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Anatysing the Tories

Analysing
theTories

By David Tettadoro

The election of a Tory govarnment headed
by the infamous 'milk-snatcher” of the
social sarvices and the ‘iren maiden” of the
Cold War, with its industrial policies under
the direction of an ideclogue of the ‘new
rnght’, has given nse to widespread ap-
prehansion on the laft that we are about 1o
face an all-out onslaught against the
historically accumulated gains of the
workers' moverment.

This vienw i clearly exprassed by Martin
Jacques, aditar of Merxizm Todsy. Resting
his inlerpratation upon a view of That-
cheriam as ‘a new kind of global rightism’
axpressing a resurgence of middie class,
populist right-wing sentiment, he writes:

"Already it is clear that the Tories meant
what they said. A wide-ranging stiack on
the position of the working class and on tha
democratic achievernents of the post-war
pericd has commenced, the ferocity of
which will ovarshadow anything we hive
witnessed since the war.” (1)

Sentiments fike this, based on the
ideaiogical significance of 'Thatchensm,
ara rarely very clear about tha relationship
af class forces constricting the action of
Thatcher and her supporters. But this s
decisive, for if tha axpected attack is lsun-
ched in an unfavourable context — if the
working class is able to resisl as il was
under the Heath government — then That-
char may well tace crushing defeat,

Implicit in the view of those who wam
that a right-wing offensive s imminent is
that the govarnment is not short-sighted,
that warking-class strangth has been
seriously eroded over the past five years.
Defensive struggles for basic rights would
then seam the task of the hour. Jacques
gnd other contributors w Marxism Today
go further, calling for ‘s new kind of mass
politics’, ‘s new sat of slliances’ that will
‘champion a new kind of national alter-
native, a new lype of democratic moder-
mism for British society, with broad popular
Bppeal.’

The comtent of this prescription remains
unclear (reflecting, | suspect, the authors’
uncertain end confusad conception of the
prasant government). But the intent seems
o be something like a ‘new varsion” of the
popular fromt of the 1930 wharaby tha
labour movement is to undarcut Thatcher's
populist rightism by avincing a greater sen-
sitivity 1o the concarns of its middle-class
base.

It ie my view that the Tharcher govern-
ment cannot be understood as the product
of & mew right-wing sentiment in the coun-
try reflected in a fortified Tory middis-cless
base that has imposed its will on tha party
leadership. Nor was Thatcher's tnumph the
cutcome of & bartis betwesn competing
idaological factions in the party. Both these
factors may be elements in the situation,
but meither s dominant. In essence, the
Thaicher government represants 8 naw tac-
tical courss for tha Tary leadership and the
fuling class as & whole; the lessons of the
Heath government have been drawn, and
tha new contax! analysad. Underlying thie
naw course is a far more perspicacious
a@ssessment of the relationship of claes
forces than that uphald by many on the lefr,
for the ruling class has understood that the
working class has lost nona of its potential
combatraty since tha fall of Heath, Bur tha
rulars mre equally well awere of the
wasknessas of the Brilish working class
and ils organizations, and the aim of tha
new course s 1o manipulate these
wesknesses ‘taking due account of the
swangths’ in the inlerests of British capital,
Thatcher's ‘radicalism’ thus enjoys a very
wide consensus amaong the Tory leaders,
but it is strictly circumscribed by the
prevailling pattarn of class relations,

Thoss whao interpret this government's
policies primarily in terms of tha ideclogical
pronouncements of its leading figures have
short memaories. The most cursory ax-
amination of tha programmatic roots of the
Thatcher govarnment finds them firmly m-
planted in the early years of the Heath ad-
ministration, when "Selsdaon man’ sat out 1o
gull the ‘lame ducks® of British industry.
Reinvigoration of the market aconomy,
rmeduction of ths public sactor, tax cuts,
curtaiiments of ‘trade-union power’ — all
these are walchwords of the pre-1970
Heath opposition and of its first pariod of
offica.

The dominant political influgnce on the
Thatcher administration is the trauma of
Heath's retreat in the face of the unex-
pacted strangth of working-cless opposi-
tion to his policies. The resull was thet &
governmant ostansibly committed 1o lifting
socialism's foot from the neck of the free-
enarprise economy prasided over one of
the sherpest increases in tha weight of stata
spending in tatal national autput since tha
end of the war. Public spanding for

‘counter-cyclical” obyectives did ol prevent
the econamy fram plummeting into a deep
racession, and tha ehara of GNF accountad
for hy the public sector consaquanthy
soared towerds the magic 50 par cent
Thrashodd .

Rasantment at rhis shandonment of
daaply held political sims was considerable
among Tory back-banchers, but tha very
nature of the pariarmentary systam and tha
relative flexibility of the Conservative Party
kept it affactively bortled up until Haally's
policy came 1o grel and resulted in slac-
toral disaster. Heath's ouster and That-
char’s victory rapresantad the ascendancy
of those who wanted 1o retumn 1o the Tory
fundamantalism of Salsdon Park and who
felt that the mid-tarm reverssl of Tory
palicies hod been unwise and urmecessary
2)

Margarat Thaetchar, the one member ol
the Heath cabinet to hove mounted any
geripus resistance o Hepsth's change of
direction, and front-bench figures like Jobn
Biffan [now first secratary at tha Treasury),
one of the most persistent back-bench
tharms in the side of the Tory whips ovar
such issues as state aid to industry and
incomes policy, rose rapidly within the
party as a result af the shift in the political
balance. Bur it must not ba torgotten that
this was but a change in the relationship of
forces within the party — nol a dramatic
upheaval in its structure or leadership. As
tha Econamist pointed out in the waka of
the formation of the govarnment: 'If sha
(Thatcher] was ever inclined 10 create an
administration af tha radical right — and we
daubt sha aver was — there ware clearly
not the ministensl rescurces w0 do so. Tha
upper echeions of the Consarvative party
ramain a coalition and this was tha maranal
from which she had 1o build her team
So, despite the spparent radicalism of tha
Thatchar revolution, her 2Z2-mamber
cabinet contains 18 of Mr, Edward Heath's
mirnsters.” (3)

The asarly perod of the Heath
government was analysed incisively at the
time by Robin Blackburn. His words are
worth recelling here, Tor in general they
apply equally 10 Thatchar:

‘Because the Left has not yet
understood the new palitical formula which
Heath is developing, it postulates thal some
fundamental murtaton In the form of
bourgecis domination is imminant, What is
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argued in this article is that the innovation
involved is at the level of fundamantsl
palicy options, nat at that of the political
form of the stats....

"With Heath the Conservativa Party has
produced a leader wha pramises to dafand
effectivaly and coherently the intarests of a
major sector of British cepitalism and to
develop a new formula for both foreign and
domestic politics. In formulating a stretegy
for restoring the fortunes of British
capitalism, he Intends to jertison the
backwardness of British bourgeocis politics
— it sentimentalism about old friends and
gld customs — and to explod the
backwardness of the British working class
— its parliamentarism and economism,’ (4)

Blackburn correctly pointed oul that

Haarh

Heath's outlook entailed the reorentation
of Britain's intarnational ties from America
to Europa and the replacement of the
‘consensus’ politics of Toryism in the fifties
dand sixties by & sharp prosecution of tha
class struggle in the inmwerasts of the
bourgecisia. Thase were two sides of the
sama coin, for the success of the ‘Euro-
pEan’ pmject  depended upon  British
capitalism’s overcoming {or at least reduc-
ingl its hustoric weakness relative to its EEC
partnars; this, in turn, required that the
workars shoulder tha social burden of
rebuilding British capitalisrm, with the in-
evitable erosion of the traditions of staadily
rising real incomes and full employment
Thase ohjsctives are not incidental
policy goats, but fundamental coordinates
of eny capitalist government in contem-
parary Britain, whether headed by Heath,
Thatcher, or even Callaghan. Failure to
understand thess baszic class coordinates
and the& unity of purpose they impose upon
bourgaoks politicians leads o
misunderstanding of the dynamics of con-
tamparary Britigh politics. Andraw Gamble,
far axample, in an aften percaptive analysis
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of the orgins and ideology of ‘That-
cherism’, (5] attampts to  explein  Tory
policias In terms of counterposed factions
in the Conservativa Party. He is thus com-
pellad to posit a chasm betwean the ‘tradi-
tional Tory’ (Heathite] and ‘naw right’
(Thatcherite) wings of the party and
thereby minimizes the distinclive features
of the Heath government. He notes that
‘the Seldson Park conference in 1970 and
the manifesto that followed it showed
many concessions 1o the waight of New
Right opinion. It is also true that the early
paripd of the Heath Government Is often
s&@n B8 marking a sharp braak with consen-
sus politices and ae = harhingar of That-
cherism®. But he then dismisses this view:
This was radicalism, however, in pursuit of

the central objective of the postwar Social
Demogratic state — a prosparcus naticnal
economy. The Heath Govermment, atter
tha frustration and the failures of Labour’s
administration, expenmented with
measures 1o make the aconomy mare effi-
cient and productive without quastioning
tha raal lundamantals of Social Democracy
or Keynesianism. |t continued to fund high
lavals of welfare spending and 1o accep
responsibility far the level of unemployment
and the rata of growth.’

This analysis, howsver, cannol stand
up. To begin with, & "prosperous national
economy’ is not the desire solely of "the
postwar Soclal Demacratic state’ but of all
capitalist governments — the problem is
how to achieve it. Moreover, Gambla ig-
nores the fact that the relationship of class
forces forced the Heath edministration to
introduce its policies somawhat selectively
(bart it must be said that any government
prepared 1o introduce the Industrial Rela
tions Bill, the 'lame duck’ palicy, and the
Housing Finance Bill was & good deal mora
‘radical” than Gamble sllows), More impaor-
tent, it was this relationship of forces — not

some ideological revulsion 1o unemploy-
ment and economic stegnation — that
obliged Heath to change diraction sharplhy.
After the bitter resistance o tha Industrial
Rslations Bill, tha liguidation of UCS, tha
Mational Industrial Ralations Court, and the
1972 miners" strike all initigted by the
very rank-aend-file trade-union organizetion
the Tories most wanted to undermine — it
would heve been impossible either to ig-
nore the problems of mounting inflation
and unemploymant of 10 have trisd 10 8nact
an incomas policy withour making conces-
siong to tha trade unions in spheres other
than wages.

Gamble also finds it necessary 1o
magnify the degres ol antagonism within
the present povernmant, calling i1 ‘more
dividhed than al any tima since the 15308°.
This claim is based on his contention that
the ‘prospect of policies that seek 10
dismantle Social Democracy by “rolling
back’ the stata in economic affairs, and
rolling it forward w confromt rade unian
power. filla many of the present Conser
vative |leadership (Gdmour, Pym,
Carlisle, Walkar, and Whitelsw
them) with alarm’,

It is certanly trus that thare are politcal
ditferences in the government, some of
them potentially importent. But they
aparats within a certain framework. For ex
ample. the right agress thal the mlabonshp
of forces compals a cautious approach, and
ma thus willing to leswve such Breas a8 trade-
union relations to a Tory ‘cenirst’ like Prior
At the same tima, although Thatcher has
pulled back from the European connection
o A& cartain extent, drawing closeér 10
Washingtan, this shilt represants &
responsa (o changing circumstances more
han a break with established policies, The
haady optimism of the sarly days of the
EEC has proved largely unfounded. The
‘Eurppean . Community’ has actually
become littlea more than & ‘common
markat’, political intagration remaining
limited to the symbolic constitution of &
pariamentarian’ s kKindergarten in
Strasbourg, On all decisive mattars —
fareign policy, defence, enargy, monatary
policy, eic, the respective national
governments retain a tight grip on Their
power and hava aven shown unwillingness
to coordingte palicies. Indeed, the
Fonnnmic: crigiz is throwing governments

Fror,
amoing

back towards policies in which domestic
considerations predominata.

Tha ruling class has always understood
the intimate relation between politics snd
economics, And the failure of European
political integration has nwo conssguances:
Britain has some scope 1o bid for “great
power' status once egain; end the position
of the United States as the key imperialist
power, despite Its political and economic
difficulties, remains unaltérad. London's
aspiration for 8 ‘worid role’, important for
material and ideological reasons, therefare
implies a tumn to Washington. The problem
of Britain's Indapendent nuclear detarrant’
sums up the siuation. The present Polaris
system is thoroughly outdated. In the



absence of a coherant European defence
strategy, and given their preseni outlook,
the Tories will surely wanl 1o renovats it
But that will almost cartainly mean acguin
ing & new American system, which may
bind Britein even closer to Washington,
since Moscow may insisl that the Brinish
missile component be included with the
American for the purposes of SALT

But none of this amounts 1o a real rever-
sal of Heath's European option, All areas of
govarnment responsibility having a special
‘Eurapean’ significance remain in the hands
of ‘loyal Europeans’: Carringlon and
Gilmour in the Forsign Otfice; Peter Walkes
in Agriculture; John Nott in Trada.

At the same time, the Tory ‘centra’
sharese many of the conceptions of the
Thatcher circle. Sir lan Gilmour, ong of the
most articulate of Tory moderates and a
staunch defender of Macmillan's "'middla
way’, axpounded his views in considerable
detail in 1977. He expressed himsalf as
follows on the unions: "The trade uniocn
leaders ara as unreprasantative of their rank
and file as was rtha madiaval Church of the
laiety, or as were tha bishops of the inferior
clargy.... Finally, much as Luther believed
that tha Church of his day was & barrier bat-
ween the Christian and his God, so trade
unions are now an obstacle 10 the prosperi-
ty of thair members.... Whatever tha other
reasons for Britain’s economic failure,
strong trade unions are certainly one of
tham. Although they did so in the past,
thesa costly antigues do not now further
the interests of their members.

‘Mevertheless Britain is haavily unioniz-
ad and likely to remain so.... The political
task tharafors is 1o make trade-union sctivi-
ty less sell-destructive and to bring home 1o
the sverage Urade-unionist that union
power is only legitimate within imits, that it
should be subjact o the rula of law, and
parliamentary government, and that ha has
an obligation o his country, 1o the com-
munity, and to his family as well as 1w the
union,” 16

On sconomic policy: ‘The eclectic Con-
sarvativa... is not averse to governmental
intervention in the sconomy. He sees it &5 a
fact of fife throughout the Western warld.
But he does not believe that a government
can now unneccesarily spand itsall out of a
recession without unaccaptable inflation. In

Analysing the Tones |

the last thres years he has sean high publc
expanditure in conjunction with both infla-
tion snd unemploymeanl. He accepts that
monetary policy is important, and he con-
sders il 1o be an essential weapon against
mflation.... He agrees with Keith Josaph
that “monetarsm s not enough™.” (7)

"Finally the Conservative will help n-
dustry by mastering inflaton. ... in tackling
milation no tood of economic management
should be dscarded. To conguer inflation
the British government will need to man-
Lain strict control of public expenditure and
the public sactor borrowing requirement; it
will need a strict monetany policy: it will
nead soma form of incomes polficy; and it
will need to devalop its policies in consula-
tion with all sidas of industy.” (81

And on foraign policy: The interna-
tional outlook is much bleaker. There has
bean what the Suprema Allied Commander
in Europe, General Halg, has callad “an ax-
plosion' in Aussia’s military capabilities. ...
They heve bean turning Russia into a vast
arsenal because they wish to increase Fus-
sian influence and eveniually dominate the
world.... Tha Consarvative will restore the
faith of our allies in Britain’s will to rasist by
seeing that our armed forces are once mora
propery equipped to fight. Only a
strangthanad and united West will be able
to ensure thart Russia pursuss a non-
aggressive coursa,” {3)

What we see here are certainly impor
tant areas of divergenca from the That-
cherite wing of the party — aspecially ovar
the nead “for some kind of incomes policy”
— bhut nothing like the sort of deep spiit
Gamble suggests. N is ironic that thasa who
exaggerate the extremism of the That
charites and the currenl government are led
1o averesrimate its waakness, What makas
a genuing working unity within the govem-
ment possible is awareness of the urgency
of the situation and of the nead for somea
policy that can move towards hraaking tha
politicel deadlock, whatever that paolicy
might be. The Tory moderates are thus
quite prepared 1 give the rght con-
siderable rein 1o see what they can do.

