not the artistic methods. Wha', are
artistic methods? : b

The processes of thought, in a given or suitable form, that go into the making
of a novel, poem, play, painting, sculpture, film, etc. are not sidcred or God-—
given. They do not need a special 'world". Frederick the Great was a military
genius and also a composer. Machiavelli was a statesman, poet, Dlay*rr" ght.
Other names spring to mind, Bemteruto Cellini, Leonardo da Vineci, etc.” Their
procesSses of thought Operated in a diversity of directions. Stalln mhe_n‘ young
also'~rote some essays, etc. Mao Tse Tung -rites poetry. It is the division
of labour ( no doubt necessary at certain periods) derved from ‘property-orming
socn.ety, and more particulady capitalist society. It is this which males one
man an arta.st another an engineer, etc. Lo o : ‘

Artis tic methods are merely a general method applled to a special or par’cch.lar
field, i.e. Art.

_Trotsky’ has an incorrect conception of technique. “Iriting about orole'barlan !
writers, and the necessity for them to learn 'technique', he 52ys:
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"Give us, they say, something even pock-marked but our ovm. This is false
and tntrue. A pock-marked art is no art and is, therefae , not necessary to
the orking masses."

But technique'is not specifically a class question. The opportunity to learn
technique is. Technique can serve ¢ither one class or anothe¥. The technique
of rolling steel can take place in socialist society or bourgeois society. A
socialist society could guicken the pace of the debelopment of technique and in-
vent newr technigues; but the same technigue could serve both social systems.

It is the same -vith art. The working class can learn technigque, as all tech~-
niques cari be learned. They have learmed, =ill learn, are learning the tech-
nique of -writing. But the most important thing which Trotsky never deals with
is the content of art. The content of a proletarian novel etc. under Socialism
( and in some cases before the revolution) ~ill and should be different and
bettar.” So even ‘if the proletarian art is pock-marked (technically inferior) it
is and will be better than bourgeois art is;* ~ use the content is better. The
more ‘the proletariat frees itself from the ideology of ‘the old society the bet=
ter —ill it be. If the art is not proletarian, it is bourgeois, and therefore,
inferior, This is a class question. Socialism is a higher and better society .
than all previous societues. The proletaruat is the ruling class in Socialist °
society and, thercfote, the proletariat is a better and higher class than all
other classes.  The working class will learn technique on the basis of the re-
mbuldifig of the best art that Has gone before, and in the development of their
o'm new forms, =ill develop new technigques. ; b it

Contradiction exists in all things. ™hat then is the confradiction facing the
artist? It is the struggle Lo present subjective consciousness, by selection .

and develdpment, into an bbjective content for others. It is a guestion, there-
fore, of what is typical, what is general. : :

The very hob of the artist must.be to submit to the discipline or follow the
demands, the needs of the class he wishes to serve, or serves. The class asks
that subjective consciousness is stripped of dross, that its particularity is
made adequately objsctive. This is only the threshold for the artist. To get
even this' level is merely the ante-room of art. ; ..

For example much work is done that seems 'realistic', dorm to earth, because a
series of facts, or events are recounted. But this is merely reportage. This
is not art; this is journelism. WNaturalism of the worst kind. B W T e

It is, therefore, precisely the demands, the constriction of waywardmcéBScious—'
ness, the discipline that constitutes the spur to the artist. Artist is built
on so-called 1imitations. ' ;

Trotsky's conceptions of ‘contradictions and economies is imperfect. He ~rites
(as Ernst Fischer) of the forces of competition as lying in the sub-soil. One
of the 'dark forces' of mankind!

He conceives compotition as something coming from outside. like God in the shape
of original sin. Not as part of and growing out of society. Competition comes

from private property society . oy R g
gy ey Jinonag
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Marx in his Ecoromic &nd Philosophical Manuscripts (Dstranged Lapour) rites
the folloing: ' ' ' i

"Now, therefore, e have to grasp the essential connection.... between
_i.exchange and competition, value and devaluation of man, monopoly and.compe~
" etition, ete; the connection beteen this whole estrangement and the

money system. ' :

- Do not let us go'back to a fictitious primordal condition as the political
economist does hen he tries to explain”. ,

This quotation wa§ chosen as béing an early one. Also qlite original. Even at
this time, lSAA, When Marxism as being developed, karx vas guite clear.

Marx ~rites of the connection between exchange and competidion...... - Wthis ~hole
estrangement and the money system". It is, therefore, between the market (i.e.
exchanae) and competition.

He further couples it with the fuller development of competltlon with the mpney
system . "hich, of course, is capitalism.

Landed property is immature capital, local, parochial, capltal Feudal ism.
Therefore, this competltlon ~hich Trotsky speaks of 'is more associated ith cap-
italism than previoiis societies. Or maybe Trotsky ras muddled and really meant
division of labour which indeed stretched back into the past, tut not indeed
into any sub-soil but to the family and tribe. It is indeed a division of func-
tions. But Trotsky postulates the very thing that has to be explained. He takes
for a fact, as given, the thing that must be understood. e i

Marxism, (and Trotsky'clalms Marxism) states that the mode of production determ-
ines consciousness. The mode of production gives rise to ideas, forms, etc.
that include competition. Trotsky poses competition originally.

Competition can only arise (and this on a small scale) when there is a surplus
product. "hen goods can be exchanged Goods can be exchanged only -then there
is a surplus product.

Trotsky by erecting competition into original sin, for example 'sub-soil', 'dark
forces', smugzles religion into Marxism. At least Christianity does mtate bluntly
'original sin'. Trotsky calls it competition, then puts its connections into the
dark .sub-soil. ; b, o

Like the bourgeois he states that competition is rotten, but because it is nec~ |
essary to capitalist society he puts it into the 'dark sub-soil'. Into part of
nature. And not soc1ety And man is created by society. ioulded, developed

by soc1ety. :

Ho- can one take seriously a person —ho parades as a Marxist and yet can Erite
in such a mystical fashion about competition? Ho~''can one treat Trotsky serious-
ly if he glosses over class.ideology? This is sho'm by the following:

"7hat are the metaphysicians of a purely proletarian science going to say
about relativity? Can it be reconciled rith materialism, or can it not?"
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These are the words of someone hostile to the proletariat. _Noticg the sneer.
@mno cannot seperate Marxism from the proletariat. Proletarian science 1s
Marxism.

Trotsky is viving himself a mar y-sided attack. He sneers at the fgct‘that Mar-
xism is purely 'proletarian'. At the same time he is saying that it is too
pure. Again he is saying it should not be purely proletarian. And at tne

same he is saying it 1s not purely proletarian.

It is also a vicious sneer agaiﬂst the leading ideolkgists of ‘Marxism as a class
science, against those leaders -ho use Marxism'as an instrument of the prolet-
arian dictatorship, because of thelr “purlty“ which Just means the desire to
protect Marxism from revisionism. '

The use of the. =ord "metaphyslc1ans” in the context is meant 1o’ ‘suggest that
there exists some sort of, something similar to, a priesthood, ~ho, ‘therefore,
are the same as cardlnals. Trotsky is saying that if it is' & purely prol—
stafTEE—EETEEEE' it is revealed r011g1on. Iiko Christianity.

This is the cry of whole swathes of the“petit-bourgcoisie for decadcs, tho dny
of pretentious intecllectuals. It is nowhere nas: M rxism. -

Marxism is not some“sort of cternal absolutec for all classes, above classes.
A1l classes have a world outlook, an iedology. Marxism is the ideology of -
the proletariat., \ : 2

Trotsky treats Marxlsm as'a sc1encc hostlle to the prolotarlat

Trotsky'hangs 'his work toegether as it were, by quostlonlng whe ther Soclallsn
is being built (1924)." Oné has only'to note his references to the world rev-—
olution, and to the fact that the ncw Soviet State cannot oxist for any
appreclable time mlthout this revolutlon.

This is borne out most 51gn1f1cantly by his reference to revclutlonary art,
in contradictlon to SOclallst art,

But true Revolutlonary art is the beglnnlng of Socialist art; becdause 1t is. a
Stcialist revolution.’ To Trotsky, as has becn emphasised, th1s tas not a
5031a115t revolution. ¥ He"did not want it to be. He could not admit the real
character of the revolution, because this would mean the ‘beginning of the end
of his class p051t10n. Not only for him but for tht entire petty bourgeois.
Therefore, it is denied that it is a proletarian revolution:things are as 'thoy
were', fThe position according to Trotsky's theory has changed very little
say since the period 1900-1917. Ahd of course this fully fits in with his
attitude concerning the roles of all the various schools of literature, his
'liberal' attitude to them. Some it must be said on a lower level than various
bourgeois literary and artistic groups than say in Germany, and France of even
pre-¥First Wbr;d War vintago. o

His glossing over of class struggle because the proletarlat has to lgarn
technique.
continued on page 27
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Comment:

As a follow-up to his 'Productivity Deals' pamphlet's success, and as a par-
allel to the CPGB's organisational success in containing the militancy created
by Carr's Bill, Bert Ramelson has once again set pen to paper. His latest:
‘pamphlet claims to be an exposition of the Bill, a class assessment of it, and
_advice to the working class as to hew to 'kill it'.

As a description of the Bill, the pamphlet is fair enough--except on one point.
Under the heading 'Object: to Weaken, Divide and Disrupt', Ramelson writes:

'To escape heavy liabilities & punitive compensation under the terms of the
_Bill, union leaders will be obliged to act as the Tories' unpaid gendarmes

"and narks...It doesn't require much imagination to see what bitterness this
will create between the leaders and officials of the unions on the one hand
and the most active and influential members of the Union on the other, which
can only undermine the status and authority of the officials,...(and)lead to
«sothe overall weakening of the unions.' :

The objective. of the Bill is not to divide the union leaders from the mens.
This has already occurred, indeed L Daly was glad to have been divided from
his members recently--by the police force., The Bill aims at strengthening
the officials in relation to the men, at meking them even less responsive to
the demands of. the workers. Because the bourgeoisie has the official trade
union movement under its political control--mainly via the Labour Party.

The Industrial Relations Bill is being used to strengthen the hold of the
relatively 'safe' officials over the unofficial movement. ; iy

Ramelson is correct in foreseeing 'bitterness', i.e. class struggle. It is

a petty bourgeois reaction to decry this, however. A communist reaction is
to, explain the forces involved, -that the working class may abe aware of the
roles played by the varbus organisations. One of these organisations whase
role is to be explained is the official trade union movement. But since the
CPGB went over to the bourgeoisgie, i.e. since the victery of revisionism, it
has ceased clarifying things, and has busied itself with the spreading ofilies
and confusions Ramelson's contribution to this task in his latest pamphlet

is breught out by loocking at his views on the reasons for the bill, its sig-
nificance and the way to 'kill ‘it.' ' R §

What must the workers do about this Bill? 'The key to success is the tptal
mobilisation of the working class and Labour movements in defence of democ-
racy and the trades unions. Success in this -campaign could very well lead
 a speedy and welome end to the Tory Government' -

'The zocner we get rid of it, and replace it with a Labour Government commit-
ted to the policies adopted by succesive TUC and Labour Party conferences
‘he better.' .
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In other words, the way to stop Robert Carr in his tracks is to replace him
by Barbara Castle, author of 'In Place of Strlfe'vetco Ramelson would no.
doubt object that the present Labour leaders are not committed to' p011c1es
adopted by successive...conferences'. But they never are: 'No-one has. ever
seriously claimed that a' Governnment wh1ch must be respon51b1e to Parllament .
can be instructed'. (i.e. by conference) said Harold Wilson in 1968, at the»
Labour Party Conference.