Last it ba thought that to ascribe & deep
sense of urgency to the Tary laadership is
to distort the real situation, it is worth whila
to quote Lord Gowrie, himselt a junior
minister throughout the Heath administra-

tion: "WWhile there does exist o threal 1o tha
survival of our democratic institutions, h
comes less from the unions than lrom the
tendenoy of all govarnmants 1o offar tha
electorate a number of irsconcilable alter-
natives simullaneoushy: stablo prices; full
amployment; a steady nse in consurmplon,
avar-increasing welisre benelits; significant
personal liberties. So long Bs governments,
and | have to include Consérvativa govarn-
ments, go on trying to sguare the cirde, our
aconomy will be in danger of collepse. Col-
lapsa will not invalve simply a change of ad-
ministration or lsadarship, 8 pariod of bait-
tightening or dusting down of the Dunkirk
spirit. It will put an end, for the rest of the
cantury at laast, to the ralativa improve-
mant which cair ima has mads 10 masx live
ing standards and expectations. It is hard 1o
sea how the kind of personal choices end
dempcratic fresdoms we anjoy could stand
an immediate and parmanant (so far as our
awn lifetimes are concerned] reduction, 1o
some guartar or half of present levals, of
the standards of working people’s life in
this country. We would be in the position
ol East Garmany, say, in 1950: and with
rather worse prospects.” (100

In a remarkably perceptive analysis
founded on bourgecis class consciousness
ha want on 1o pinpoint the weaknessas ol
Heath's strategy and recommended what
has become the course of the present
government: ‘But termpling as a permanent
wagas policy may appear, it nevertheless
remains a chimeara. Workers of all kinds ars
Bt lBsst as interested in differentials and
special rewards for special skills as in what
TUC rhetoric calls “fair shares', We have,
toa, the evidence of the referendum on
Europa, s wall as of all Conservative elac-
toral victories, 1o show that tha poalitical
aims of union leaders are very often ar odds
with those of their rank and file. It should
et ba part of Consarvative industrial rela-
tiong policy 1o politicize the trade union
movemnent further. We know from ax-
perience that a wages policy has spacial
dangers for the Tores, since for political
rewards in the short term, and no aconomic
rewards in the long tarm, it brings the
leadership of a party opposed by Labour in
Parliament into direct confrontation with
the keadership of the labour movemant in
industry.... What a governmant can dao,
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and what a Conservative povernment
should do, is allow frea collective bargain-
ing but effset the effects hrough cuts in its
own expenditura.’

iemphasis in original) (11)

Lord Gowrie then advocated =
‘withdrawal of government’ far mara exten-
sive than that contemplated by the presenl
government and suggested counter-
balancing it by & system of ‘negative in-
coma lax’ allowences to the poor. But the
basic approach is clearly in resonanca with
Thatcher's.

This policy builds upon the lessons of
the Heath administration and subsegquent
avents. It grasps the sconomic and paolitical
weakness of the British working class,
which was abla to defsat the Heath govemn-
ment’s economic policy but was incapabls
of constituting any ahernative ™ the
Wilson/Callaghan leadership, which sc-
complished thraugh stealth much of what
Heath failed 1o accomplish with force. The
Torles therefare propose 1o minimize con-
frontation on the aconomic terrain by &ac-
capting ‘free collective bargaining” and tak-
ing a cautioys approsch to trade-union
‘reform’. Thay will rely instead on & com-
bination of manipulation of market forces
and palitical control of social axpanditure 1o
attack working-class living standards in the
interasts of profit. The warking class, they
reason, will be unable to respond 1o this on
the industrial level, end the traditional
political rasponsa, through the Labour Par-
1y, will be confined to pariamentary chan-
nals that pose no threat 1o & government
that commands a secure majority.

Certainly this approach will have sanous
cansaquences on the social scens and br-
ing results more slowly than an incomes
palicy. A return to an annual inflation rate
near the 20% mark and an unemployment
figure on the arder of 2 million would be in-

L, with all the agitation that would ba
genaerated within the working class. But
Britain has now been through this before;
the shock will not be so great after the ex-
perience of 27% inflation and 1.5 million
out of work under a Labour governmant.
Maoraover, the labour movement has shown
no sign of an effective fight sgainst
unemployment. And as long as wage rises
can be held at least marginally below the
rata of inflation, there will be scope o raise
profits through redistribution from public
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spending (spending and tex cuts) and
through increased productivity (once the
international recession easesl. Indeed, a
labour shake out from less productive sac-
tors combined with productivity bargaining
can provide significant gains for British
capital. In this sensa the steel dispute s
meant to sarve as a model for all British in-
dustry

Undoubtedly, the Tories expect a stor-
my lime, but if it can be riddan out during
the aarly years of tha governmant, then the
resuits — greater profitability, renewad in-
viastment and growth, siowar inflation —
will be reinforced by an upturn in the inter-
national economy before the neat election.
The government could then claim to have
made the first dant in solving the country’s
economic problams. Thar tha gains wara
small and transitory, and that they hed
been scored &t the cost of squeazed real
wages, deteriorating social services, and
mounting unemployment, might then be
overshadowed, espacislly if the Lahour
movemanl wara in sufficdent  disarray
Bacauss of its inability 1o halt these attacks.
A Tory govermnment with a renewed man-
date would than deepan this sense of
demoralization in the working class, and
then some of the more dire predictions
about Thatcherism might coma closs to the
truth.

What are the possibilities for resigting
this rather bieak scenario? They are not in-
considerable. For one thing, the rigid divi-
sion between the ‘economic’ and ‘political’
in the British labour movement has tended
1o become biurred during the past decade.
Just the sorl of politicization Lord Gowrle
wams about & now becoming pert of Lhe
tradition of the labour movement, and a
change of tack by tha Torles cannot wipe
the siate clean. A significant section of the
labour movemeant — though still a minarity
— will understand tha content of the Tory
anack and the nead for 8 centralized and
coordinated struggle against it. The Tories
are not unaware of this — it Is no coin-
cidence that the Prior proposals are so
precccupied with ‘secondary picketing', a
weapon that grants the renks, as opposed
te the bureaucracy, kay power in industrial
strugqgles.

Even if the deviousness of Tory policy
makas il more difficult for ordinary workers
ta identify tha anemy (is it the boss who is
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going out of business? the Labour
that puts up the rates and
hospital administration that talls you 1o
a year for an operation?), they will be in
doubt thal something is wrong. Il thos
hundreds of thousands of trade-umon
militants who do undarstand who is behind
it all ara organized, with a coherent pro-
gramme that explaing what is wrong and
what must be done, then real mass action
of the sort that plunged the Haath povern-
ment into cnss s possible onca agsin.

The steed strike has shown that the
government cannot avoid deep involves
ment in serous lests of strength. All it can
hope to do s to hold such struggie to &
minirmum. The left, on the other hand,
must link avery struggle to defand wages
ageinst mflation, every fight agenst redun-
dancies snd closures, avery hamis ™ da-
fand social services, with the ections gmd
intentions of this govarnmant. At the same
time, these struggles must be connectad
the debates going on in the Lobour Party:
when the mass of working paople instine-
trvely lurn to Lebour s the crisis iles, they
rust find samething there that sncourages
them to fight far an alternative to Taory
pusterity and to avoid the dead-end of
parliamantary manoauvring.

Thia eentral probkam s not o modify tha
policies of the left in an attempt to drive a
wadpe batwaan Thatchar end her middle-
class supporters, The Tories themsalves are
quite clear about the central problem they
face. It is to undarming tha combativity of
the working class. If thay cannot da this,
their electaral hasa — a decisive partion of
which comes from the working class — will
fall imto disarray 85 it did in 1974, and wall
then begin 1o seek an alternative.

As Martin Jacques corractly stresses,
the left must ‘demonsirate its breadth,
practicality and wvision’ through ‘populss,
practical alternatives’, But these cannot be
hazy schemes for ‘a new bype of
democratic modernism for British socety’.
They must be socieis! poloes that sapess
the roots of the present crisis and prosecs
the anti-capitalist maasures nasded to sxte
pate themn. Above all — and this is snoifss
side of the same coin — they mus oo

stitute a programme for Strugghe. i

1
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the frugments?

By Valerie Coultas

The women's liberation movamant has
had & powerful impact on sociaty. It has
wransformad the lives and espirations of
millions of women. It has forced govern-
ments to imroduce laws fo promote
women's equality, It has made trade union
leadars go on demonstrations calling for an
and ta rastriclive abortion laws. Abave all it
has made men raalise that the days of male
supariority are numbarad. The fight for
women's liberation has become a central
feature of the class struggle world wida.

In Britain the debates in the womean's
liberation movemant have not besn confin-
ed to feminist issuss. As many feminists
realised that wamen alone could not bring
about the massive social changes neaded
1o end their oppression, they began to
discuss tha relationship between faminism
and socialism. Beyond the Fragments |
wririen by Sheile Rowbotham, Lynne Sagal
and Hilary Wainwright, breaks new ground
in this discussion by tackling the thormy
problem of how 10 build a movament that
integrates the insights of faminism wath the
experience of organizing for socialism.
While the authors hava ditferent views on
how such a broad socialist movemant could
be built in Britain today, they share com-
mon ground in stressing the positive con-
tributions which have hasn brought to light
by the feminist approach to politics,

Thair views have stired up a hornets
nest both on the left and in the women's
mavement. Tha first adition sold out ex-
tremaly quickly, It became an important
focus for debate all over the country. Now
a new edition has been produced by Mearlin
Prese which drinvs on these discussions 1o
clarify the idaas of the authors, both where
they agree and wheme they disagree,

Ona thama that unites all three authors
is a suspicion and even rejection of the
Leninist party. Sheila Rowbotham ex-
pressas this succinclly: "We have shed the
lurking essumption that Leninism provides
the highest political form of organizing and
that ail other approaches can ba dismissed
@s primitive antecedents or as incomect
theories.” (p. 148.]

What, then, are the alternatives 10 the
Laninkst party that Sheila, Lynne and Hilary
would have us put in its place?
Strategic alternatives to
Leninism
Sheila Rowbotham's alternative

Of tha three writers Shella is tha claarast
in har rejection of Leninism in any form: °|

have besn sdged and nuzzled and finally
butted 1owards believing that whal wea have
lsamed can't be forcad into the moulds of
Leniniem without restricting and sutting its
implications short.” (p. 148.) ‘If Stalinism
made it impossible 1o challanga aspects of
Leniniem, the growth of Trotskyist and
nes-Trowmkyist groups sinca 1988 has
postponed this by appearing to provida the
solution.'(p148) She suggests wa naad 1o
look elsewhere: ‘lo the ulopian sociafists in
in the early ninatsanth century, or to the
Sociahist Leagua in tha 18808, or Spanish
gnarcho-syndicalism.’ (p. 147.)

Her ahernatives to  Leninism  are
suggested  tentatively but she insists
strongly on the naad for what she calls o
‘post-Lenindst ravelutionary tradition”.

Much of Shaila's disagreemant with
Leninism has to do with the role of the par-
ty as the purveyor of socialist con-
sciousnass into tha working class mave-
ment: 'For Lenin the lessons of con-
ecipusness  through  struggle  remain
genarally subordinate 1o the leadership of
the party. Here he [Lenin) broke with
Marx's view of consciousness and adoptad
the position of the German social-demaocrat
Kautsky ... (that) ... “madern socialist con-
SCIDUSNESS Can ana.e only on the basis of
profound scientific knowledge.™ |p. 174.1

In fact, Lenin ard Kautsky were not
glone in holding the theory that sociahist
consciousness originates with the intelli-
genisia and is brought 1o the working class
from outside, whather by & political party or
by some other means. Marx himself, the
great lsader of the First International, held a
similar view. In 1870 he wrole that ‘the
English possess all the necessary materal
prerequisitves for 2 social revolution. \Whal
they lack is a spirit of generalization and
revolutionary passion. Thal the executive
board (of the Intemationel) can remady.’
Even Bakunin, the father of anarchism, and
Marx's greaf oppanent in the First Interna-
tional, appreciated the role of the in-
talligentsia and urged ‘the young folk of the
educated classes 1o preach and lead the
ravolution’.

Sheila argues that in the late nineteanth
century, the working classes ware only just
being given elememary aducation. Il was
only out of this temporary circumstance
that Lenin created a ‘law’ of all marxist
arganisation. Sheila casts doubt on the idea
that inteliectuals can have an understan-
ding superior to others and she cites the

women's movemen! experiance ower the
last decade as &an  exsmple of the
spuriougnass of the argumant.

Parhape tha best answar 1o Shaila's
argument is provided in an essay entitled
‘Woman's Liberation and the New Politics’
writtan in 1969, In which Shella harealf ax-
pleins the process by which the cppressed
come to 8 more redicel consciousness: ‘It s
possible 1o trece a diglectic in the breaking
of silence. Mosl importent at first have
bean those among the rulars who cut them-
selves off from thelr own kind to take up
tha causa of the ‘inferior’ paaple in an ideal
or moral sense. For instance, the enlighten-
ed eristocrats before the French revolution,
the intellectuals in the Russian and Chinesa
revolutions, the white liberels in America,
They are able o communicate possbility 1o
the oppressed ... Then there is that section
of the subordinated who break away under
their encouragement ... Such a dialectic
can be seen working in the making of tha
proletariat, in  the struggles for
national libaratian, in the history of the
black people of America.’ To her list of in-
tallactuals who have historically aidad tha
development of socialist theory wa must
add ... Owen, Bakunin, Marx, Engels, Lux-
embourg, Gramscl, Malcolm X, Trotsky,
Lenin and Sheila Rowbotham. Tha modarn
woman's movemant has drawn on these
thinkars to develop its own ideas. OF
coursa, ‘with univarsal aducation, workers
themsalves can become intellectuals as
Gramsci pointed out. But Sheila plays up
the mystigue of the ‘party intellectual’ in
Beyond the Fragments in order 1o give
substance 10 her suspicion of all forms of
political parties, sociel democratic,
Stalinist, or Leninist.

Sheila's strongest political sympathies
appear to |l with revolutionary syn-
dicalism. Indeed sha was strongly influenc-
ed by her association with the International
Socialists (now the SWP) during its syn-
dicalist pariod. Syndicalism begins with the
idaz that revolutionary trade unionism is
sufficient 1o overthrow the bourgeoisie. If
party is needed at all, s main job is not 10
wage & political struggle for power but 10
unify tha struggles of the oppressed. Sheila
gannot understand why the 1S ‘ostensibly
committed to keaming from workers” strug:-
gles, the initiator of rank and file groups,
opposed to bursaucracy in the labour
movement ... balked at extending these
ideas into wider issues of everyday life or &t
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applying them within thair own arganisa-
ton.’ (p. 35.) Or why tha IS ‘which had
historically broken both with Stalinism and
orthodox Trowskyism on the issue of
socialist democracy and workers control
{should) ba mare incapable of digesting not
only feminism but issues like gay liberation,
radical psychology, struggles around
cultural and community life and personal
discussion of what it meant o ba a
socialigt, (p. 35.) Sheila cannot confront
this seeming paradox. Nor does she even
attempt to explain why the SWF, as it has
again become mare ‘orthodox” in its politics
pver the last decade should have started
taking questions like sexism and racism
more sariously rather than less.

In emphasizing the role of trade union
militancy and playing down the importance
of imsues nol immediately ralavant to the
workplace, it is very unfikely that a syn-
dicalist approach would recognise tha im-
portance of a movement like the modem
woman's movement. Tha SWF has bagun
to recognise the importance of feminist
issues today at the same time as it has mow-
ad away from syndicalist dogmas towards
both a more orthodox Marxist analysis of
the class struggle las penetrating all
aspects of social relations and not just
those of the workplace) and of the role of
the Leninist party.

Shaila points to the Spanish anarcho-
syndicalists as having s positive alternative
te Leninism. However, a study of tha
record of the anarcho-gyndicalists in Spain,
where snarcho-syndicalism had i
strongast following, réveals  tha
weaknasses of the syndicalist movemant.
The Spanish workers who followed tha Na-
tional Confederation of Labour (CNT) in the
1930s were |ibertarian communists. Ap-
proximately half the Spanish proletariat
were supporters of the CNT. As libartarian
communists they wers opposed o all
political parties although they were in
favour of an armed insurraction of the
working class to ovarthrow the capitalist
state. Between 1917 and 1937, the CNT
was involved in 858 many as a dozen armad
uprisings designed to introduce com-
U nism,

The intentions of these workers were
unguestionably revolutionary. During the
revolution of 1936-7, for exampla, the araas
of Spain under CNT control, especially
Catalonia end Aragon. wiln2ssad wholesala
expropriation of the capitalists. Even small
businesses ware nationalised. Landownars
wara driven off, sometimes killed, and their
lands re-distributed to anarchist communes
and collectives. Churches, which wera seen
8s enamies of the poor, were burnt down
snd the clergy someatimes killad, Tha
Spanish anarcho-syndicalists hated the rul-
ing class passionately.

Following the butchary that accom-
panied Franco's uprising in July 1936, the
anarcho-syndicalists participated in a red
terrar during the months of August and
Septembar which took the lives of leading
bourgeois figures. One of tha leaders of the
CNT, Durruti, had long been wanted
throughout the world for his terrorist
‘crimas’ yet enjoyed immense popular sup-
port. The anarcho-syndicalists also oppos-
gd buresucracy in lthe lsbour movemant.