What Ramelson presumably means is a 'left wing Labour government'--as is spoken
of in the 'British Road to Socialism'. But that's just what we had--Wilson,
‘Castle etc are all ex-Left wingers. The only thing left-wing about them was
their reputation. And that is why they exist, to give the Labour Party as a
whole the air of being a working class, socialist party (which it obviously

is not),

The role of the CPGB is now to bolster that image by spreading ilIusins about
the class nature of the Labour Party.,:But because there is no opposition

to’ the CPGB, since there is no communist organisation with the: ‘political :
strength to expose the .CPGB, naturally they sweep the board. Not in the
sense that the CPGB was able to mobilise thousands of workers to demonstrate:
against the Bill. They would have come anyway. But the CPGEB was able to
place itself at the head of these workers and spread illusions about the
Labour Party among them. (At the same time of course it proclaimed to the
bourgeoisie 'Don't worry about these demos and strikes..  They are only . in
support of your Labour Party -)  The need of the working :iclass is for ‘its
own p011t1ca1 party, 1ndpendent of the bourge01s Labour Party. This does not,
of course, interest the revisionists.

Not only does Ramelson.spread 111usxns about the Labour Party, he spins a
great yarn about the. present situation.. It is oneiin which the workers bar-
gain with the owners on something approaching a 'basis of equality! (p 4);

the worklng class has the 'gains' (p23) of the nationalised industries.
But the Tories have upset this balanced constitution--they have : leashed'('
'the class'war' ' (p 19) with tHe Bill Wthh is *%he most v1c10us p1ece of pollt-
ically motivated class legislation since the Combination Acts'“ (p.3)e:
And even worse! 'Today it is introduced to punlsh workers.oult cou‘d very
well be:extended to other fields tomorrow' It 1s 'a fasc1st conceptlon°°°
(p8andp13) e
Small matters liké how' the bourge0151e have surv1ved for 300 years w1thout
this twpe of 'class legislation', or why, after their stunning victory (i.e.
revisionism) they should resort to a last ditch tactic llke fasC1sm, are not
explalnedei F : 3

EDITORIAL : CONTINUED FROn PAGE L

the effect of weaken1ng re51stance to the: b}ll when ;t becomes law. 'i}*‘i"
The CPGB is d01ng thls, because hav1ng ceased to be,a communist party, it is*
now ' a part of the bourge01s soc1al democratic left. : E LS

: aakand a3 o pandain Fan
Ther'e ' is no doubt but that the class struggle in Brltaln has sharpenede This
is the underlying basis, motivating the bourgeoisie to brush up its politics,
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to contain the working class response. In this situation there is not the
semblance of a communist movement explaining the real issues to the working
class. All this points to success for the efforts tof the bourgeoisie.

The . CPB(ML) maintains-that the bburgeqisie are moving towards fascism to
;deal_with the working class (See Communist No 27). What we have described
"is the bourgeoisie, containing working class struggle within social demo-
cratic bounds. As long as it continues to do that there's no need of fascism.

e - e e e L F S —— - -

- Meeti g with ‘Militant’
THE TROTSKYIST MILITANT GROUP AND
THE TVO NATIONS IN IRELAND

On 15th January 1971 a debate between the trotskyist 'liilitant group and the
Irish Communist Organisation (Communist ‘orkers' Organisation) was held in
the Conway Hall. Approximately 150 people attended, being mainly members
of the two organisations and at least one metiber of the Provisional IRA.

IRELAND AND sNPERIALISI

The trotskyist "Militant" was represented by Ted Grant and P.Taffe. Taffe
spoke first by putting forward the traditional Catholjc r-tionalist line on
the Partitioning of Ireland, i.c. that British imperialism was alone respon-
-gible for Partition. B i '

He said that "the reason that British imperialism Partitioned Ireland' was
part of their poliey of "divide and rule'. "The 1913 lockout (in Dublin)
was a great boost to the labour movement", he said, and this was the motive'
ation for British imperialism to divide the working class by Partitioning
Ireland. . i ' S e

He went on to say that ‘the "opposition to Hbme Rule: was not econgmically
based". Far from this being the correct view, it was precisely, the antagon-
istic economic interests of the Protestant bourgeoisie and the Catholic
petty bourgeoisie, arising from the tneven development of capitalism in
Ireland vhich gave rise to the Home Rule crisis. (see 'THE ECONOI{ICS OF
PARTITION' by the ICO). The existence of two nationalities in Ireland
would not of itself have given rise to the creation of two states in

Ireland in the absence of this economic conflict. . _ g

WORKING CLASS UNITY 2

He also stated that there was a tendency for Catholic and Protestant warkers
to come sogether in 1969, tho then was building the barricades and who
was attacking them. The trotskyist "Militant" would like to believe that
the Catholic and Protestant workers were on one side and the 'agents of imp-
erialism' were on the other. But history is very medn to thé trotskyist
"Militant " (and all trotskyists for that matter) - and the real history of
Northern Ireland in 1969/70 is a history of conflict between the Catholic and
Protestant communities which are both dominated ideologically by the national=-
ism of their respective bourgeoisies.. And there is no suggestion in the
real history of the period of a tendency for Protestant and Catholic workers

'



to come together.. (The example which trotskyists oiten cuote of unity between
Protestant and Catholic workers is the Harland and Uolfe shipyards in Delfast
where the "great" trade union leader, Sandy Scott, is supposed to have pioneer-
ed this unity. It is implied that this unity was on a class basis. In fact
what happened was that the sectarian conflict broke out in the Belfast ship-
yards towards the end of 1969 resulting in a few hundred Catholic workers
being sent home for safety, as they were in the minority. ' Three days of dis-
cussions followed between unions and management, at the end of vhich the man-
agement ag-eed to dismiss on the spot any man who practiced sectarianism (or
brought his'hationalism o work). The mnions agreed not to fight a‘reinstate—
ment ccee for any indivi’ual who was sacked for this reason. And thereafter

a great "unity" of tkec working class prevailed in the Belfast shipyards).