Thers was anly one paid secretary in 1938
despite 8 membership which numbered
over ane million. They were fiarcely critical
of Stalinism in Russia: one of the reasons
why a number of their leadars ware
gssassinated in 1937 by tha Spanish
Stalinis1s.

These workers rejected tha idea of
huilding a political party. The radical ideas
ot anarchism {in the formation af which, in-
cidentally, intellectuals playad an important
part] reached them largaly through then
trade union, the CNT, rather than by means
af a political party, as happened in other
Europsan countries. The principal reason
why the workers rejecied the idea of a party
was becausa they opposed oll forms of
government. They thought it would be
possibie to introduce commuanism  fm-
madiaraly after the overthrow of tha stam,
without passing through a transitional
phase of proletarian dictatorship. Why
build a political party then. reasoned the
wiorkers? It would have nothing 1o do. Lin-
forunataly, this was 1o prove an illusory

parspactive.

In July 1938, the Spanish working class
rose in arms against Franco, They toak aver
tha factories, the land, the arsenals. The
bourgenie state was all but destroyed in
targe pars of Spain, But the workens par
ties falled o take over the governmant,
leaving it in Republican hands. “We wanr
no more dictatorship’ cried Santillan, the
anarchist legder, This, however, failed to
stop the Republicans continuing with their
dictatorship and sabotaging the revolution
in the rear — which thay did by vacilleting
in the face of Franco politically and militari-
by, Whan the workers leaders finally dacid-
ed in September to teke over the govern-
ment, they joined a coalition with tha
bourgecis ministers. A Popular Front
gowernment emerged. Two months latar,
tha anarchists who at first refused power,
accepted a seat in the government. This
governmant rapresented the dictatorship,
not of the proletaiat. but of the
bourgeoisie and laid the basis for tha
counier-revolutionary  repression of the
workars movement in 1937,

It may be possible in exceptional cir-
cumstances for workers to organise an in-
surrgclion without a8 mass revolutionary
party. But it has never been possible 1o
carry through & programme of ant:-
capitalist measures simply from the base
up. You must have a strong socialist
government 1o lead from the top as well as
self activity at the base.

This is not 10 say that Leninists should
have nothing to do with anarcho-
syndicalism. The Third International, in its
early days, was sager to enlist the Spanish
anarcha-syndicalists. Andres Nin and Joa-
quin Maurin fedarated the CNT Lo tha Third
International while in Moscow l(although
they ware later repudiated by tha CNT after
the Kronstadt affair). Syndicalists in ather
countries, like the Wobblies of tha AW in
the United States ware also regarded as
part of the revolutionary movement by
Lenin. The early British syndicalists cama
together with other revolutionarias 1o form
the British Communist Party, Victor Serge
was tha Secretary of the Third Intemnatianal
when it was formed In 1818,

But despite the subjectiva intantions of
its proponents, syndicalism s inadegquate to
the tasks of revolution, If the Spanish work-
ing class with its massive revolulionary en-
thusiasm could not maka a revalution
without a working class party, what chance
has the British warking class got withoul
one?

Sheils is right to poml towards the
breadth of ideas that contrihuted to the for-
mation of Marxism. Sha is right to highlight
the positive sxparisnces of British socialism

— tha Soclalist Leegue, the Chartists, the
ravolutionary syndicalsts of the Minar's
Mext Step — although it is well Lo ba aware
of racurring waeaknesses in British Marxism
o0 (Bconamism, chauviniem,
academicism).

But Sheila's creative enorgies, rather
than being directed to recreating a mMass
socialist tradition in Britain through the
building of & revalutionary sociglist party
are concentrated on danying tha need tor B
palitical party. In sa doing, she bends to tha
idaas of anarcho-syndicalism and fuals the
hastility of faminism to parties in general,

Lynne Segal's alternative

If Sheila's conltrbution bears The imprint
of har years in the International Saclalists,
Lynne'e shows the strong influance ot her
expariences in the islington Socialist Centre
and Big Flame.

Lynne is very critical of the attitude ol
the ‘traditional left’ 1o faminism. The lef,
she writes, only rasponded to feminism
whan they saw the impraessive pro-abortion
march aganst the James White smnti-
abortion Bill in 1976; ‘They weren'l
laughing at the ‘women’s libbars’ any mare,
though of course they did say we were all
middle class, or at least that's what their
middle class leaders were saying.” {p. 180.)

Earlier Lynne 1akes tha IMG to task for a
diffarent crime — trying 10 dominate the
National Abortion Campaign (NAC). ‘In
1975 ,.. many women were suspicious of
the national structura (of tha NAC), saying
that it was not feminist. They saw it as
dominated politically by the Intemationsl
Marxist Group |IMG) and objected 1o Its
main focus for activitias being that of lob-
bying MP’s, sesing this as reformist.” (p.
174}

| would have thought that Lynna would
hava bean more willing 10 recognise the
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positive aspects of the work of groups like
the IMG in the NAC which has been consis-
tent and has yvielded good results averall,
especially during the recent campaign
sgainst John Corrig's anti-abortion bill. It's
2 shame that Lynne wants to have it both
Ways.

Lyrina allegas that ‘while the IMG has
accepted the organizationsl autonomy of
the women's movemenl!, and indeed have
now 6T up women's caucuses within their
own organization, | don't think that they
agcept the political autonomy of feminksm
as adding a new dimension 1o the nature of
ciaes politice.” (p. 186) Bur what is meant
by tha political autonomy of feminism? If
Lynne believes that arguing for Marsist
idaas within tha woman s movamant s tan
tamount to repecting itz political autonomy
then we piead guilty.

The women's movement & not a
political party. It is 8 partial movemant
represanting the interests of a8 paricular
sex. It has a palitical programma 10 win
woman 1o ils side. But women elone can
not overthrow capitalism. Women need o
ally with other proups, particularly the
organised labour movement, in order to win
concessions now and secure their future
liberation, A movement of women that fails
to win the support of broad sactions of the
iashour movement, particularly working
women will, in the presant economic situa-
tinn, find itsalf driven towards individualism
and elitism and aventually side with the nl
ing clase very much like the right-wing
lsadars of tha suffrapatte movemant did in
the First World War, The IMG makes no
apology for supgesting that the womens'
maovement should direct its snergies
towards the mass of womean particularly
those in the organised labour movemnent.
We rejact the idea that women can win
their hberafron any othar way,

Lynne is quite right, however 1o em-
phasize the imporiance of 8 movemant of
women existing oulside the official struc-
turas of the labour movement to taks up
avery aspect of women’s oppression, in the
home and the community as well as at
waork. Bur she downplays the impact that
faminism has had on women as trade
unionists: “womean are not strong in trade
unions today, and are not getting any
stronger, even if thair membarship is rising
numarically’.

How does Lynne explain the number of
trade unianists an the anti-Corrie march,
the women's groups in white collar unions,
the militancy of women at the Meccano
factary in accupation in Liverpaol? Lynne's
stress on community issuas hlinds her o
the impact that feminists are having at tha
point of production. It also leads her to
make exaggerated claims for the rola that
local groups like the Islington Socialist Cen-
tre and the lslington Gutter Press can play
in tha class struggle. She does, however,
admit that organizations claiming 10 be
lipertarian can be autharitarian and she seas
wall anaugh the dangers of women's cen-
tres becoming a foous for ‘unpaid social

Workers',

Lynne's main suggestion is that
faminists should take up local work, and
that the main arena for women is in com-
munity fssues: "Mare importanty, we also

knew that apart from Big Flamea, they {the
traditional left] did not take senously our
politics, which emphasized local work and
altempls 1o organize on an area basls,
which differed from their focus on in-
dustrial activity or particular national cam-
paigns’. (p. 193)

W are in favour of work at a local level,
But why must we choose between locally
based slliances and building national cam-
paigns? Woman in Edinburgh, for axample,
took the June Greig casa, which raised the
issue of violence against women, into tha
local tabour movemant. But they also
demandad that tha Domastic Violance Act
be axtended to Scotland. Why not build a
women's movemant that imkes up women's
oppression everywhere! Somahow Lynne
saame 10 impdy that being invalved in com
munity issues and local campaigns s morne
‘famimist’ than industrial activity and na-
tional campaigns. Thig | would harcaly con
test. Why can't we do both/?

Lynna sxplains at the end of har essay
why she decided to join Big Flame: ‘a group
which in itz theory and praclhoe seems 1o
put the class strugghe before ks own
organizational davelopment, which
recognizes the meed 10 fully suppart and
hetp build the autonomous organizations of
women and other oppressad groups, and in
general strives for 8 vision of sociliam
which Includes a8 theory of parsonal
politics”.

Big Flame's critigue o Leninim and
Trotskyism is that, because of tha complax-
ity of late capitalism and thea risa of
Stalinism, it is not possible to build a party
of the Bolshevik type today. It = absurd for
small groups of Trotskyists to pretend they
hava all the answars for every struggle.
They srgus that revolutionary eedership
should coma from the struggle itself, from
tha ‘'bass up’, as it were. While we can
egraa with some of the criticisms Big Flame
make ahout needing to learn from tha self.
activity of the masses and not being ar-
rogent. | think that deeper diffarences lie
bahind thess particular points.

Lynne seems to be torn between argu-
ing for some kind of socialist organization
on a national scale and at the same time re
jecting such an atitlude as sectarian: The
fact that some of us may not have joined a
revolutionary organization which wa fesl
has not adequately taken up and integrated
the insights of feminism doas not mean that

we gre not part of the struggle to buikd
one.’ |p. 188). OF course many people oul-
sida the far laft groups are revolutionaries
and are part of the overall struggle for
socialism, but this is not tha same as actual-
kv building a socialist party. A salutory ax-
ample of the consequences which can
follow if you aguate the two is provided by
the experience of Lotta Continua in Italy.

Lotta Continua combmed a ooffan
brand of far left politics with support for
Maokst ideas. A lack of understanding of
feminism end democracy led in 1975 1o the
gl male stewards of its serwizo ovdine
brcaking into o wiomen's  demorstration
apainst restrictive obortion  legislation
becauss thay argued that it was an issue for
both men and wamen, Feminists in Lorta
Continua and athear far isft grouns bagen to
draw tha conclusion that the * mala left’
was not for tham

All the palitical battles in Haly in the spr
ing of 1976 had besn cantred arcund the
guastion of abortion. It even brought ebout
the fell of the Moro Government, The elhec
fion campaign shifted the tarrain of struggha
1o solutions at tha lavel of government, The
woamen's movement refused to associate
itsalf with the ‘traditional politics’ of elec-
tions and rafused the offer of Proletaran
Democracy 10 run candidates on ils slate
Feminists in FODUP refused to campaign for
their perty. Evemtuplly, they resignod.
"Women's obligations are those they st for
themsehwes’ thimy
argued. Rather then sesing the battle to
transform  human  mekations  within  tha
framework of a hattle for political power,
thesa woman &aw it as an and in imelf, A
woaman member of the CP in Rinascite,
raferring 1o tha Itallan womean's movement,
wrote: "Thare ara no longar any frontiars to
cross. Instaad, what wa have tn do is
transform this society — day by day and in-
gtitution by inmstitution. By transforming
society, we will rransform daily lifa and
cursetvas as well,” Reform not ravalution
was the order of the day.

At tha 1978 conferance of Lotte Con-
tinua, women, many of whom had
actually already left the organization,
demanded that they feminise socialism.
Waorkers 8t the conference were denounc-
ed for sexism. The leaders of Lotta Con-
tinua whe had been manipulative ended up
not wanting 1o give any guidance atall. The
conference ended in a shambles of sac-
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tional E:uupn arguing with one another
The ‘movements’ were sliowed their full
sutonomy. Lotta Continua ceased 1o exist.

Lynne doss not in fect fully eccept the
political autonomy of the women's move-
ment, as Lotta Continua did in the and. She
comes down in fevour of & national
prganisation of some kind. Big Flame doas
hava certain political ideas and goale of it
own. It does emphasise soma forms of
work rather than others. It doas argue for
women to join Big Flame. It supparts tha
right of women to control thaeir own strug-
gles end their own movemsant, but argues
that women cen not win alone end that
feminiam is not saparate, autonaomous from
class politics.

Big Flame supports autonomous move-
ments but balisves they should link up with
other groups of the apprassad. Its view of
the party Is similar to that of the IS in its
sarly days: that groups should federate 1o &
national organisation to swap experiences
rather than to develop a programme 10 lake
power. Because it sees ‘politics’ as sec-
tarian il has falled to darify its strategy for
building socialism. Without having a clear
view of whera you are going you can get
muddled on the way. One claar axample of
Big Flame's confusion is provided by its
failure, under the influence of Mac-centrist
idess, to take a position in favour of return-
ing @ Labour government in the last alec-
tion.

The IMG would argue that as long as
the left groups are too waak to form &
government, given 2 choice batwaen
Labour and Tory, we vote Labour not
because we have any expactations that
they ara ‘a lesser evil’ than the Tories but
because the Labour Party is tied to the
working class through its trade union af-
filiations. A vote for labour is 8 class vote
againgt the Tory party, the party of big
business. Having Labour in office is
preferable to allowing them to pontificate in
opposition, It iz aasier to demonstrate what
they really stand for when they govern and
aasier to aexplain the nead for a Socialist
alternative. (4)

Big Flama hides ils muddled politics
behind @& smokescreen of ‘non-
sectarianism’. If they came out more openly
and honestly with their overall idaas itwould
giva womean a better opportunity to decida
what kind of socialist strateqy they wantad
10 suppaort.

Hilary Wainwright's alternative

Hilary, whose axperience of the far laft was
provided by her yaars as a mamber of the
IMG, is mare willing than sither Sheila or
Lynna 1o conceda that & mass political
party will be vital 1o building socialism n
Britain, ‘The solution’, sha wries, ‘lies in
bringing together all those involved in the
different movemants and campaigns who
agres on @ wider programme of socealst
change. based on the demands of tha dif-
ferent movements in the conmaxt of
organizing for social ownership and popular
political powear.” |p. B). Sha strongly rejects
tha Idea of trying to reform the Labour Par
1w and expleing how the power of the
Parfiamentary Party, combined with the
right wing trade union leaders, has always
thwarted laft opposition in the Labaur Par-
ty. She dismisses the Communist Party
becsuse it subordinates its own profile 10
the left trade union and Labour leadors

But Hilary fails to clarily whether she
wanis to build a new socialist party, a
socighist alianoe, & trade union Type
organization, a movement, 3 one-otf united
front, or indead just exactly what sha does
want, This confusion runs throughout her
two assave, and i evident, for example, in
her indscriminats usa of the word
‘organization’ to describe totally different
things.

Hilary does not ses the existing far left
groups 88 the basis from which to start the
project of building such an ‘organization’
‘the pretansions and disciplines of
democratic centralism tend o produce an
arroganca and sectarianism which make
the Laninist groups unable to contribute 1o
and encourage the meny sources of
socialist initistive and activity.” (p. 2], In-
staad, she sets up her own plan for creating
a mass popular ‘organization’. Local
aliances are 1o emerge composed of
socialisl faminists, trades councils, socialist
centres, activist Lebour Party wards and
branches of the Communist Party. It will be
through such alliances that socialist con-
stiousness will be raised. The role of the far
left groups shodidbe to act as 'catalysts’ in

the process. They should not sea
themselves as the nuclaus of a future mass
party.

It is true that the far laft groups, soma of
them with less than 8 hundred members,
must not assuma that they and they alone
have ‘sorted out’ all the problems facing the
British revalution. It s obvious that they
have not. It ig also clear, as Hilery says, that
thera are many sources of socialist initiative
today. Becauss ol the weakness of Marx-
iem in Britain end the relatively small size of
the far Ieft thara are many revolutionaniss
who are non-aligned and actively engaged
in introducing socialist ideas into  their
women's group, lenants group, trade
union, Too few far left groups recognise
this. But the whale drift of Beyand the
Fragments seems 1o endorse this situstion
rather than providing 8 way out,

It is here that Hilary's lack of distinction
between political parties and ather forms of
working class organization bscomes
eritical. f Hilan's local ‘alliances’ sctually
develop into a nationally organized

‘sliiance” without & clarification of e
politics involved, what will ensus is 3 pamy
besed on @ compromise betwean reform
and revolution. Political parties have oif-
farent programmes because they offer dil-
ferant solutions at the level of governmant
and the state; thay bahava diffarently whan
in powar, Tha Labour Party, for exemple,
as it has shown each time it has laken of-
fice, wants to reform the capitalist systam.
The far loft want to overthrow it It is not
sectarian that thesa Two Types of parties do
not drop their differences and ‘umite’. I
would be dishonest to do so, although
many members of the reformist parties can
be won to revolutionary ideas.

H a centrist party, like tha Indepandent
Labour Party, emaerged from debate ingide
the Labhowr or Communist Parties then
cleardy mevolutionaras would wark hard 10
win it 1o ravolutionary positions. either by
unity In action or possibly by joining its
ranks. But that'es a different matter from
what Hilary suggests: that the far left
should be more ‘opan’ 1o the many sounces
of socialist inftiathve and support tha crea-
tion of ongoing alliances with tha CP, LP
gnd Trades Councils, nat just an one par-
ticular ssue bt with a view to lorming @
joint ‘organization’. Hilary writes: ‘Itis as if
the ditferent parts of a pieca of cloth — a
paliticel organization — wara baing woven
creatively and with ad' hoc contact betwean
the weagvers, bul without anyane having a
master plan * (p. 226},

Yo, why is it difficult for socialint cen-
tres to do mora than discuss soclalist
iseuse. Why, daspita the claims thet Hilary
makes for tha woman'a mawvement that “lit)
has taught us how to unite as a movement
on the major practical issuas of the day
while debating and respecting each others
political differences ... without jeopardizing
tha single movement’, (p. 262), have wa
not had & national conference of the WLM
for two yeers? Why did the expariment in
New Left Clubs that developed after the
gplit in the Communist Party in 1856 fall?

The answar to these guestions is that
within movements, locally based alliances,
and loose associations there |5 only &
firmvted basis for unity. Trade unioniats unite
ta wage the economic struggle. A socialist
centre involves debates and co-ordination
of activities. The women's movement in-
yolves unity in action around the oppres-
sion of women. A political party, however
small, is different. It has an ideclogy, &
ravolutionary ar reformist ideclogy. You
cannot turm a socialist cantre or 8 women's
group into 3 sociglist party withoul con-
fronting tha problem of ideology and of
programme, af reform and revolution

Hilary puts the cart befora the horse. Of
colrsa, a mass revolutionary party would
ditfer from tha IMG, the SWP or tha WRP.
h would be far mora heterogensous poli-
tically. Naither could it demand of
thousands of working men and womean the
same ‘hyperactivity’ that is demandad in
left groups todesy (a point that soma left
groups are beginning to undérstand). It
would have wastly mom mesources for
education. It would ba able 1o force a fer
wider range of debate in its press. It would
be able 1o initiate fastivals, concerts,
bookclubs. It would hava maore intellec-
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tuals, more faminists, much more party iite.
it would be able to lsunch mass campaigns
in the trads unions and Labour Party

But thare ere no short cuts 10 building
such @ mass party. Hilary's schama is Bn-
tirely the wrong way round, By giving us
falsa hopes of locally based ‘alliances’ now,
sha divarts us from the task of re-grouping
the far laft and building & popular ravolu-
tionary party to 1ake palitical power

Why we are Leninists

Wa reject the altarnatives 10 Leninism
put forward by Sheaila, Lynne and Hilary.
However tantatively they are put fonaard,
none of themstand up to closa examina-
sion. All of them — anarcho syndicalism,
libertarian commumism and 8 kind of lovse
cantrism — have been tied before and
found wanting.

Byt we do think that many paints tha
authors reisa about the problems of
organising for socialism in Britain today are
important ones. Their jdeas rafiect the feel
ings of many non-eligned socialists who
warre Inspirad by the political developments
in Britain and workdwide in the late sixties
and sarly seventies, and who feel let down
by the parformance of the far left over tha
last ten years, The wamens movement has
given that dismay a particularly critical
framawork.

Below we axplain our conception ol
Leninism, our ideas about the relationship
hatween Leninism and feminism and our
view of how tha far lelt can go beyand the
fragments towards the creation of a mass
socialist party.

What is Leninism?

Lynna Segal caricatures the Leninist
view af the party when she says that Trot-
skyists ‘see the only way 10 Qet powsr in
the class struggle s that of fighting for
more and more money, through a8 wages
offensive’. [p. 189). It may be that at
sometime someone in @ far left group said
something llke that. Lenin, however
davoted a whole essay "What is 10 be Done’
to an attack on ‘sconomism’ — the idea
that socialist consciousness would arise
merely by struggling vigorously for highear
wages of batter working conditions. Lenin
was adamant that such consCOUSHEsSs
arose only from an understanding of tha
relations betwesn the social classes and
their ramifications at all levels of society —
sconomic, social, cultural — but particular-
Iy at the level of the state. One expression
of this is the Leninist view thal a revolu-
tionary party should centralise the ax-
periance of all the partial and fragmented
struggles in order 1o combat the highly cen-

wralised boungeois stata, both at the leval ol
ideas and ultimatety to confront the ‘armed
bodies of men’ through leading an insurros
tion 1o establish the dictatorship of the pro
letariat. This has little in common with
BCONHTIESM,

Lynne's view that Trotskyism is econo-
mistic is contradicted by Sheila, who Bt-
tacks Laninism precisely bacause of its con
cantration on seizing power: The weight of
Laninist theory (Gramsci apert) and tha
prevailing histarical practics af Laninism is
inwards sesing tha “'Party” as the msans
by which tha warking class can take power
and these “maans’’ hava a utilitarian nar
rowness.” (p. 148} Leninists have jndasad
stressed the importance of the party in the
revolution but Sheila Is mistaken in axcap-
ting Gramsci. It is trua that in 1819 Gramsci
tended to see workars councils as a suffi-
ciant waapon for 1aking power out of the
hands of the ruling class. For this view he
was opposed by Bordiga and pther Marx-
ists. and he repidly adopted the prifodox
position: that a socialist revolution could
not be campleted withoul the violent ovs
throw of capitalism and the formation of a
workers governmant, for which the work-
ing class needed a political party.

What appears 1o lie bahind Shells's
positions an the Laninist party 1s denial of
tha views of Marx and Lenin on the dicta-
torship of the proletariat, Sheila writes that
ghe is in tavour ol overthrowing the state:
‘It ia evident that the coerciva power of the
state must be contested’. (p. 137). But she
nowhere makes clear what kind of govern-
maent or what kind of society she expects o
sse immediately after the hourgeols state
has bean successfully destroyed. Lenin,
following Marx, bolieved in the necessity
for a transitional period during which the
stata wauld ba the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. which would begin the work of
destroying all relations of appression and
paving the way for a clessless society.
Shaila, however, appears to believe in the
possibility of moving immediately & com-
misnist sockety, without such a transitional
phase. By ignoring the need for rewvolu
tionary govérnmant she amives at the rejec
tion of parties,

Hilary belisves in the nead for a revolu-
tionary party, but only in the future when
the insurrection is necessary. Yet you can-
not put together a revolutionary party at
the alevanth hour. Peopla laarn fast in ime
af revolution. But most of the skills and
human gualities needed to lead & revolution
can only be formed over many years of
struggle; they do not miracubously spring
into being the night befare the revolution.
Nor will the working class fight for a party

which has no racord in the class struggle.
Tha importence of political parties s
fully understoad by the ruling class in
gountry. Mot only do theay have 8 vary con
scinus rapresentative of the interests of
capital, tha militery, and tha church in tha
form of the Consarvativa Party, but thay
alse undarstand the imporience of miar-
mist parties of the working class like the
Labaur Party. Parfiamant itself is continu
ally used by the ruling class as sn evenua 10
divart the self sctivity of the masses Into
'sate’ and ‘responsible’ channals, where an
tagonisms can be resolved in the mast
favourable way for the bourgeoisie

Paolitical parties sre not NewW. Political
groupings emarged whan large numbers of
peopla first began to axarcise some kind of
political power. In small village cormmu -
tias snd tribal assembiies it was possible fiar
pvaryone 0 exprass an opinion and carry
aut decisions, In the democracies of anti
quity it becams nacessary L0 have some
kind of structured and coherent options,
some kind of politicel programme, so that
people could express a choica. lin many ol
thase soCieties women Were regarded B8
non-citizens and were nol allowed 10 par
ticipats in politcs. |

A modern society withou! political por
liee or with only ons political party &% in
many Esstern Europesn staies and under
fascist dictatorships) reflacts B lack ol
democrecy, a lack of chuica for the moss al
the people aven though the Eastern Eurc
pean statas guarantee olhar freedoms that
a state lika Britain demes, @.g. The nght 1o
Work.

In Britain working cless paopla welcom-
g¢d tha rise of the Labour Party. Having a
party to represent labour in parliameant was
an extension of democracy. Americans
have less choice than in Britain because
they don't have a party af labour. The first
wava of feminism in Britain, and in many
other countries, concentrated an winning
tha vote for woman sa that they could exer-
cisa choice over which party should repre-
eant them in parliament and govarnment,
Lack of suffrags had to be contested If
women were to play & part in determining
their fate. This is not suggest that the vote
solved the problems of women, bul i
women tum their backs on politics, on
guestions of QOVErMmMEnt, wars, and renvalu-
tions, thay hava less choice about how they
live their lives not maore.

After capitalism has been owerthrown
and tha transition 1o socialism hes been
completad it will be possible to aholish par-
ties, for social classes will no longar exigl
and the stale, having no interest to defend,
will wither away. Politics will disappsar. Bur
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in & capitalist eociety or a transitional socie
1y like Ruesia, China or Cube, political par-
tiee remain vital.

Of all the countries in the world, Britain
more than any other demands a working
cless conscious of its power and armed
with 8 programma that breaks completsly
from gradualism. The working class will not
overthrow capitalism in the way tha
bourgacisie overthrew feudslism, Tha
bourgeoisie in Britein developed its own
sconomy, its art, fs religion, s own
schools and its own philosophy betore it
overthrew feudalism. The working class
confronts 8 much mare total social povear
than the rsing Industrial and financial
bourgeoisie did. A socisl power that is
highly developed at homa today, thal ex
ports its social relstions abroad, and
penetrates desp into our personalities
(through the femily, the media, schools and
the church).

Bacause of this it is imposs:ble for the
working class to build its own society, its
own cubure, within capitalism. It must first
saize political power and than entér LPON
the task of building a socialist economy.
Thera is no other road 1o socialism. Only &
working class schooled in the idsas of
revalutionary markism, practised in fighting
the bosses on every aspect of oppression,
can have the strength to overthrow the
mighty British state,

Sheila disputes whethar & Leninist party
is adequate for fighting reformism: 'Let's
preterd for @ momaent that thera was &
revolutionary party in raal life which did br-
ing together all the elemants most ‘ad-
vanced' or developad in their opposition 1o
capitalist sociaty. Why does it follow from
their bringing 1opether in this pretend ideal
party that thair limitations are transcended
rather than partially reflected and
raproduced?’ {p. 83).

Of course, it isn't possible for indhvi-
duals in a capitalist society to escape entire-
ly from bourgeois ideas like saxism and
racism. As society throws up Movements
that articulale their oppresion mome
vociferously so0 & revolutionary party should
respond to those developments and help
build them. But Sheila avoids explaining
the real differences betwaan mass
organisations like trade unions and tha
women's liberation movement on the ona
hand and political partias on the other. A
trade union defends its membars’ aconomic
interests. The women's liberation move-
ment atlempts to advance tha intarest of
wormen 8s a sax. A mass politicel party
does not simply exist to swap experences
of the different oppressed groups in society
but to develop the consciousness of tha
wiorking class in relation to socialism and
revaolution.

Should the women's liberation mowve-
ment and the trade unions adopt the sama
poals a3 a revolutionary party7 If they did so
thay would immedigtely exclude those wha
do not at the present time agrea with tha
idea of the revolutionary overthrow of
capitalism butl who do want to fight for
thair sexual liberation or defend their living
standards. The women's movement is a
more complex case than that of the trade
union, but by its nature and composition
the women's movemant is B specific and

partial movement, unless you belisve that s
the vanguard force for change as some
revolutionsry and radical femimists do, The
authars of Seyond the Fragmerts reject
this wvievy.

if the overall political role of the parly is
that it strives 1o ralate the day to day sirug-
gles of the oppressed to tha goal of
iransforming  society by  ravolutionary
means than such 8 party s naithar
sconomistic nor necessarily at odds with
the developmeant of mass movements.
Political parties do not axist because hey
are good things In themsalves (aithough |
concede the point that there ara some peo-
ple an the left who think il Is wrong 10 make
tham as plessant s possible). Thay axist
bacauss rhay are NEBcCessary.

As Trotsky wrote in A and Revalistion,
in a sociaty whera Lhera gre no classes tharm
will no langer be political struggles and
‘people will stop seeking in Marx's Caphal
for pracepts of their practical activity and
Capital will have become a historical doou-
ment, togathar with the programme of our
party.' Only whan socialism 5 establishad
will parties be abolished. Until than they are
an indispensible part of the struggle bet-
ween classes. In order 1o abolish parties it is
necessary 10 abolich classes, and this can
not be accomplishad without wading in the
muddy watars of the class struggle. No-one
has ever succeaded in owverthrowing
capitalisrm without bullding a party

Leninism and feminism

Sheils, Hilary and Lynne srgue that
faminists have been urging the need for a
form of politics which enables people 1o ex-

perience different relationships: “A Socialist
movement must help us find a way 1o meal
person o person — an inward as wall 8s an
extarnal aquality, (p. 146-7). Tha women's
liberation movemant has indeed con-
siderably widenad tha scope of politics. In
confronting collectively the seemingly in-
dividual problems of women it has widened
the scopa of political action.

Ten vears ago abortion and women's
gexuality in genaral, was not semething
that you would expect to hear discussed in
a Labour Party ward or a trada union
hranch meating.[8]. Neither would it have
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been possible, tor exampls, to win fhe sup
port of large sections of tha community &2
give councll grants o 8 Women's Akl
refuge for batered wives where the woman
them sehvas ran the retuge. Nor did the left
axpact 1o earn trom a sectional movement
about the connections between, TOr oaam:
pla, sexusl and racal opprassion and The
consequent need 1o oppose racist populs-
tion conwol policies,

The demand for woman's caucuses in
thit IMG was sean by some comrades as
outragecusly anti-Leninist, particularly the
demand fur unfetiered ceucuses (ones that
could decide themselves what they disouss-
ed and be convaned at any timal. Hilary
wiles: ‘one jeason why sociafism  has
become so sterite and dead o most work
ing class poaople in the post-war years is
because it has not, until recenty, hacoma
open to the understandings arrived at
thraugh the mavements of tha oppressad
groups ond classes’, (p. 7). By anraring into
areas of lite that ware previously concedved
of as private and parsonal 'who does the
housework, tha way children sre brought
up, tha quality of our friendships, éven the
way wea makea love and with whom' (p. 13}
the women's movament has shown the left
that it has more 10 learn from the oppressaed
than it was previously prepared 1o admit
Womaen have to challenge male domination
in their own lives if they want to ba political-
by ective. As B worman you have to fight to
be takan senously al work, in your Labaur
Parly branch, in a far lell group. You hava
to confronl sexism within your relation-
ships if you don't wanl 1o ha troddan an,
even though you know it's difficult always
to suoccesd. Shaila Huwt}gtham guoles

Sarah Benton on the impornanca of living
feminism aswell as fighting for it: ' “l's not
anaugh for the individual woman to “know’
she is possessed or dominated; in order not
to be possessed or dominatad, indeed in
order not o want 1o ha, thare must be an
altarnativa culure in which such values are
gman to be dominant and 1o be practised (in
however erratic a way) in rélation to which
ghe can see hersslf” ' |p. 128, The
women's movamant, especially becausa it
was a pioneering movemenl, gave women
that culture, and those values. Sistarhood

is powerful.




But does this fly in the face of the
Leninist approach to politics? | don't see
why it doss. The women's movement is
beginning to changa men's amthudes in
society at large. But it would be strange if
the partias of the left ware unaffected. Men
on tha left thought they were ‘above’ capi-
talist conditioning about sex roles before
they confronted faminism, Woman in laft
groups pointed outl that it wesn't enough to
have read about the ‘woman question’ but
that faminism meant challenging assump-
tions of male superiority, questioning ar-
rogant and dismissive practicas, taking tha
problem of childcare seriously, looking et
structures anew to see il they were op-
pressive — ‘seeing the world through the
ayes of women' as Trolsky once said.

The women's movement was 8 source
of swength for women in left groups
because it meant that wa had a new frame
of reference in which to approach Marxism
and Mardists. We could define politics
much more broadly. We wied to look for
the essentials of Marxism and get rid of tha
‘holy tablets” approach. Not all women in
laft groups wera nacessarily sympathetic to
the ‘organisad’ woman's mowamant but it
had a powerful impact on svery woman
naverthalass.