CATHOLIC ANﬁ PROTESTANT MNATIONALISHM

Ted Grant was the seccnd speaker for the '"Militant" group. He said! that the
I1CO had changed from a position of Catholic chauvinism to a position of Prot-
estant chauvinism. Before the ICO became avare of the existence of the Prot-
estant naticnality i* held a position which vas strongly influenced by Catholic
nationalism, which is the present position of al political organisations which
deny the existence of the Protestant nationality. The ICO broke with Catholic
nationalist ideology on becoming aware oi the existence of two nationalities
in Ireland. A1l rescarch on this -subject and all changes in ICO positions
have Leen publiched. Now Grant says that he does not accept that there are
two nationalitics in Ireland. He recognises that there are two predominhnt
chauvinist positions in Irish bourgeois politics: referred to for simplicity
of identificaticn as Cathelic and Protestant. Collins Dictionary =
describes chauvinism as "agqressive patriotism', and patriotism as 4 "love of
or loyalty to one's country". If that is = what does Grant's position amount
to ? Perhaps in trotskyis® "dialectics" it is possible to conceive of two
positions of chruvinism, or "aggressive loyalty to one's country (or state)",
vhich, althcugh they are ccapletely antagonistic, are woth based on .one nation-
ality. IR & Bt

CONNOLLY AND PARTITIGN i

Grant also agreed with Conneolly's position oh the "Orange phenomenon! and said
that "Connolly elways put forward an internationalist position.. .This is a
fine piece of phrasemongering, and nothing rnwore. How could Connolﬁyvhave;put
forward an internationalist position in relation to a nationality of whose
existence he was unaware. Connolly deduced that the economic basis of the
oppesition to Home Rule in Ulster wvas landlordism, and that Orangeism was
religious bigotry which the landlords were exploiting. He therefore conclud-
ed that Orangeism would die out in time. But it hasn't !  And vhen the Home
Rule crisis came to a head the landlords took sides geographically: in Cath-
olic areas they were Home Rulers and in Protestant areas they were Unionist.
Connolly was mistaken on the guestion of the economic basis of the opposition
to Home Rule in Ulsier; history has proven him wrong. It is also true to
say that if Connolly had lived beyond the establishment of the Free State and
Nes « wtn Ireland he would have realised that something infinitely more substan-
tial than religious bigotry was involved in the Ulster Volunteers and the
Orange Order. And what was a mistake on Connolly's part 60 years ago cannot
be considered a mistalke on the part of Ted Grant in 1971, who has 60 yeers of
history *o learn fromn. His attempt to use Connolly's mistaken position as a




18.
justification for his support for Catholic nationalism, far from belng a
mistake, is in fact an opportunxst position.

wTROTSKYIST TACTICS

When the contradlctlon between Catholic nationalism and Protestant pat1onallsm
in Northern Ireland exploded into aggressive conflict in 1969, the "Mllltant”
accordlng;to Ted Grant, called for 'the arming of Catholic and Protestant
workers" and for''irade union defance organisations'". Now it is a fact of lﬂb
that the only reason that there were not more deaths in the early days of
August 1969, before the British army intervened, was that there was a severe
_‘shortage of guns on both sides Ted Grant and his band of romantic trotsky-
1sts would have'put forward a clear class position" of adding fuel to the

fire of sectarian strife by arming both sides in the national conflict. The
sectarianism, looting, death end arson, which were a feature of life in Bel-
fast in August/September 1969 were described by Taffe as '150,000 workers
sett1ng up their own law and crder" and an act of "social liberation',

IMPERIALISI AND DEMOCRACY

When the British army intervened the ICO explained that it was intervining

to stop the conflict between the two communities which was not in the inter-
est of imperialism. The British army was performing a democratic role of
preventing an open full scale armed conflict between the two communities.

In August 1969 a section of the Northern Ireland state machine got out of the
control of the Stormont government. This section was the B.Specials and the
Royal Ulster Constabulary (RUC): the armed militia of the Protestant state.
The first task performed by the British army was to replace the B Specials
and the RUC in Catholic areas, thereby decreasing the tension between the two
commurutles°

Ted Grant criticised the ICO for holding that the British Army, in the sit-
uation outlined above, was a democratic force, and said that it was an
imperialist force. This ability to co counterpoise two distinct things as

being two extremes of the same thing is a favourite trick of trotskyist
"theorinots". Imperialism is a mode of production; the highest stage of
capitalism. And democracy is a form of f government; i.e. bourgeois democracy
efé;H Imperialism can be democratic, reactionary or fascist etc., dapendlng
on which form of rule serves it interests best at any given time. The att—<
itude which Ted Grant and the "Militant" adopt towards imperialism is one of
moral indignation rather than political opposn:lonn In their eyes imperial-
1sm is an "evil" force and not a mode of production. This is in marked
contradlct1on to their great leader, Trotsky, who held that the era of
natlonal liberation struggles was over in 1915 because the produdtive forces
of the world had outgrown national boundaries. The consequences of this, as
far as Trotsky was concerned, was that what existed was world economy and
world society under the hegemony of finance capital, and that the international
div151on of labour, which is the basis of imperialist exploitation, would :
remain even under socialism. Trotsky, far from belng opposed to imperialism,
considered it essential to the building of socialism. On this question, as
‘on most others, *rotsky s and Lenin's positions are worlds apart.

PROTESTANT WORKING CLASS

Grant went on to say that the reason the Protestant working class was resist-
ing attempts at a united Ireland today was that they were afraid of the Cath-
olic bourgeoisie. Not because they constituted a separate nationality from
the Catholic nationalists but because:
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'The Protestent woerking class was .fraid that they would be victins of the same
monstrous repression under a 32 Co government as they had used against the
Catholics in the North.' (our emphasis)

But why did this 'monstrous repression' of the Catholic minority in the N Ire-
land state take place. Grant would have us believe that the two communities in
Ireland, which have been in conflict for 100 years and which have established
and maintained their own separate states for 50 reas, and which rasulted in the
'monstrous repression' of the Catholic minority in the Northern state, could be
reconciled and united if it was not for the fear of the Protestan: working clas
that the Catholic bourgeoisie would take its revenge on the Protestant community
by 'monstrous repression'. Has there ever been & morc static. view of history?

PARTITION--AN IMPERIALIST PLOT ?

This view of the Protestant/Catholic conflict in Jrelard igrores the bagis of
this conflict. It does not consider why or how the ccnflict aros: in the first
place. But in fairness to Grant and the trotskyist 'Militan:' group, they do
offer an explanation! A3 P Taffe said: 'The 1915 lockout (in Dublin) was a
great boost to the Labcur movement' and this was the notivation for British im-
perialism to divide the working class by Partiticn in Ireland. Somehow, the
Protestant community musi have been 'tricked' or 'duped' by British imperialism
into opposing Home Rule since according to Taffe, they had no economic:interest
in this opposition, and Partition resulted from this. But the conflict did not
begin in 1913! In 1886 the first Home Rule Bill was opposed by the Protestant
community. But let the 'Militant' away with their historical inaccuracies for
a moment and consider the practicality of this theory. Somehow, British imper-
ialism succeeded in convincing the Protestant community to oppose Home Rule for
Ireland. The British imperialists persuaded the Protestants that they should
buy a load of guns from their enemy, Germamy, only 2 years before the First
World War broke out, and also persuaded 100,000 Protestants to arm themselves
to oppose inclusion under a Catholic Home Rule government. The inperialists
then persuaded Carson, a prominent spokesman for the Protestant community to
declare that if Britain did not support the Protestant Unionists, they would
get the support they needed from the German Kaiser. The next 'trick' imperial-
ism performed was to order the British Army at the Curragh in S Ireland to deal
with the Protestants who opposed Home Rule and at the same time 'tricked' the
same army into a mutiny against the order. This may sound very 'cdialectical'
to the great trotskyist 'theorist' Ted Grant. But to any sane worker, not to
mention a Marxist, it must appear as a most bizarre trotskyist nichtmare.

CONCLUSION

Grant continued:

'We have .a.different position: Lenin and Connolly s position..The 3olution is
to put forward a proposal for a united Socialist “reland'. {(our emphasis)

So there you have it! The solution is to put forward a proposal for a United
Socialist Ireland. Like Bernadette Devlin, Eamonu McCann and various other
trotskyists have been deing for quite a long time. So they must ba pretty
close to bringing about a Socialist United Ireland then? Well, not exactly.
The problem is the Protestmnt community, including the working class which re-
fuses to have anything to do with the nation of a united Ireland whether it's
called 'Soclalist' or 'Catholic'. The Protestant community is of the impress-
ion that the Devlins, Mc Canns, and all the other trotskyists and revisionists
are nothing more than a creation of Republicans or Catholic Nationalists in
left wing camouflage. Now where did they get that idea from?

» L # Jim Birne »



PLAID CYMRU’s plans
for CAPITALISM in
- WALES

"Some suzgest that the capitalist system can be 'reformed'. That is not our
belief. The need is not for the reconstruction of capitalism; out for its
destruction. Revolution in some form or other is the only way by which an
‘adequate system can be substituted for it.'" (Welsh Nationalist Policies and
Aims, 1920's, p 10) : : . ;

- Plaid Cymru's annual confererce in October showed clearly how its leader-
ship now understands the nced to present a radical appearance to the Welsh

working class.. The majority of Welsh e till litizal su rt
to thegLabour Party, %&t tng Zast Lgboggréoggrgmtnt %%gefggcédltg igtggguce

clearly enti-working class measures--a high wmemployment rate, the prices
and incomes policy, the attempted industrial relations bill, cuts in the
social services. '

Since the Labour Party's defeat in the last General Election it has once
more set about the task of winning support as a 'socialist!' party by op-

~ posing the Conservatives' industrial relations bill and economic measures, -
Plaid Cymru's leadership recognises the urgent necessity to prevent the
Labour ‘Party regaining its lost support. The election of Phil Williams to
the post of Party Chairman and his criticisms of Labour policies as 'not

cocialist' mark the beginning of a serious campaign to present Plaid Cymru
as the workers' party of W:les.

At the annual conference Pnil Williams stated: "If we are to be an import-
ant force in Welsh life, aud if we are to campaign on a wide front, we must -
have a socialist policy, but it is essential that that policy should be in
the Welsh tradition...the Party needs to define its policies on wages and
benefits, workcrs control, housing and education and the whole range of
social and industrial policies. ' This has been the one gap in our policies,
and when we have. a coherent social, and industrial policy it will complete.
the spectrum." (Western Mail, 26 Oct 1970)

Plaid Cymru will be basing its social. and industrial policy on the Economic
Plan for Wales it published earlier this .year. .This plan is dedicated'to
the working people of Wales, who have never had the economy they deserve',
eand is the foundation on which it is hoped to build a socialist image.
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The development of nationalist politics in Wales to the point where this

has become a credible tactic for Plaid Cymru is currently being dealt with

in a series of articles appearing in The Communist. This article attempts

to examine whether its ecomomic aims, which form the basis of Plaid Cymru's
politics, amount to a genuine socialist policy in the interests of the VWel~h
working class. ' :

Planning

Like all features of capitalist society economic planning plays a class role.
Where the capitalist class resorts to the regulation and actual ownership of
parts of the economy, it does so because it is in the interests of the dominant
force--capital--to do so. Planning is used to help the market function and

is (except war-time measures) subordinate to the market.

Under socialism planning is used by the working class to destroy cll remnants
of the capitalist system of production for profit and to establish a system
of planned production for use. In both capitalism and socialism, planning
serves the interests of the class which is politically dominant. '

The view that there is something exclusively socialist about econoiric planning =
has been one of the weapons used by the social democrat and revisionist left
to confuse the aims of the working class movement.

""Planning means different things to different people, but I suzgest that the
essence of it lies in trying to identify, and where possible quantify, the
problems that face us, and then seeking to work out, in the light of evailcoble
resources, the policies that best promote their solution...because oar problems
are continually changing, planning must be a continuing process, enc this
document is a first step." (Labour Government White Paper, 1967, . V)
(emphasis mine, N. McK.

Economic planning is a device for sorting out problems within sapitalism. Huﬁ 
does Plaid Cymru's conception of planning differ from the Laboir Party'c?