Mone of this, however, shouid lead us
to reject left wing parties as such. Of all the
institutions in capitelist socisty, warkars’
parties will probably prove to be among the
least resistant to the feminist critique of
social relations. Hilary underestimates the
impact of feminism on the parties of the far
left. She thinks it has been hmiled to
‘sectoral’ issues and not to the principles of
revolutionary politics. | think things have
gone further. Feminism has reasserted the
importanca of not belng dogmatic and
aconamistic, faults ro which many so
called Laninist parties in Britain have besn
prone. If you refusa to listen to problems
thrown up in a naw form in the class strug-
gle — women's oppression, national op-
preszion, nuclaar power, the problams of
youth, recism, the defence of weifare ser-
vices — then you are dogmatic, If you
refuse Lo look outsids the "paint of produc-
tion' and see the importance snd validity of
politics as a whole, and particularly the rola
of the modern state, then you are
economistic, Feminism has made Marxism
in Britain less dopmatic and less
economistic — neither of which it should
hava been in the first place. 1 has not simp-
Iy taught Marxism more about woimen. It
has taught Margism more about oppres-
sion.

Rosalind Petchesky puis this wall in
Dissolving the Hyphenl1). ‘Clearly, formsof
arganization and protest that arise out of
woman's ‘raproductive’ work and collective
consciousnass as reproductive workers —
like food nots and rent strikes and school
sit-ins — are not inharantly more or less
radical than other forms of struggle lke
trade-union organizing. in both casas, tha
extent 10 which such lorms are ravolution-
ary in content and efect will depand upon
their historical context, the quality of their
leadership, their connection to & mass
base, their adoption of a long range
strategy for wransforming all of society, and
50 forth.’

Yal the dislogue batwean Marxism and
feminism has not been a one way dialogue.
Marxism has hed a beneficial effect on the
women's movement. Sheila argues  that
women have come 1o socialism ‘without,
indead ohen despite, the intervention of
parties.” {p. 117). Of course, women reach
socialist consclousness in various ways.
Some come into contact with socialist
idaas through their femins!  activities,
without the ‘imervention’ of any far left
groups. But Sheila’s suggestion that the
process is 8 completely spontaneaus one is
untrue, A  comparison  between the
Arnerican and Britieh women's movemants
shows this clearly,

In the American women's movamant
there are women who identify with the
ideas of socialist faminism (hoth inand our-
side NOW — tha National Qrganisation of
Wamen| but tha dominant trand within the
mowement 5 not g3 radical 8s in Britein,
Unfortunately, (like the black chvil rights
movement), tha laaders of this movameant
have adoptad & parspectiva of winning
equal rights, not liberation for woman, by
sponsoring Democratic senators for Con-
gress, supporting a capilelist parly and get-
ting co-opted in the procass. They hava
even tried o evoid the problem of kesbien
women and the issue of abortion because it
might compromise their relationship with
the Democratic Party. MNor have they taken
up the problems of warking class women in
a systamatic way. The comparative back
wardnase of the American women's move-
ment I5 related 1o the wesknass of
American  Marxism and the political
weaakness af organised labour in geaneral. In
Britain the women’s movemant has gained
strangth from marxist ideas,

Marxsts raject the view that creating
alternative lifestyles is an adequate political
practice in itself. Women have every right
to e how they choose, with or without
men. Women are quite capable of enjoying
themsaives socially when men are not pre-
sent. Bul 'cultural feminism’ cannot be a
substitute for attacking the institutions that
structure the oppression of woman as a
group. Only a tiny section of tha population
can afford to creale a tofally shernative
lifestyle. Most women have to work with,
or often ‘under’ men. Many women cannot
afford nor 10 marry of live with a man, or
stay with their parents, even today. While
feminism invoives challanging our subor-
dinatian as woman, in whatever walk of life
we find oureelves, personal soclutions slone
cannal win liberation. We need 10 create a
new society, a society based on social plan-
ning t frea women from domestic
drudgery, to creata tha collective structures
that ara necessary for sociaty as a whole 10
taka the responsibility for childcare,

Many woman including the authors of
Heyond the Fragments agrea with this view
of women's libaration. That is why so many
of the ‘campaigners’ in the women's move-
ment, in the abortion campaign, the cuils
campaigns, the Woman's Aid Federation,
ideritify themselves as ‘socislist femmisis’.

Of course, not only socialist feminists
invohee themselves in campaigns, Radical
and revolutionary feminists have, for ex-
ample,consisiently taken up the issua of
violence against women. Bul because of

their hostility 10 working with men they
downplay issues that forca them into
alliances with tha labour movement, such
as shortion. This was graphically lustrated
by tha recent anti-Corfie damonstrabon
whara Revolutionary Faminists chantad the
slopan ‘Mot tha umions, not tha stats,
waoman must decide their fata’.

Thare is no contradiction batwean
Marxisrm and feminism it personal chenges
ara placad within a contaxt of fighting far
stuctural changes in society, one com-
plamenting rather than contradicting the
otnar,

Conclusion: Going beyond
the fragments

The history of the marmist movermenl 1§
richer and more heterogenous than meny
marxists believe, Hilary explains this in the
imroduction to Bavond the Fragments and
Sheila refers 1o the discontinuity that our
generation has with the past. The rise of
fascism, the domination of the labour
miwemant by Stalinism and tha onlkd war
broka into the continuity of the keas of
clessical marxism. In re-astablishing revolu-
tinnary politics a& part of tha mainetream of
socialist tredition it is necessary 1o lock at
other brends of socialism and assess the
contribution af tha mvolubonanss.

Sheila, Hilary and Lynne launch a big at-
tack on ‘Leninist’ parties. They place them
in 8 completely separate camp, as it they
aré much more pamicious than parties
such as the Labour Party. Many peopla’s
idea of a Leninist party is colourad by the
Stalinst models of the past, and unfortu-
nately ell too many far kefl groups have im-
ititated these models the Warker's Revalu-
tionary Party of Garry Healey s only the
mast grotesque example). But what Lenin
himself argued for was @ mass working
class party that was internally democratic
(though united in action) and possessed of
@ revolutionary programme.

On the other hand, experience has
shown that a democratic end disciplined
party regime is almost impossible for parties
that are not revolutionary, The Labour Par-
1y, for example, is corrup! 10 the core, a liv-
ing self-contradiction. It claims m be
soclalist, yet betrays socialism at svery
turn. That is why the Labour Party lsaders
ancouraga s larga insctive membership thar
can be used to support the right wing. And
that is why tha party is run buresucratically.
Labaur MPs ara nat accountable to the par-
ty, nor truae to the manifesto on which they
gre slected. Tha parismentary deputies
have avan formed their own separate party,
the FLP, which is beyond the control ol the
membership of the parent party. Labour
MPs and cabinet ministers flagrantly violate
every norm of democracy and party
discipline. The ‘liberality’ of the Labour Par-
ty s in reality a cover for rule by a clique of
pangsters, Making people feel powerless,
stupid and inarticulate is the hallmark of
refarmist politics. Reformism is alitist to tha
cora,

What made it necessary for revolution-
aries 1o build separate, communist parties
was the support that tha parties of the Se-
cond International gave to the imparialist
war, Later, tha Third International commit-
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t=d comparable betrayals. Al this
destroyed the unity of the labour move-
ment. Leninism, in principle, stands for &
mass workers party committed to revolu
sonary politics, to an activist membership,
and o internationalism, free debame and
wmesd gotion. Al political parties require
certan norms. Lebour Party members for
sxample are nightly demanding that MPs
srgue for the party programme in Parlia
ment and be subject 1o re-selection by the

In the IMG we demand & greatar activist

commitment and a more critical membar-
ship. But we do not see a Leninist party as
an infallible mystic entity as Hilary, Sheila
and Lynne seem to suggest, On the con-
trary, it is hecause we know that mistakes
will be made that wa insist that certain
democratic nghts must be guaranteed
within a workers party. Of coursa, everyona
knows ex-IMG membars who complain that
the model doesn't alweys correspand 1o
radlity. But than naithar does the model of
sistarhood that tha women's movemeant
projects.

Members of 8 workars party must have
the right to debate out any issua they
choose at conferance. They must have tha
right 1o form ideological groupings both on
particular issues and to organise to change
party leaders if a grouping thinks such a
step is necessary. (The IMG respactively
uses the tarms tendencies and factions for
such groupings.] They must have access to
bulleting to pul forward their views. There
must be reports of discussions on the
i=adership at branch meetings. Minority
viewnaints must be represented on leading
bodies elacted by national conferences.
Claar simpla Structures are necessary where
p=ople know who makes what decisions.
Thasa facilitate control.

| do not ssa why, In continuity with
cizsmcal Marxism, Leninists should not be
sble to learn from movements of the op-
pressed, as they did in tha nineteenth cen-
tury. | do not accepl the barriers that Sheila
puts betwean ‘Leninism’ and the Chartists
or the Revolutionary Syndicalists.

It is true that the modem far laft had no real
understanding of the culture of sub-
ordination, ‘of the emotional components
of consciousness’ before the women's
movement, and, 0 an extent, the black

movement, brought thess issues to tha sur-
face.

Fermninism was indead unexplorad tarri-
tory for Marxism, and many Marxists at first
rafused to set cut on the journey. It has
taken over a decade for many Marxists to
underatand that male domination of
womern 15 a iving relationship and has 1o be
tackled bath in everyday lifa and at the lavel
of paolitical priorities. Some Leninist groups
have refused to learn but not all. Feminism
a3 had 8 more profound impeact on the far

left than tha authors of Seyond the
Fragmenls admil. Few far left groups in
Britain today igrore the question ol
women’'s oppression although meny of
them refuse 1o support the ‘autonomaous’
movemant of women,

The meaction of the left 1o the woman's
movement highlights the problems facing
Marxism in Britain. Despite opparrunitias
for growth and collaboration the far laft re-
mains small and sactarian. This paralysis,
combined with defensivenass sbout thaory,
has left the situation open both for ‘worker-
ism' which disregards new movemants at
one extrema and the ‘abstruse high thaory
which has bacome a form of practice
among acadamic Marxists’ (p. 32) on the
othar. Many far left groups in Britain today
face problems of competitiveness,
dogmatism, factionalism, ridicule, intellec-
tualism, workerism. Partly becausa they are
young organizations, partly becauss they
are 50 divided, they are not self-conscious
anough of these weaknesses,

The IMG is not immune from these
pressures. But, the IMG perhaps more than
any other far left group, has attempted to
confront these problems by it commitmant
to opan debate, unity in action, and revolu-
tionary regroupment, abortion, lIreland,
socialist democracy and regroupmant,to
say nothing of its long-standing participa-
tion in the debates in tha women's move-
ment. Tha IMG suffars brom other
waaknassas. It has a very long way to go in
developing Marxist theory in Britain, and
more women, black and working class
comradas in the IMG as well as many
socialists outsida tha IMG must play their
part in this work. Despile all our weak-
nesses, | would suggest that the
democracy of the far left is immeasurably
greater and more real than that of the
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CPGR whera the fedaraiizm of the intellec-
twals |8 contrested with the centralmm of
the trade unionists and whera the member-
ship hag no raal influance in deciding party
policy.

Az Hilery points oul, the main problem
facing the left s the tremendous staying
power of the Labour Party. Even roday,
after five years of & reactionary Labour
government, we see meny erstwinie revolu
tionaries joining the Labour Party saduced
by the prospect that parhaps this tima it
mighl ba possible for the left 1o win a raal
victory against the right. At tha back of
ther minds lies the vain hape thar tha
Labour Party cen be transformed, The
myriad of Trotskyist groups. incapable of
contgining their differences within the
framework of a comman party organiza-
fioh, does not anhance tha attractivenass
of the far laft as an alternative 1o the Labour
Party

The fusion of the two largest far lefl
organisations, the IMG and lhe SWP,
would have a dramatic effact on the avolu-
ricn of Marxism in this country. It would be
a wary powarful pola of amraction o
ferninists. 1t would have a far widar in-
fluence than the sum of the two organisa-
tions together because it would challenge
tha idea that Leniniem k& monolithic. It
would base itself on the idea that partias are
not buill around this or thar twactdc, but
should group together all those whao fight
for tha interests of the working class, all
who defand the politics of revolution not
reform, and all those who want 1o ses the
working class class take power

We, too want 1o go beyond the frag-
mants. We want tha far left in Britain to
gather its fragmentad forces and build a
socialist party broad enough 1o link all the
revoblutionary traditions that the Britsh
labour movermant has produced, including
socialist faminism, with the experence of
revolutionaries internationally. This is why
we are committed 1o building a revolution-
ary internationsl — tha Fourth Intarnational

at the same time as national parties. We
do nat think this can ba dona by dissolving
ourselves inta the mass movemant. We do
not think revolutions can ba made without
parties, or without & pragramme. We think
mavemnants and parties heve different jobs
to do and both can contribute 1o the build-
ing of socialism if they are prepared to learm
from one another.

Footnotes

1. Rosalind Fetchesky, "Dissolving tha hyphen',
in Zillah R. Emsenstein led.) Capitalbist patrarchy
and the case for socialist ferninrsm. New York,
Monthly Review Press, 1979, p.386.

References to Beyond the fragmeants throughout
the artiche are to the revesed edition:

Shelia Rowbotham, Lynne Segal and Hilary
Wairmaright, Beyond the fragments, Famsm
and the making of sociahsm. London, Marlin
Prass, 1973, Ravisad editian, —k
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Altgrnative Economic Strafegv

The Alternative Etconomic
Strategy: o tritique

By Alan Freeman

The British left faces a deep crisis of policy
and orientation. Between 1974 and 1978
the sxpactations of the lebour movement
wene dashed under twio successive Labour
governmants, it previous victories against
the Tores undane by its own govarnmeant
and leaders in one of the worst attacks an
living conditions since the war. The
subsequant elactoral defaat has delversd
the workers into the hands of a Tary
government that makes Selsden man look
like a pinko socialist.

In this contaxt the Lebour laft,
particularly the wing led by Tany Benn,
developed the idea of an Alemative
Economic Strategy |AES), cutting edge of
their challenge 10 the policies of the party
lesdership. Al the October 1979 party
caonferance, tha Bannite (abour Activst
{no. 7. October 1979) featured the
following, fairly representative platform:

*1) Britsin should act in advance of
ather countries to expand her sconomy and
ratum 1o full employment.

‘2) There should be an explicit plan for
raflation and a meturn to full employmant,
including increases in public spending of
£3000 million a wyear, financed ot by
personal tax increases bur [argely by
savings on unemployment benefits and
higher tax yelds from economic growth.

A} To pravent a tlood of imports that
thesa polickes might create, Britain will plan
a growth of imports broadly egual o its
growth of axports end will plan an
increased shara of trada with the Third
Waorld within this total,

‘d) The government should specifically
maka full amploymant its first prionty. By
full employment, we maan a reduction 10
750,000 unemployed within two yaars, 8s &
result of expansion and import planning,
and to under 500, 000 within two years after
sustained implementation of the industrial
sirategy.

‘Gl Companies should be required to
enter into planning agreements with the
governmaent of the day, and in co-operation
with the unions. The government should
have the power to take big companies into
public ownership wharever necessary.

') Thesa proposals make our aim of
democratic  accountability even  more
important. We must make a reality of
Industrial damocracy, bring in a Freedom ol
Information Act, and make the government
accountable to Pariament.’

With the fall of the government,

progremmes of this type have become
falong with the issue of innar-pary
democracyl a focus of struggle in the party,
the left's answer 1o the Tories’ monelarst
policies and to Callaghan’s sustarity. Many
vanants, both left and nght, have
appearad, but all have prominantly featurad
four mamn recommendations,

1. The government should respond to
the economic crisis by stimulaiing
AXDENon, n.wtmg pubilic ulpaﬂmm

variants by an extension of publc
awnership into key industrial sectors, in the
more mainsiream  versions by planning
agreements with tha hig manopolies.

3. The power of financial institutions
and hig business should be curbed by a
comhination of daterminad government
action and an extension of industrial and
popular democracy.

4, Rigid price and import controks
and, in somea varsions, incomas policy —
should be used 1o offset the effects of such
palicies on inflation and the balance of
payments.

The exponents of such policies as thesa
boast of their realiem. But can the
recommendad measures actually offar tha
working class lasting reform in tha
framework of 8 ‘mixed economy’'? How far
can such policies take tha working class if
they are put in practice by a left
government? These guestions, which | will
try to answar in this article, are far from
idle. The Allende government in Chile tried
lo implemenl & very similar package. As
Europaan capital sinks deepar into the mira,
govemnmants that try 1o tread tha ‘middla
road’ of an AES may well be propalled to
powar. Theoratical considerations about
Alternative Economic Strategy would then
become eminently practical.