"Certain garts of the plan could be implemented now, without the complete
measure of autonomy sought by Plaid Cymru, provided that Wales was given

substantially more self-determination than at present." (Econouic Plan for
Wales, p 226). '"Plaid Cymru aims to achieve tgese targets not only in Wales
as a whole, but within each region, so that balanced economic development is - -
possible throughout Wales.:in this way the existing social stricture will e
strengthened rather than replaced." (Economic Flzn, P- o)

The Labour Party is more modest in its claims only because it is faced wiih
the realities of running a capitalist economy. But both it and Plaid Cymeu
are agreed on the function of planning. It is to solve protlemns of uneven
development 'in the light of available resources' so that '"the existing
social structure will be stnengthened.' Neither sees economic planning as a
tool for eliminating the power of capital over the economy, neither envisages
any change in property relations because neéither is talking about a situation
in which the working class holds political power.
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Plaid Cymru and British Capitalism

How would the new radical Nationalist Party.affect the interests of British
capitalism?

Just as the differences between Labour and Conservative are over how to plan,
not whether to plan, so the difference between Plaid Cymru and the establish-
ment parties is over where to plan. For the British bourgeoisie, planning
is a device for evening out uneven development in the interests of the unif-
ied British market. It is anxious to improve transport and communications:
between industrial South Wales and the lMidlands, and between North Wales

and Merseyside and the North of England because they need cheap and efficient
links within the UK market. Because there is no unified Welsh market the
British bourgeoisie treat Wales as a 'region' that needs development if it

is to provide more profit.

Plaid Cymru is not opposed to these links, or to the content of regional
development policies. It wants the links supplemented between North and.

South Wales as the basis for developing a more unified economic life in

Wlales while the links with the rest of the British market are retained. And
it wants development policies to assist capitalism to continue, in Wales,
while demanding that these be administered by a National Parliament in Cardiff.

Plaid Cymru says that:

"The Government in London have also tended in recent years to acknowledge the
necessity of different levels of economic stimulus in different parts of the
United Kingdom by their policies of 'regional' investment incentives and em-
ployment premiums. Plaid Cymru's proposals take this a step further by in—
vesting in a Velsh Government the power to design such economic measures as
meet the requirements of the llelsh economy." (p 258, ibid.,my emphasis, N. McK)

Plaid Cymru's demand is for the 'economic region' of the British market to

be placed under the political control of the Velsh Parliament (through peace-
ful megns), so that the Welsh petty-bourgeoisie will be in a better position
to look after its own interests within the British market. Plaid Cymru's
economic plan is neither anti-imperialist nor anti-capitalist; its aim is an
adjustmeng of the market under political 'self-government'.

"Plaid Cymru is committed to a policy which allows the free movement of cap-
ital between the countries of Britain, and an essential feature of -the plan
is that a lWelsh Government would provide the basic infrastructure of commun—
ications and services which will attract capital investment to lales. The
Welsh Government will aim to make the Velsh economy an area of profitable in-
vestment for international capital...In so doing it will be possible to re-
lease the latent resources of manpower and materials which exist in Vales,

so that Wales itself will benefit from capital investment." (p 267, ibid, my
emphasis, N. McK.) _ _ :

How does Plaid Cymru propose to make an 'independent' Wales a profitable
area of investment for foreign capital (by 'foreign] 'non-Welsh' capital
is meant)? '

Since its policies--like the Labour and Conservative Parties'--are devised
to operate within a capitalist economy in Wales, Plaid Cymru identifies the
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previcus weakensses of the Yelsh economy as the failure of state planning to
make the economy attractive,i.e. profitable enough. Its proposals, for solv-
ing Yales' economic problems, simply take state planning for capitalism "a
step further". Vhat it calls for is a more consistent and thoroughgoingfuse

of the state to ensure that capital is attracted to Wales. Plaid Cymru pro-
poses the setting up of a National Development Authority in Hales, "responsible
to the Welsh Parliament and financed jointly from the Welsh budget and from
private funds'", s ;

"The NDA would have responsibility for the setting up of industry in growth
_areas; the organisation of industrial parks at growth centres (which may be
‘delegated to the local authorities); thé setting up of a National Road Build-
ing Company; the overall performance of the nationalised industries including
steel, gas, electricity, water, telecommunication and postal services, rail-—
ways, airports and ports; liaison with Government departments and other bodies
such as the Universities to ensure that all national economic develépments

are co-ordinated, the setting up of Colleges of Business and Industrial
Affeirs." (Welsh Nation, October 1970)

The National Development Authority

The private financing of the NDA is planned to operate through the Welsh Gov-
ernment borrowing money on the market at 8 per cent. This will be used to

try and attract camital to YWales through the NDA. Through an expenditure from
the Welsh Budget of £8 M in iis first year, it is planned that this will enable
£100 M to be immediately available to try and attract industry to Wales.

"The NDA will be given the task of setting up industry, with the possible
options of encouraging and assisting Welsh private enterprise to start up
industrial plenis, or of attracting industry from outside Wales, or of
creating publicly owned industry directly'. (my emphasis N. licK.)

"The NDA in Wales will be empowered and directed to create the right circum~
stances for industry to develop profitably and efficiently in a growth area
on its own feet, rather than to spend public funds to subsidise industry to
run at a loss (though the NDA will be permitted to assist with initial losses

incurred in setting up). To this end, the development of transport and commun-
ication on the one hand, and the necessary industrial infrastructure at the

nodal points in the growth areas on the other hand, combine to take priority
over a system of direct cash subsidies.™

!"The NDA will be empowered to offer grants and inducements to industrialists
in any part of Wales, to any extent, at their own discretion, subject to the
‘broad control of the Welsh Government. In this way the inflexible aspect of
the current system operated by the UK Government will be overcome, and the
grants which an industry gets will be a matter of negotiation between ‘the NDA
and the company concerned." (p 232, ibid)

Criticism of previous regional development policies introduced by the Labour

Government is here made from a similar position to that taken by the Tories.

There has not been sufficient 'flexibility' in applying the system, industry

mist learn to stand 'on its own foct'. Tho argument is not against the power
,of -capital, but that planning has not properly released its power.

"The grants will be part of a legal agreement between the NDA and the company
concerned, and the company will be expected to give certain undertakings as
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their part of the agreement. The grants paid will be proportional to the
benefit which the venture brings to the community. One of the main criteria
which the NDA will consider will be the number unemployed, and the total

value added within the Welsh economy for a given investment of public capital."
(p 233, ibid, my emphasis N. McK.)