Theories and bases of AES

Two figures have been especially
prominant in =haping AES policies.
Anthony Wedgawnood-Benn, now haading
the Lebour left's leadership chellenge, has
been the major popularizer. But tha most
consistant theorist is undoubtedly Stuart
Holland, who has produced the most
detalled and coharant blusprinis. He was
instrumental in shaping the 1974 manifesto,
which he defended in Staregy for

Sovcishzm | Spokesman, 1975) and the mora

alsborata Tha Socialist Challenge (Quarmat,

1876). In his mgent works, including
Beyond Capitalist Planning  (Blackwall,
Oxford, 1978), he has developed and

extended these ideas in the light of the
axparance of the 1874 Lahour governmant.
Further reflections on this expearience
appear in his essay 'Caphtal, Labour and the
State,’ in Whar Wem Wrong |Spokesman,
19790, & collection of essays on the fallure
of the 1974-79 povernmaent.

Holland's is not the only argumant for
the AES, nor the only version. Bran
Sadgamcre of the Trbune group has
presented his own wversion, including 8
stranpgar commitmeant 1o Incomas policy
and solactiva import controls, in The How
and Why of Socabsm [Spokesman, 1877,
p. 30). Tha views of the Communist- Party
influsncad Inft may ba founded In an article
by the London CSE group in Capitel and
Cigss, no. 8. Geoff Hodgson has defended
his own version in the pamphlat Socabst
Econormie Strategy (ILP, London, 1378);
his wiews have bean further developed in
anothar pamphlat entitled ‘Aitent” and’ the
Alternative Economic Strategy |Clause 4,
1979). He has upheld the important idea,
which we will discuss below, that the AES
should be supported as @ transitional
strategy towards socalsm. The TUC
imaders also have their own AES, wall to
Haolland's right, and the Bennite left has

consistently  fought  for  ahernative
sirategies close 1o those of Lhe trede
unions.

Any serious critigue of the AES,
howewat, must begin with Holland's ideas,
which embody an approach that merits tha
tite of a ‘theory” of the AES. Other
advocates, like Sedgemore, Hodgson, and
Benn himzelf, draw primarily on Holland's
work, and most criticisms of his ideas apply
equally to other versions ol the AES,
Holland's basic argumant may be
summarized in four parts, as follows,

1. In the 1950s the Kaynesman revolution
seemed 1o have ‘not only solved the
problems of mass unemployment, but had
made feasibla an indirect control of the
economy itself. It was argued that if the
State secured control of the
aggregate demand, the prohit molive and
private self-intarest would ensure  the

level af

response of an afficiant supply of goods

and eervices in the public interast,
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| Strategy for Sociaksm, p.13.)

Keynesian policies thus bacame the
ha=is of &8 new orthodoxy, popularized in
the writings of Anthony Crosland,
sccording ta  which the State could
compensate for tha deficiencies of private
capital and the market without abalishing
githar, ‘It (Keynes’ theory] not only swept
acedemic thinking, but also challenged the
socialist cleim that only public management
of supply could ensure econamic efficiency
end social justice. It implied that, subjact to
8 general role as umpire, spandar and
plannar, and within a general framework of
progressive taxation, the State could
achieve the ends of sacialiem with only a
limitad degree of socialization of
ownership, This provided a fundamenial
link between Keynasian thought &and
postwar Social Democratic thinking.’
(Strategy for Sociaksm, pp. 13-14,)

2. But tha experience of the 1964 and later
governments shows that this thinking is no
longer valid. ‘Since 1970, the Labour Party
has come 1o question the parmanance of
the Kaynesian revolution. The awarenass of
this need stemmed partly from the
deflationary package of July 1968, which
anded the expansionary hopes of tha
National Plan, and with it most of the hopes
for a planned re-distribution of incoma and
increasa in walfare on which the 1864
govarmment had come to power. But the
new ewareness stemmed also fram the
patant failura of the efforts of the 1870-74
Conservative governmenl o promolé a
sustained increase in investment supgply
through management of demand, and a
realization thal the British economy was
facing s degres of crisis unprecedented
since the early thirties.” |Strategy for
Socialsm, p.18.)

3. The failure of state intervantion was not
tha result of termporary or accidental factors
like the increase in oil prices. Maither,
howewer, was it the product of any intrinsic
waaknass. New factors have coma into
play, neutralizing tha effects of traditional
policy:

‘This present and continuing crisis in the
British economy reflects a fundamental
changa in the structure of modern
capitaliem both at home and abroad. The
main reason for the crisis has not 50 much
been the misapplication of Keynesian
tachniques of demand management as
their erasion by a naw mode of production
which has diarced macro policy from
micro structure.’ | The Socialist Chalfenge,
pp. 14-15.)

Maost impaortant is the rise of ferge-scale
buginess, or ‘'meso-acanomic sactors’, 1o
tha point that national states can no longer
control the economy:’

‘Our economies have been subject to
the rapid growth and increasing influence
of very powerful large firms described here
and elsewhers as the *‘masoc-economic”
sactor, a new phenomenon betwesan micro-
economics and macro-economics. This
sector does not respond to overall demand

management by the public authorities in
the same way as an economy based on
small tirms. Tha structura of competition
itsell has been wanstormed and operates
under new “rules of the game".'

4, This calls far a new approach. The
governmant must invalve itself directly in
decisions that affect production and
supply, with the aim of countervailing
monopoly @and multinational power. 11 muyl
force big power-centres to comply with
sacially determined needs

Holland's strategy

Holland's splution is often hard 10 interpret.
His asbundant socialist rhatoric supgests
that he stands for the abalition of privaie
capital, aven for a revolutionary attack on
it. At the beginning of Straregy for
Soc/alism ha defines capitalism as a8 clags
sociaty and raiterstes thet the goal of
socialism is the abolition of class division
and inequality: ‘Class bias is no accidant. It
stems essantially from the structure ol
power and unequal incomes necessary. fior
tha functionary of a capitalist system hasad
on massively unegual rewards as thea so-
called incentiva to efficiency.

‘This cannot ba cvarcome through more
fiddiing with tax rates and indirect
incentives by the governmant. It can only
be transformed through @& radical
equalization of wealth, a socialist
programme  for public ownarship and
control of the means of production, and
new social controls of the expanditura and
use of enerprise in the trensformed
systam.' The very next paragraph, howevar
(written in 19740, tells us, apparently
without irony, that ‘in practice, such a
socialist programme for new public
gnterprise and social control lies at the
heart of the new direction in Lebour Party
policy since 1870, as any referance to the
publishad texts of Party documents or this
book will clearly demcnstrate.”

Closer study shows that Holland's
propossls fall far short of a socialist
takeover of production in the asccepted
sense. In The Socialist Chalenge |p. 158] he
describes his project as one of
‘resolutionany reforms’ aimed principally st
the meso-economic sector: ‘I {the meso-
aconomic sector) is so deeply entrenched
that nothing short of a transformation of
the mode of production, distribution and
axchange within this secfar can pul a
socialist government in @ position 1o mastar
gconomic policy and radically increase
social expenditure,” (Emphasis added.)

The amphasized phrase is tha kay to
Holland's pictura of socialist
transformation. His naw  ‘mode  of
production’ amounts not to the averthrow
of capitalist ownarship of preduction, even
in the monopoly sectar, but simply to the
revarssl or counter-action of the naw power
ol the big firms. This is spelled out as
follows (pp. 159-180): ‘any such strategy
must, in the first instance, secure a
transformation of tha mode of production

in the multinational or mescecOnOmic
sector of the sconomy... such &
transformation of the mesoeconomic mode
of praduction does not need the extension
af public ownership and conirol lhrough
the entire sector, But it doss nead decisive
action 10 bring individuel leader firms in the
main industries snd sarvices imo public
ownership and contral, ...

‘Such an axtansion of public swnarship
inta some rather than all of ths
mesoaconomic firme clearly nesd not
axclude further extension of public
ownership.... But it s important to
distinguish between the scale of tha initial
extension of public ownership that is
nacessary 1o raversa the imbalance aof
public and private powar in the meso
sector, and the further extension of ths
same or differant forms of ownership and
control. Essantially, no rransformation will
be possible unless @ criticel minimum of
laading firms in the mesc-sector is brought
into public ownership and contral. Gn
average, four to five firms contral the upper
haif or twenty of the twenty-twa main
industrial and services sectors ol the
economy. One in four to one in fve ol thesa
firme must be socislized through new
public ownership and control if we are tn
bagin the critical transformation of private
mesgacanambe power, This was part of tha
analytical case bahind Labour's Opposition
Graan Paper on what came ta be known as
the “20 w 25 compenies”.' (Emphasis
pdded.)

This is far from soclallst transtometion
as wa understand it. ‘One in four 10 ona in
fiva' in tha maso-economic seclon Means
gbout one-tenth of the capitel in the
economy. What is seen as important s not
to end capitalist ownership but 10 ‘change
the mix' betwsan public and private
onarshin.

How can this bnng such dramatic
change? It will work bacausa it is only parl
of @ much mare general assault on maso-
economic power. The attack, Holland
argues, must come from two directions:
the govenment and the workers.

The govarnment should oblige all majar
companies (those with £80 million or mare
wrnoverl] 10 enter  into  planang
agreements, These create a8 machanism
whereby Investmant can be planned in
gecordance with public need, so as 10
control investrment and supply. This would
crasta a ‘systematized bargaining process
between the povemmant and the giant
private and public corporations’ (p. 231).
Although company managemant ‘would be
left free to Initiate its own programmes’ (p.
232), tha state would intervena with carrol
and stick to 'determine whather or not
these programmes conformed with ifs
aconomic and socisl objectives’ (p. 230, Its
mathod of intervention wiould be ‘lass than
wholly  imperative, but mora  than
indicative’. It would have power lo offer
discriminatory incentives: grants,
assistance, access W0 planning information,
atc, And it would have limited, rather
vaguealy defined, veto powers.
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Industrial democracy and
planning agreements

It could be argued that this is exactly what
governments have bean trying to do for the
past thirty years with regional palicy, using
Industrial Davelopment Certificates as a
stick and regional subsidies as a carrol —
with appalling results. Holland argues that
i Things will halp avoid past mistakes.

First, public ownership will sllow
government access 10 detslled knowledge
ot the conditions under which business
operates — cost structure, technical
knowledge, etc. This will stop businass
‘hiinding the government with techrical
and commercial knowladpe'. This 1§ very
much the role the British MNorth Saa Oil
Company was seen as playing, Public
anterprize will also be able 1o sct as leader,
going inlo areas where monopoliss have
besn unwilling to commit themsalves, and
s0 showing that investmen! possibilites
exist and even spearheading thair
axploitation. This will also threaten big
firms with loss of markets and
opportunities if they do not follow such a
lpad.

Second, the relation between workars
and industry must be changed by & very
widespread democratization: “there s a
crucial step in the process of ransforming
the present hiararchical and oligarchic
structures of decision-making throughaout
British sociely. This i the axercise of state
pawar in the area of industrial democracy
and workers' seif-managemeant through
“ppening the door’’ on both information
end  decision-taking. The  central
governmant will decisively the axtent LD
which it is preparad, literally, to open tha
corridars of power 1o working people from
firms, industries snd services of stralegic
importance in the economy as a whola, It
will also do so by the extent to which it
"apens the books"" on kay ereas of decision
making which involve no state security in
any legitimate sense of the term, nor
commarcial security caoncerning the fulure
viability of firms and enterprisss. Thase ara
the kinds of changes ...which have been
anticipated in Lebow's Programme 1873.
| The Sociaiist Chalange, pp. 161-162.)

What emergas is a programme of
governmant economic reforms, enacted by
the existing state machine and backed up
by popular democracy at grass-roots level,
This will change the basis of the economy,
countar maso-sconomic power, and put
tha government and state back in tha
driving seat, Nationalizathon of the ‘twenty-
five firms', planning agreements, and
popular democracy — thesa will place
workers in control of the transformation
process end launch us on the socialist road,
Parhaps tha most important gquestion o
consider at the outsat is the cause of the
present economic crisis. Hollend maintaing
that becsuse of tha rnisa of the
multinatianals, povarnmants ara no longar
agble ©t master the economy. The
implication ks that govarmment inlerention
was rasponsible for postwar prosparity n

the first place and that this prosperity is
breaking down under the impact of a
basically new element: monopoly
domination. As we shall, naither of thess

suppositions stands up 1o analysls.

The postwar boom and state
intervention

Lat us begin with the postwar boom. Not
only Holland hut alsn Hodgson, who ought
to know better, makes much of the slleged
'Keynesian  solution” o capitalism’s
problams, which is supposed 1o refule
‘wulgar Mandsm' and its forecasts of
inevitable economic crisis, But both
consistently fail 1o mention one small paint:
pafore  Keynasian mathods of state
intervention were adopted, the warld
passed through twenty years aof slump,
fascism, war, and counter-revalution,
Keynes's genius must be measurad against
such factors ss the destruction of the
organizations of the working classes of
Japen, Germany, and Spain, and their
severe dislocation in nearly all othar majar
countries; the division of the world ino
‘sphares of influence’ between the world's
biggest imperialist powers and tha first
revolutionary socialisl power, quarantining
tha revalution and guarantesing long-tarm

stable investrent [roERAcTS; the
restructuring of the major capitalist
BCOnomies through the slump,

rearmament, and the postwar application
of military technology; and last but not
laast, the emerganca of the United States
a5 a new hegemanic world power able to
act as policeman and banker for the
impariaiist powers.

These political factors scarcaly figure in
the economic accounts given by AES
supporters. But this sanously undermines
the pillar of Holiand's schema, If Keynasian
mathods were not the cause of postwar
stability but mther a consequence of &
much wider phenomenon, than what
guarantees do we have that they will work
now? In this context, il 15 certainly rélevant
1o our analysis whathar Keynesian methods
wene imposed on the capitalists by the state
or deliberately developed and applied by
the leading capitalists. If these methods
ware usable only becausa thay were
acceptable to the capitalist class, then it
may well be much more difficult to apply
them.if the capitalist class resists.

Who really ploneered Keynesian
mathods? Most Socisl Democratic writings
suggast that they were first formulated by
the postwar socialisis in the wake of the
climactic tlumph of the 1945 Lebour
govarnment. The suggestion i3 whilly
lusory. Swaaping stata intervention wos
first introduced in tha wartima aconcmies
of 1914-1B, end developed 1o its fullest
axtent by the italian end German foscosls
The bourgeoisie leernt state intarvantion in
the school of Tescim and war,

The hasis of the welfare stats in Britaln
wias laid not by the Labour Party but by the
wartime coalition. Tha Education Bill was
passed in 1944, the Bevendge reforms weng

"well mapped out before the alection, and

for the most part Labour implemented an
agreed arrangament with the capitalists of
the day. Attles writes of tha wartime
coaliton: ‘| hove very pleasant memones of
working with my collsaguss in  tha
Governmant. It was very spidom that any
Party issue arose 1o divide us, until the last
siage, when | think they waere designedly
fomented by certsin persons. Ususlly
epplying our minds 1o the actual problems
which faced us. we ceme 10 an agreement
as to what was the best course.... guile
rgturally, in war, whan the public good
must  teke  precedence  ower  private
interests, the solutions had @ strong
socialist fiavour.” (Cited by R, Miliband In
Parffamantary Socialism, p. 275.)

In fact, the capitelist class imposed clear

limits on what the 1945 government could
do. In 1948 the government foolishly
ambarked on the nationalization of tha iran
and steel industry,
in & sop to the lefl, frustrated by the
wholesale retreat from the rest of its
programme. As Miliband comments, “of all
the Labour Government's nationalization
maasures, the nationalization of jran and
steal was the only ome which entailed a
gerious threat to the “privete sector’”’.
{ Pariiamentary Socialism, p. 288]
Attlee writes of this measure: ‘thera was
not much opposition 1o our nationalization
proposals. Only iron and stesl aroused
much fealing.’

This bill becarmea the target of an intense
anti-nationalization campaign. By
September 1949 the insurance companies
‘had set up 400 anti-nationalization
committees up and down the country on
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which 4,000 employees were warking after
offica hours to publicize their objections to
the Labour Party proposals. Insurance
agents also constituted a ready-made army
of canvassers.’ [Nicolas, p. 72, cited by
Miliband, p. 302.)

Tata and Lyle organized a campaign
basad on the figura of Mr. Cube. His
picture and anti-nationalization slogans
appeared on two million suger packages,
100,000 ration-book holdars distributed free
to housewives, and on all delivery trucks.
Material was sent to 4,500 schools. More
than 3,000 spesches and lactures were
delivered in factories and working men's
clubs; £200,000 was spent on advertising.