For Plaid Cymru, the demand that the Welsh economy should be more profitable
neatly fits in with their claim that their intention is to provide employment
for the Welsh working class. Since profit is created out of the exploitation
of labour, it is in the interests of cepitalism that the maximum proportion of
the labour force should be employed. Unless high unemployment has a significant
effect on reducing the bragaining position of labour, the objective interest
of the capitalist is in providing employment. This is a basic necessity of °

- the modern capitalist economy.if the gradual collapse of his market is to be
avoided. It is typical of petty bourgeois economic 'planning' to try to turn
something which capital needs, into a service which is being virtuously pro-
vided in the interests of the working class.

How would the party dedicated to the lelsh workers try to make sure that Wales
~ is absolutely safe for capital? The NDA would offer the following inducements
to private capital to exploit the VWelsh working class: ,

(1) Free or rent reduced occupation of factory premises
(2) Immmnity or partial reduction of taxation on profits
(3) Loans interest free, or at reduced rates of interest
(4) Grants towards machinery and cquipment costs
(5) Guarantees to cover a proportion of losses incurred during initial periocd
of operation
(6) Guaranteed markets for manufactured goods which can be used by NDA dep-
artments or Government departmerts
(7) Guaranteed return on capital to private investiors
(8) Aid in technological, management, marketing or service activities.
(9) .Cheap rates of utilities and service which come under the NDA
(10) Full partnership witn private companies in any venture

(p 234, ibid)
All of these powers, with the exception of numbers 6 and 7, are powers that
have already been taken in principle, though not always to the extent Plaid
Cymru would like, by the British (Labou§;Conservative) Governments. What the
British bourgeoisie do not accept as in their interests are demands 6 and 7.
These would have the effect of strengthening a weak petty bourgeois class in
Wales by giving it a guaranteed return on investment and assisting the devel-
opment of a Welsh market. Demand No 7 would also aid the big British company,
but a more or less guaranteed return on investment would not be exclusively
offered by Wales. Its main effect would be to help the petty bourgeoisie in
a situation where left to market forces alone, it would tend to lose to the
British bourgeoisie, The demands are pro-capitalist and pro-British imperial-
ist. But they would effectively discriminate in favour of a petty bourgeoisie
which is trying to use state plamning to aid its development into a big
bourgeoisie, b

This is made clear by the way Plaid Cymru describes how a typical NDA operation
for the generation of a Welsh bourgeoisie would work out in practice:
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" 1, The NDA will decide on the location and the amount of grant that it can
offer, in relation to the expected size and nature of the project;
2. The NDA will then approack companies already in Wales to see whether
any are interested in the project;"

IF NONL ARE INTERESTED,THEN...
3. "The NDA will approach foreign concerans to see 1f any are interested;"
again, IF NONE....

L, '"They will advertise in Yales for any entrepreneur to enter a joint
venture with the NDA to establish a semi-publicly-owned concern;"

IF NO ONE IS INTERESTED, .

5. "The NDA will launch a subsidiary company (for which public capital sub-
seription wey be sousht) and employ suitable expertise, recruited firom
arywhere in the world to manage the Welsh concern."

"In this way it is intended to ELve private enterprice every opportunity to take
the lead in the mattsr, bat if private enterprise fails to respond, the matter
will rot be left forgotten, as is now the case, ltut instead, public enterprisec
will undertalze the work. Wnichever vay, development will not be halted or
deleyed for anything but the mest fundamental of reasons." (p 235, ibid, my

g

emphasis Ii. Pgn,)

. N

lace in the sur. for the home petty bourgeoisie

So Plzid Cywru's anit-imperialism and anti-capitalism consists of giving the
home petty bourgeoisie firs%t refusal of opportunities for profit which ar=z
guaranteed by the state. And its 'socialism' consists of establishing, as a
last resort, companies in those areas of the economy whefe cven guaranteed
profits and 211 the other inducements fail to lure private enterprise.

Under Plaid Cymru's plan the number cf state enterprises established on tils
basis would probably be kept to the absolutc minimum. Given such a cushiocning
system it is doubtful if even the weakest sections of the Welsh petty bourgroisc-
ie would be frightened off by any risks. They would have very little to lose
anyway.

FPlaid Cymru's categoricel statement that "the party does. not advocate any
further nationalisation of manufacturing industry" describes the future wiich
the peity bourgeoisie sees for itself in Vales, It doesn't propose. to de-
naticnalise any of the basic large scale industry in “ales--even the mono)oly
capitalist has found that these are better run by the state. What it wan's,
and what the NDA is designed to achieve, is the maxigum opportunities for the
retty bourgeois to develop in the new mamufacturing industries. This is :he
economic motive hechind the 'socialist' call for a balanced and diversifiel
cconony. Where Plaid Cymru's old'perchentyaeth'(co-operative democracy)

aims conflict with the interests of the petty bourgeoisie, they are of course
thrown out. DIut rot so cru€:ly that the co-operavive wing in the varty sces
its support is simply teing exploited for capitalist ends. It is all drecsed
up in tallk about the need to adapt realistically to modern technological con-
ditions, just as Wilcon adapted the Labour Party's 'socialism' to monopolyr
capitalism's needs.



"Perhaps the mest apuealing policy for -‘ndustrial development would be one
which reflects the existing commnity pattern and attempts to maintain a full
economic life in each town or village...Mauy people in Wales would share these
sentiments in their hearts and Plaid Cymru has always reflected ithis in its
policy: in the pamphlet 'Develop All Wales' developuent was proposed for;
sixty specified smell towns and villages throughout rural Wales; the exact
strategy of development wes not described, but a population increzse of
1000 was proposed for each centre within tew years. As Wales moves towards
self-government, however, it is essential that we shoild realise the diffic—-
ulties faced by any government attempting to stimulate industrial growth in
gll existing cormnities: cor g1 in this economic plan is thesefore to
cgelect a limited number of centres where the budget available for economic ded
develorpment can be corcentrated to orovide the full range cf amenities _

1 by modern industry. Ry locating such centres strategically, every
district in Walos cur benefit bty being within 20 miles of such a centre.™’
(1> 7720, ibid, my cwphasiz, N. 1'aK.)