Even the House of Lords sprang to life,
stopping the govermment making any
appoiniments 1o the lron and Steel
Corporation until 1 October 1980, and
prohibiting the transfer of any propertias
until 1 January 1951 — after the genaral
alection,

When these ‘purely electoral’ tactics
failed to prevent the election of a second
Labour pgovernment, the steel bossoes
systematically sabotaged  the  bill,
organizing a deliberate policy of non-co-
aparation with the lron and Steel board
among middle and lower managament. On
19 Septembar 1860 the minkster of supply
explained that when he invited
representatives of the stesl inierests 4o
submit the names of ‘experiencad man who
would be acceptable to thair fellow
industrialists for inclusion in the
Corporation’, the Executive Commimes of
the lron end Steel Federation refused 10
respond, ‘on the grounds that in their
apinion tha government had no mandate (o
carry out the Iron and Steel Act’. They
warned ma’', he continued, '...that the
Corporation, deprived of such people,
would be unable successfully w0 plan the
steal industry. Further, | was informed that
avary effort would be made to dissuade any
important man | might approach from
sarving on the Corporation.... In short,
these people decided to threaten, and
indead they did carry out, a political strike’.
Thare was ‘@ gentleman’s agreamant
throughout firms in the industry nol lo
serve on the Corporation’,

In other words, when the capitalists’
intarasts clashed with lthe government,
they did not hesitate 10 call on the solidarity
of the entire class 1o sabotage the most
slemantary attermpt st etate control — and
they succeaded.

The policy of the postwar state was
quitea consciously talored to meet three
central purposes. First, a homogeneous,
relatively well-provided and literate sami-
skilled labour force able 1o service high-
technology  productive  capital  was
required. The state thersfora assumad
functions like heslth, social security, and
education, which individual capitalists
could not suppart. Second, the state
intervened directly in the cycle of capitalist
accumudation.  Government  expenditure
became a major alement of the aconomy,
moving into sectors like coal, transport,

and energy, that were essential for capital
a5 a whole, bul could no longer genarale
sufficient profits to attract investmant by
individual capitalists, The state usad it
augmented economic weight to inflect the
growth of capital. ‘Indicative planning’ was
inaugurated in an attempt to parsuadsa
entreprenaurs to invest in accordance with
tha paneral interasts of national capital.
Memers ware ancouraged. Grants and
subsidies were distribuled o aller the
patterns of amploymant and wealth n &n
attempt 1o improve the compatitiva
position of British capital on tha world
markel,

Third, for the first time in the absenca of
war, governmant loan-espanditune  was
usad 10 dampen the capitalist boom-slump
cycle and to maintain full employmant. Tha
state would intervena o prevent slumps
runming their course, going nto debt during
racassions to buy capitaiist produca that
would otherwise have failed w0 find &
market. The technigue B known as
‘creating demand’. Tha government and
the large financial institutions elso "officially
sanctioned’ and took part in dabr craation
as a principal means of financa. Commodity
money (such as poidl was gradually
replaced by paper maney, which in thaany
was backed no flonger by real commodities
but by capitelized or expected [future
Incoma.

In theory the siste would also retrieve
these debis in time of  boom, thus
preventing the aconomy from praparing 1o
produce mors than it couid sell. But this
gimply did nat happan — and hara ias the
crux of the present crisis of stale
intervention. Debi, both public and private,
rosa constantly. The result was &
continuous,  irraversible, and  aver-
increasing siffation of paper money, As the
years wore on, government expenditure
proved less and kess able to hold back
slumps. The amount ol expenditure
required callad forth more and more
homendous rates of inflation and ganerated
ever more massive debls, on such a scale
that real risks of the bankruptcy of big
banks and even whole smates began to
loom. Successive govermments camea 10
face 8 siark choce between inflation and
unemploymeant, batwean unacceptable
levals of loan expenditure combined with
inflation rates of 15-20%, and a refurn 10
the unemployment figures of the thirties.

Until recently, however, this policy met
the needs of the dominant capitalists, for
whom widespraad price-cuts during slumps
were increasingly unacceptable and who
wanted 1o buy social peace by taking the
sdge off the eftects of recessions on the
working class. The proportion of capital
tied up in large units of fixed capital became
very large. It became ever more imperative
that thiz capital nat suffer suddean and
disastrous devaluation, or the capitalists
would not be sble to risk expansion.
Demand management to keap prices up
and prevent bankruptcies, far from
conflicting with monopoly interests, was
the perfect countarpart o their

conservative policies of price-fixing throwgh
restriction of supply and ol maintaining
profit levels adequate to keep the most
backward producers aficat.

Three basic conditions must prevail H
this state intervention is to ba acceptable 10
and effective for the leading capitalists.

1. Tha avaraga profitability of the capitalist
class must not suffer. State intervention
must increase, and nol decrease, the
growth opportunibies of the copitalisl class
gs a whole. In a enisss of profitability like the
present. one, the state must actively
transfer income from workers to capitelisis,
which Is exactly what the 1974-79
government did. Not anly did it Impres an
incomes policy that cut real wages by 12
par cent in three yaars, it also pumped more
than £3,000 million directly out of the social
services and into the hands of tha
capitalists in the shepe ol grants and
subsidies.

2. The mator of capitalist growih
surplus or super-profit — must remain
intact. I capitalists are 10 explore new
prospects Ior investment, they must be
gssured not oply of the average rate ol
profit, but the passibility of a kigher than
gverage profit such that they can enrich
thamsalves at the expense of other
capitelists. They need control over tha
maverment of capital. This & not an
incidental feature of capitalist behaviour,
hut the sssance ol Dourgecis power,
Capiral thar cannaot ba spant where ils
owner wills simply ceases to be capital,
because il ceases to be pgenerally
convertibla, can no longer be used 1o make
surplus profits, and loses jts value as
anything excepl a source of unsarned
income, at a fixed rate, or a simpla stora of
value, in which case it might as well be put
in & bank or a bedsock.

3. The capitalists must be satisfied that
the political climate can guarantes stable
profits, st least over the accounting or
turnover period of fived capital |generally
seven to eight years, but as much as tyenty
years for an  investment in new
technology). This requires proper military
defence of the foreign and sirategic
interests of all capital. And it calls far
guarantees spainst unwelcoma interference
by the working class. Amongst big
business's strongest objections to Bann's
economic policies, which would make
perfect sense under a fascist government o
with & weak and disorganized working
class, i= that Benn would be unable mo
control working-class resistance 1o the
profitabla reconstruction of industry. Thay
do not fear Benn — what they fear is what
the working class might do if it took him
seniously.

In conclusion, stale intervention i neither a
socialist invantion nor a universal answer 1o
capitalism’s problams. Full-scala ‘walfare
stale’  imervention, coupled with full
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employmant, can be used only under vary
specific conditions. It is thus very importam
1o decde whether these conditions prevail
todey, and whather they can ba brougin
0 SESIence

The crisis of state

Hollsnd explains the fallure of Keynaesisn
methods 35 follows: ‘such a crisis (as the
present economic one} reflacts A
fundamantal change in the structure of
moadermn capitalism .... The competitiva firm
of micto-economic theory was toa small o
influgnce macro-economic aggregates such
a5 national investment, trade and
employment. Even in collusion, it was
generglly held, they could not seriously
influence the price level sat by sovaraign
consumers. Such theory still has relevance
ta the thousands of small companies which
the giants are sgueezing into the bottom
half of industry., But /n between these
micro-economic firms and tha macro-
aconomic leval of govemnment policy, the
new giants heve introduced an imarmediate
ar meso-economic sector ... Raising prices
has always been the prerogative of the
monapaly. It is a key feature of their private
power and public rresponsibility.

‘Under the capialist structure of the
turn of the century ... the consumer could
choose between many firms in the top half
of any given industry or market, and this
tendad to keep prices down.' | Strategy for
Socializm, pp. 17-18.]

This is simply false. Monopohes do not
have unlimited power 1o reise prices; all
capilalists try to do this, and what stops
them iz not consumer freedom of choics
but competition between capitals; and
monopolies have not escaped competition
batwaan capiials.

Tha key datarminant of competition is
not the number of firms present in the
markaet but whether fresh capital is free fo
mave in and take advantaga of high profits.
Once we realize this, we can sea that the
classical effects of monopoly came 10
dominate world capitalism no less than hall
a century earfier than Holland claims,
because even guite large numbers of
producers were able to combing and
associate to prevenit new entry. No
qualitatively new stage of monopoly was
reached in 1964, because not even the
mightiest world conglomaraie is eble
absolutely to restrict new competitors,
Every big league firm knows Tull wall that it
must sat prices at levels such that it can
maximize total profit without provoking the
antry of new competitors, of can at least
limit newcomars ta an acceplable market
ghare. Such firms thus gamar sbove
average, but not unlimited, profit. They
form & privileged sector of capital, but they
do not stand abova it.

To give only one wall-known example:
in 7931 three Amarican cigaretle Trusts
controlied 97 per cemt of US production.
They raisad thair prices by 10 per cant. By
November 1932 — just over a year later —
indapandant tobecco firms selling cut-price
cigarettes had captured 22 .8 par cent of tha

market. Modern computars offer an egually
graphic example, for high-priced main-
frama products of big firms are continually
undarcut by smaller and chaaper products
of new competitors, often composed (like
DEC, for exampla) of disgruntled
amployess of the old, larga corporation.

It fallows that if we want to understand
monopaly, we heve to study nol the
shuation of tha consumer, but the
institutional, economic, and politcal
factors that restrict the free movement of
capital In monopoly-dominated sectors,
Classical Marxist analyses of manopoly,
{from Marx's own studies of ground rent
‘onwards, hasve aslways adopted this
starting-paoint.

How are super-profils obtained and
stahilizad by big capital? Holland describes
anly the mast developad form of manopaly
power: &8 umbed manufaclunng concam
dominating a national markat. It is trua, and
his figures prove jt, that the market and
output shares held by such giant concarmns
have risen gquite repidly durnng the lest
rwenty yaars. It s alse true that naticnal
states are under particular pressure fram
the best-known type of such firms: the
madern multinational.

But the formation of =& =sngla,
integrated, and possibly multinational
company is only the last stage of a process
that already dominated world capitalism &g
long apo =s 1916, when Lenin detfined
imperiglism as tha monopoly stage of
capitalism,

The firsl phase in the cantralization of
capital — tha farmation of cartels to restrict
output and keep prices up — was wall
under way by the turn of the century, In
January 1901 the cheirman of the British
Soap Makers Asspcistion noted that it had
become ‘impossible 1o maka profits without
association and combunation’. {(Charles
Wilcox, Umilever . Volume 1, p. 86.)

The second phase was the pooling of
capitals to form integrated blocs, the
formation of frusts, snd their eventual
fusion with large sections of banking capital
to form what Lenin termed “finance capital’
— the amalgam of banking and industrial
capital that typified tha monopoly stage of
capital. Because finance capital controlied
large emounts of mobile capital, it could
lend much greater weight to the restrictive
practices of the cartels by refusing to land
capital to dangerous compelitors in sphares
in which existing investments might be
threatened, This was already a major fector
in the time of Engels, and by 1816 it was
dacisive in determining world movements
of capital. Between 1857 and 1904 tha
number of US trusts rose from 38 1o 257,
By 1897 the annual capitalization of
mergers had resched %2244 thousand
million in the United States. (Ernesl

Marndal, Marxist Ecanamic Theory, Marfin,
London, 1962, Volume Ii, p. 403.)

It was finance capital that played tha
major role in finencing and organizing
imperialist expansion, and it was with this
phase that capitalism finally ceased 1o play
any progressive role on a world scale, With
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the sole axception of its role In exte
the warld market, finance capital acted a8
fundamentally conservativa farce. it fa
to bring about the industrial develop
of the colonies and condemned tham
backwardness; [ put  preservetion o
maonopaly privilege above the gxpansion o
production in tha imparialist countries.
created new poresitio classes living
interest, military conguest, corruption, a
monopely rent, end fortified decayl
classes such as lendlords and aristocrad
h lesant on these decadent classss
support soainst the working class ra
than sweep them away when i
restricted progress, |

Tha sssantia! fealures of this systam
have not changed. What wa #re seeing
now is a logicel development of what has
gona before. It is the International
extengion of a thind phasa of direct rmerges
af alrsady oligopolized interests ta form
unified productiva anterprises. In short, we
ata seaing @ major surge in the miemational
centrakzation of capital,

This has o doubls function. First, the
giant firms consolidate the gains they have
already scored throuah colonial exploitation
and collusive control bwer financing. The
superprofita thus amassod are  now
manipulated  directly by the unified
command of the merged firm, and no
longer  indirectly  through  miyrisd
clandestine deals and connections.

Second, the most charactenstic fealura
of postwar monopoly — tha control of
fechaology to restrict new  entry  and
maintain super-profits — s truly hrought
ino its own. This calls for the fusion of
previously diverse units intc & single,
hemogeneous antity that sharas oul the
tasks of ressarch, development, and
manufacturing antirely within its own
confines. These tasks are farmed oul
internationally to take full advantage of
local lsbour and product markets, typically
concentraling lovw-skill assembly oparations
in tha Third World or depressed regions,
and centralizing administration in  the
financial and commercial tentras of the
awning nation; research installations are
located wharever skilled technical and
scientific labour can be found.

Successive British governmentz have
besn desperately aware of this genara
situation. The wava of mergars provoked
by the first Wilson government under Lhe
slogan of the "White Heat of Technology
was intended to forge a productive base ol
British capital that would not be completely
bypassed by Europman, American, and
Japanese capital. This was the function, fol
example, of the government support thal
has been poured into the compute
industry. The altermpls 10 create
'‘Eurcpean’ merospace induslry serve
similar aim. Any British government faces
redoubtable problem in this respect in th
development of a semi-conductor
microchip industry, It is reckoned
Japanese industry has sunk soma
million into semi-conductor research
development, whila the British govern
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proposes 1o spend a piddling L850 million!

This phese of marger has contradictory
effects. Within cartain limits, productive
capital has begun 1o transcend national
barriars. Capital has not ceased 10 operate
from a national base; il is generally owned
within 2 singla nation. (Sea, for example,
Mendel, Lare Capirafism, London, NLB,
1976, p. 310H.) But the large companias
have begun to set up an international
systern of production.

Howavar, contrary to Holland's wiew
that this has ended competition between
capitals, it has actually increasingly shifted
it to a world arena. A single company, like
ICL, may well dwarlf its British competitors,
and we might wrongly conclude that the
British computar market is monopalized.
But on an international scala ICL iz in twrn
dwarfed by IBM, and stands at best on &
par with CDC, Burroughs, Hansywsll, and
the other ‘seven dwarfs’ of the industry.

The rational kemel of Hollend's tirade
against the multinationals is this: national
states are now drawn into intemational
competition between capitals and are uesad
as instruments in the fight for survival. The
national statas are forced to offer ever more
favourable grants, guarantess, and facilities
to multinationals in search of factory sies
¥ thay rmeject the demands of the
multinationals, they don't pget tha
imvestment. Conversely, large companies
lika Lockheed and Layland have bacome
systematically involved in bribery and
corruption as & normal instrument of
company policy, as recenl scandals have
shown.

This competition between states,
however, ultimately reduces to &
compelition fo defeat the working class;
the most successful states will ba thosa
that can extract the greatest surplus from
their workers and promisa tha most docile
work force. The ultimate developmant ks
the ‘free trade area’ in countries like Hong
Kong and Caylon, which is a zone in which
the host country is forced to drop virtually
alf restrictions, legal and fiscal, on its
rapacious and parasitic inveders. The truth
is thus tha diamefrical opposite of whet
Holland maintains. It is not the absence of
competition, but its international extansion
and the consequent greater involvernent of
national states in it, that renders the
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modern interventionist state ‘powerless’ in
tha face of the multinationals.

We mey summarze our conclusions as
tollows:

1. Big capital has not forged a naw mode
of production. Above Bll, it retains its
private character. The monopoly sectoris a
privileged layar of capital as & whole that
rallas hasvily an s ralative control over tha
movemnent of investment capital. Any
strategy based on trying (o persuade the
big league firms peacefully tw relinguish
their control over capital movement [s
ulopian.

2. Neither monapoly nor tha
interventionist state has resolved the basic
contradictions of competitive privale
capitalism, which have simply been
ramoved to a higher level. The present
grisis represents 3 manifestation of the
same contredictions in a8 new form.
Postwar capitalism s not immung 1o the
tendency of tha rate of profit 1o fall. It
continues 1o suffer periodic ovar-
production crises. |neguality has continusd
to grow. The system is still plagued by
massive sxcess capacity. H has crested,
and sustains, anormous social ohstacies
aven to its own progress: the naticn-state
itself, perasitic and reactionary classes,
socially irrational investment petterns, and
gn on. Most important, i & incapabfe of
gvercoming thase obstacles fo ffs own
progress by any but the most extrame
VIIEITT TIeEis.

3. The efficacy of state intarvantion as &

-maans of offsetting the worst affects of the

boom/slump cycle hes reached its limit.
Increasingly enormaous sums are naaded to
‘prime the pump’ of depressed economies,
and this generates grester and grealer
inflationary pressure. The capitalist class is
increasingly forced 10 return 10 mMass
unemployment. Previous cycles of state
intervantion have accumulated a backlog of
inefficient and socislly unnecessary capital
thet has not been ‘shaken out’ by the
normal machanisms of the capitalist slump.