The petty bourgeois leadership of Flaid Cymru sces itz future in the devel-
opmet of smol’l renvfacturing indusiries, with *he Welsh Porliament orovid-
ing the necescary infrastructure, g.areniees and incentives for capital.

Its econormic futurc depends on the ranid developmert of the market in walges,
which in turn requires an increas: in the size and spending power of the
Welsh proletariat. Iis call to the Walsh working class tvo support Plaid
Cymru policies because this is he only way to eliminate unemployment thus
serves two purroses. It is in the diveci economic intercsts of “he petty
bourgeoisie at rresent, and it «1lows Piaid Cymru to claim that it has a
radical social policy that is in the interests of the Welsh working class.
It also. provides a political lirk with the old idea in the rarty of a
'co-operutive democracy' in “ales that is neither capitalist or socialist.
On this basis the last annual conference pvassed a resclution promising to
lool at the o0ld policy--which included workers control o industry—and to
brirg it up to date in line with modern conditions. (It renains to be seen
exactly what Plaid Cymru will substitute for the old policy-—it will certain-
ly be difficult to come to power on a programme of atiracting foreign cap-
ital to VYales to set up firms that will be controlled by the Welsh working
class. The most likely outcome is some sort of Fabian scheme for workers
participation through electing trade unionists onio the board of exploiters.)

Political openings for Plai’ Crmru's economics

In devising the radical social and industrial policies Dr Phil VWilliams
talks of, Plaid Cymru will use the old social democratic device of present-
ing-mecsures to develop capitalism as socialism. As the pLanning mezsures
Plaid Cymru wants in Wales will be radical ones designed to aid the develop-
ment of the petty tourgcoisie, they will be more easily presented os 'soc-
ialist' than the provious regional development policies of the British
bourgeois parties. Thus the necd to cxpand the market can be presented as
the 'socialist' elirina*ion of unemployment and uneven development; the
gystem of bribes to foreign capital as the planned growth of the national
cconomy; end the peliticel independence of the petty bourgeoisie in the
Cardiff Parliament =zs %he independence of the Yelsh working class from the
uneven effects of the world and British capitalists' markets. :

Clearly the petiy bourgeois leadership of Plaid Cymru is confident that it
now has the economic and politiccl basis in Wales to develop its influence



-2

amongst the Welsh workins class which has hitherto rejected it. And it must
be admitted that in the absence of a genuine communist line on the national
movement, Plaid Cymru's iuture in this direction looks condiderable.

It is also clear that th: revisionist CPGB has no intention of- exposing the
class aims of Plaid Cymru. To do so would reveal the opportunist nature of
the CP's past and presert attitudes to the nationalist movement,--this will

be dealt with in future ‘.ssues of The Communist. It has no interest in de-
veloping political uncerstanding among the working class of the way in which
the petty bourgeois intevest is opposed to the working class' interest, and of
the circumstances in which an alliance for YWelsh independence would advance the
working class interest. At present this possibility does not exist simply
because a genuine workir:; class communist party with a Marxist position on the
nationalist movement Goes not exist. The building of a Marxist-Leninist
position on the natioral question and the other issues at present facing the
working class movement is the major task of commnists in Wales at the present
time,

Neil Mc Keown

--_.—_.___.___-_.-_.,...__..__._...__‘._....—.._-—..-__.-._—__—..__——___——_._—__——._-.___._——_—__...__——--—-—

Trotsky article continuec from page 13

A1l Trotsky's utterances in this book fully bear out his anti-Ieninist stand.
Fully bear out that he was in the final analysis a politician of the’ Second
Intermaticnal type.

Ienin,unlike Trotsky, firmly links proletarian culture to the development of
the cconomic basis of society. He firmly links proletarian culture to the
proletarian revolution., Lenin states that the proletariat makes the revol-
ution, rcmoulds society and just as surely creates and develops its omm lit-
erature., The proletariat remakes society in its own image. ToO deny this is
to deny the role of the superstructure in soclety.

"e can only remould the Party and the world in the image of the vanguard
of the proletariat." MNeo-tse-Tung

Trotsky's botk is written as a polemic against the proletarian dictatorship
against the working class, against Socialism, and for petty bourgeois democ -
racy, which means finally the ordifiary bourgeois democratic republic, Such
are Trotcky's theories. Stalin's words of 1931 still apply, and with even
greater force: -

"Trotskyism is the vanguard of the counter-revolutionary bourgeoisie."

WATCH TOR NEXT ISSUE OF THE COMMUNIST,NO %

ARTICLES ON: The Socialist Labour League, Origins of Plaid Cymru Part II,
Czechoslovakia, ard Khruschev's Memoirs.




IC0/™0 LITERATURE LIST

Ircland

The Economies of Partition 2/6
Birth of Ulster Unionism 1/6
Ulstor and Home Rulc 1/6
-Tho Pcoplc's Democracy 1/6
The Connolly-jalker Controversy 2/6
'Jorkshop Talks by J Connolly . 2/~

Political Economy

Capital and Rovisionism 1/6
The Economics of Revisionism 1/-
In Defence of Leninism 2/6
On Stalin's Econonmic Problems I 2/<
11 5/-
Stalin
Concerning Marxism in Linzuistics = 3/-
On Trotsky : 2/-
On ILenin 1/6
Miscecllancous

Neil Goold:The Twentieth Congress :
and After 1/6

The Internationalists 2/6

On the National Question in Britain - 2/-

The "Jorking Class and the Housing - -
Crisis 1/-

‘The Connolly Association (an his-

torical account of its dezonerat- :
ion) 2/~
Trade Unions and Productivity... _
- A Communlst Analy51s, by Les Cannon  1/6

Ma'&ZanS and nO"spapurS°

The Irish Communist. monthly theoretical journal of the ICO 1/6
Communist.Comment. fortnightly newspaper of the ICO éd.

The Communist. monthly theoretical journal of ths C0. 1/-
(subscription rates for those on request.)

A1l literaturc available by post from:

G Golden, 28 Mercers Road, London N 19. :
.ICO, 9 St. Nicholas Church Plan, off Cove Street, Cark

Add L4d per item for postaau.

-