4. Al these factors have combined to
produce an intractable end worsaning
international  crisis  of  capitalism,

charactarised by:

i. Tha re-@margence of
synchronized world slumps, signaliing the
axhaustion of the postwar boom,

i. The end of American economic
hegamony and tha opaning of a new pariod
of fresh inter-imparialist rivalry;

iil. The breakdown of
moneatary stability;

iv. Deliberate political attempts 10
attanuate the crisie at the sxpansa of the
working olass: narrowing the stata’s
welfare functions and transferring income
to the cepitselist cless; reconstitution of an
army of unemployed: atiempts to
restructure industry through brutal policies
of closure and redundancy.

v. Effarts to dampen working-class
organization and combativity in nearly all
imperiafist countries, since the workers
hava rasistad avery affort ta offsat falling
profits by driving up the rate of axplaitation
gnd have (3o fer} prevented any major
economic restructuretion.

., A wave of  revolutionany
challenges to  imperialist  control  of
production and  investment in The sami
colomel world, and the firsi rumblings of
revolution in the Wesl, opaning with the
events of May 1988 in France, lollowed by
the Portuguese revoiutionary upsurge of
1974-TH

vii. The more general destabilization
of world politics and & sharp incresse in the
preparation of and the tendency towards
war.

world

No capitalist ‘soiution’ to this crises could be
puraly ‘economic’ or ‘governmantal’, and
still less purely ‘rational’. Mo governmant
economic policy could ba effective unless
the basic conditions for succassful state
intervention ward first rastorad:
prafitehility, guarantees of investment
stability, freedom for private capital to
gnrich itself, and a reorganization of the
workl economy on tha basis of 2 naw
international division of labour
cormesponding 10 th abjactive
development of the productive forces. But
the capitalist class can bring sbout such
conditions only if it inflicts a debilitating
defeat on the working class on a8 waorld
scale, effects a sweeping reorganization of
the present systam of national states, and
somehow settles accounts ameng the three
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main  continental blocs of capital:
American, Weast European, and Japanase
and Southeast Asian. Finelly, to bring
abaut such cataclysmic upheavals would
be very difficult without major conflicts
with the workars’ states in an effort 1o
reconguer substantial portions of the globe
for capital.

AES in practise

It is not our purpose here simply ta decry
the AES. The labour movement needs a
spber appraisal of It, and more particularly
of what waould happen if it was actuslly
implamentad.

Britain is 8 declining Imparialsl power,
heavily dependent on world trade. It has
not davaloped domestic industry, but has
ralied instead on amassing supar-profits
through control of foreign markets. It has
thereby landed in a double bind. When the
gconomy expands, imports are sucked in,
but Britain's declining position In world
markets prevents it from generating extra
demand for its exporis.

Attempls tw expand tha seconomy,
particularly in a recession, quickly run up
hige dehts. The fortunes of every Labour
governmant sinca the war cen be read
through this simple equation. Recently
relagsed cabinet minutes show that
American financial pressure forced the
Attles government into devaluation and
spending cuts of £256 million just befare
the 1960 elaction. Wilsan records in his
memoirs that immediately after the 1965
alection, he went 1o see tha governar of the
Bank of England, who told him point-blank
that he could not carry out the programme
an which his government had been electad.
And the 1974 government was morg than
£3,000 million in debt by the and of its first
gix months in office. The IMF told it, in no
uncartain tarms, not to be so sily.

Thera is an underying problam that
runs even deeper. The British economy is
plaguad by persistent failure o invest in
domestic industry, This is 8 consequence of
its imperial past. An article by R.E. Jones
published in Lloyd's bank review comparas
investmant per empioyes in a number of
countrigs. The figure for Britain now stands
at £7,500 — compared with £23,000 for
West Garmany and mora than £30,000 for
Japan. Jones calculates that an investment
of more then £100 thousand million would
he requirad to bring Britain into line with its
major competitorns.

A comparison between this amount and
actual immestment points 1o the depth of the
problem. Mew plant in manufacturing, the
key indicator of productive investmant, has
niol risen above £4,000 million in any year of
tha past decade, avan when industry was
receiving nearly that amount from tha
Labour governmant in grants alone.

This is not & trivial problem to be solved
by some fresh gowvernment palicy, Tha fact
is that the British ruling class, imperialist 1o
the core, has substituted foregin for
domestic investment. British capitalists

mend not to invest al home, becauss thay
hawe a much wider end safer range ol
opportunities abroad. And this has bean
furthar aggrevated with the advent ol tha
multinational corporation. Britain is the
second-largest home of such companies
after the United States, with ovar [18
thousand million in foreign holdings by
MNCs. More then twice as much
production by British-based companies is
carried out abroad &s at home, To ask
British-basad capital 1o imvast at home i to
ask it to invest at a fower rare of prafil than
it can obtain through its traditional
channels. The problem is not the average
rate of profit, but the rate of prafit on new
investment opporlumbes. Any Siamat 10
imposa domestic  investment  therefore
meets, and will continua to meat,
implacable opposition from an anciant and
antrenched network of foreign invesions,
financhers, and ex-colonialists, now
supplemenied by the new manopolists,
whosa class inferesty gre opposed to such
MEFSUIes.

Finally, it should be noted that British
depandance on world ade and investmant
makes it aspecially sensitve 1o world
recessions, 85 the 1974 Labour govarmant
discovered to its oosl,

Wa can tharefore outline the probably
affects of implementation of gn AES in
Britain as follows:

A short-term consumer-led boom
lsading to & substantial incressa in
employmant and living stendards end some
impravement in social services.

i. A flight of capital abroad &nd &
widespraad refusal of foreign credit

i, A rapid belance of payments
crisis, aggravating tha problem of foreign
gradit and leading to treding difficulties and
shortages of imported materials,

iv. A wholesale refusal by capital o
inveast in new production, and an attempt to
fun down or wind up axsting productive
investment.

v. Widespread shortages and
inflation, as a result of the above factors

vi. An organized boycott by the
bourgeoisie of both political and sconomic
planning, orchestrated by big business and
particularly by British imperialist capital,
coupled with an attempt to blame the
gconamic chans on government policies

vii. Praparation for the overthrow of
the govarnment and @ repressiva assault on
the workers if the less extreme measures do
not produce a govarmmenl retreat.

This is not abstract speculation. We
have sound evidence in the fate of the 1974
Labour government, particularly the results
of its first six manths in office.

We have already noted thet Haolland
himsalt points out that his thinking
‘underfies Labour's 1974 menifesto’. And
so it did. Lebour was electad in Fabruary
1874 on a programme all of whosa
essantials representad an AES policy. N
colled for an expanded economy, graater
social services, a significant broadening of
public ownership, an industrial strategy
based on planning agresments, and a wide
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gxtension of popular democracy. Tha
Social Contract wes 10 be an exchange,
workers sgreemy 0 slower waga increases
in return for these benefils.

The governmenl mora or kss hald 10
this policy for its first sis months of offica,
amidst B worsemng nlarnational aconomic
renessinn, Tha resulls wera spactacular.
After an initial boom, the balence ol
payments want £3 thousand million into the
e the tracks deficlt was sven worse, The
annual mfletion rate meached 30 par cant.
Industrial production lell 10 per cent, and as
much as 20 per cant in some sectors, ke
construction.

Govarnment policy became the target
ol a furlous palitical onslaught in which
neatly af cepitalist forces  joined:
indusirialists, finenciers, and the state
apparatus. The course and results of this
offensive are very clearly traced in a book
racantly produced by representatives of the
Labaur left sall (What Went Wrong.
Spokesman, 1979)

Two aspects of the attack deserve
spacial artention: the mole of the state
bureaucracy and artitudes to Benn's
industrial proposals. Fer from remaining
alool or neutral, the state was inumalely
and directly involved in the campaign. This
i most shaply eaposad in  Michasl
Meachar's article in What Went Wrong:
"Whitehall's Short Way with Democracy”,
He enumerates no fess than five ways in
which Whitehall subverted government
policy. Interdepartmentsl co-ordination
constitutes @ ‘governmant  within  the
govarnment’ 1hat is so powerful that
Crossman can write: ‘| have yet 10 soe @
Minister prevail spainst an  inter-
departmental official paper without the
backing of the Prime Minister, the First
Sacretary, and the Chancallor’. The seniof
achelons of tha Civil Senvice ara ‘enmashed
in the business-finance power struclung
outside’ (p. 179). Maacher writes: ‘the
gource of information provided by officials
— and alko of the interpretation placed
upon it — is invarably the CBI, top
managements of individual companies, the
Bank of England or particular financs
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hoiuses ... it is thew policy slant rather than
that of any.other group (since the TUC s
not regularly consulted) which permeates
tha documents pul before Ministers,” He
goes on (o say, somawhat naivaly, that the
‘close symbiotic ralationship with leading
representatives of industry and financa
must inevitably raiss quastions of the
impartislity of civil service advice ... not
that any implication of conspiracy Is
intended’.

Conspiracy or not, .John Pardos
raported in 18976 thar he had reliabla reporns
that ‘a number of people from Britain
reprasenting bath Treasury and City
interests had at that time told the LIS
Traasury that it would be better if Brtain
were to gat no more loans from tha IMF or
the international financial community®, And
Joe Haines, no friend of the left, records
that in Juna 1975 the Treasury and the
Bank of England let the pound slide in order
10 force the govemment info statulory
wage conlrols. He describes this as an
attempted ‘'civilan coup against the
govarnment”

Most significant of all, however, is the
special attention devoted to Lebour's plans
far tha control of industry, the linch-pin of
Holland's strategy. This is graphically
describad in Tom Forester's contribution in
Whar Wenr Wrong, entitled ‘Neutralising
the Industrial Strategy’

Throughout 1974 a hig campaign was
waped against ‘Bannery’ in genersl and
Labour's industrial proposals in particular.
It opened in February with & statement
from Sir Michasl Clapham, president of tha
CBIl, that his organization was hostile’ o
the government's ‘interventionist lina'
Wilson personally assumed command of
tha Cabinet committee concemed, and
announced: ‘Private industry must have the
necessary confidence to maintain and
incraasa investment 10 do their duty by the
people. And confidence demands that a
clear frontier must ba defined bhatwaan
what is public and what Is private industry.

Wilson was merely expressing the
naarly universal hostility of Whitehall and
tha businass community. Ray Tuite, the
DTl press officer, remarked that ‘the CBI
mada it chear that they would pull out of the
NEDC and break off all warking relations
with the govermnment if companies were
forced into  irvestmant commitmants’
Forestar writes: Tha Civil Service, 100,
ware wholly opposed 10 an interventionist
stratagy.’ Adrian Ham, Healey's special
assistant, spaaks of a ‘Whitehall-wide
conspiracy to stop Bann doing anything'.
Whitahall's devout respect for
parliamentary damocracy was
demonstrated by Benn's own Departmental
Secratary, Sir Tony Part  Inow chairman of
Orion  Insurance and a diractor of
Dabenhams, EMI, the Life Association of
Scotland, Metal Box, Savoy Hotels, and
Lucas Industriesl, who is said to have
greatad his supposed superior on his first
day with this penatrating crack: ‘| presums,
Secretary of State, that you do not intend
o implement the industrial strategy in

Labour's Programme.'

By Juna 1976 Benn had been sacked
and Labour's Industry Bill gutted. Tha NER
wes wrned into a fountaln of handouts 10
industry, placed wnder the direction of
Laslie Murphy, @ merchant banker. In place
of Benn's promissd thirty-two planning
Bgresmants, tha government  signed
axactly ovie, with Chrysler UK, and that
only whan Chrysier totiered on the brink of
bankruptey, its Scotlish factory occupiad
by warkers demanding tha natianalization
of the company. Tha govermment doled out
some £40 million of taxpayers’ money: two
years later Chrysier broke the agreement
gnd sold out to Peupeat-Citroén,

But what if Labour hadn't retreatad?
The most probable scenario would hava
been a rapetition of tha demise of the
Popular Unity government of Salvador
Allende in Chila, Indeed, Holland and
Hodgson heve both referred 1o this
axperiance in defending Lheir policies.
Granted, it Is dangerous to push an analogy
with @ dependent and relatively backward
economy too far, In partioular, it would ba
wrong to assume that the economy af an
imperialist country stands in the zame
rélation to tha warld market as thot of a
country fika Chila. Bul the Allendea
axperience does sharply iflustrate the
poltical consequance of expansionist siete

= 1
Chilwar Peasants -looking for lesdersfup?
inarvention. when it conflicts  with

capitalist interests.

In its composition and policy the Allende
coalition was a Popular Front. Despita this,
it embarked on a serias of radical capitalist
reforms unaccaptable to Chilsan capital.
Popular Unity, unlike the classical European
Popular Fronts of the 1930s, defined itsalf
85 an nstrument of struggle against
imparialism and reot fascism. ks programme
included measures like the nationalization
of the coppar industry, which the petty-
bourgecis parties saw as anti-imperiakist
rather than anli-capilalisl. |tz practical
policy therefore bore many similaritias to an
AES programme. The aim was o carry out
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profound reforms within the framewark of
a mixed economy, directed agenst the
large and privileged sectors of capital
especielly intarnational capital. The poor
and sxploited of Chile were 10 be the socig!
hase for a battle sgainst imperialism, which
would also face tha wrath of “gnii
imperialist’ capital. A broad redestnbution
of income was to be combined with a policy
of full eamployment, expansion of the public
sactor, and g 'popular democracy’ that
would remain constitutional, that  would
not challenge thea state

Thera can ba no doubt thal Popular
Unity scored major succassss during its
first year. It estahlished nearly  full
amploymant, a spectacular acheeverment for
a dependent economy. Parsonal
cornsumption rogs 12 per cent, and
production incregsed in nearly all sactors
Popular satisfaction was expressed in the
March 1971 municipal elections, when the
laft won an absolute majonty of the votes
cast

Bul behind thesa miccesses  the bagie
problam of Invastment r-r-rhuim,-d unsolyved,
Gross domeasti irvestrmen | 1s_=ll b‘,’ ! par
cant duning the same year, and rthis
minimizes the repl drop in  productive
mvestment, because it includes the larpe
government  construction  programmas,
Fareign investment fell drastically. Capital

moavernents shifted even more dramaticalby:
a nat inflow of 5143 million became a net
outflow of $103 million. The balance of
payments moved from 591 million positive
to a daficit of 5315 million.

By mid-1972 production began 1o
dacline: it then fell more or less
continuousty until the coup. A sacond
proablem was the way Iin which
nationalization was carned out. It could not
be legislated easily becausa the Congress
and Senata were dominated by the
opposition. Popular Unity lewyers therefare
dug up Law 520, which had been put on
the hooks in 1932 and never repealad. I
antitied the govarnment tw intervena
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directly in industries that failed to maat any
of a number of conditions, such as the
maintenance of nomal  production;
companies  that held back supplies,
engaged In profitearing, or simply prowvokad
labour disputes could be ‘intervened’.

The Chilean workers mada full use of
this potentially superb law. Typically, they
woulkd occupy a factory, demand state
intervention, and often restart production
under their own control. The governmeant
would send along an official, the
intervanar’, wha more often than nol
would simply recommend nationalization
In May 1971 workers ssized fourteen textile
mills at once, which wara then
requisitioned to maintain production. In the
game month thay saized a Ford motor
plant, which was then nationalized and
recpened under an agreement that Fiat
would operate it 10 produce trucks. Later,
in 1872 and 1973, the workers responded 10
bosses' strikes and an attempted coup by
wholesale factory seizures, taking Law 520
to its logical conclusion under conditions in
which tha whole bourgeoisie was trying 1o
sabotage the economy.

But the government saw the law quite
differently, as & technical devica for legal
arguments with the bourgeoisia within the
confines of the stata. It refied on the
bureaucracy instesd of the workers, and
found itself embroiled in hopelassly
complex legal battles. Tha government was
fighting on the bosses’ own ground, and 1l
lost time and again. On several occasions
the bosses trumped the government with
the shadowy Controller Genaral, whose
constitutional  function was to decide
whether presidential dacisions were legal
ha cutlawed many nationalizations. The
result was that by the end of the first
eightean maonths the  government
contralled only 20 per cent of production
and could not plan at all effectively. It was
powerless to stop the drying up of
productive investment

The administrative structure af industry
was a perfect Chilean reflection of the
Henmites' proposals, containing five state
represaniatives, five workers, and @
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presidgent. 1ne workers wera unable to
axarcise effective control, and tha state
bureaucracy was parfectly placed 1o
sabotage or confound any attampts at
planning. Christian Democracy, suddenly
discovaring a new anthusiasm far the right
10 work, put a law through parfament
making it llegal to sack any state official. A
mountalinous bureaucracy, grosshy
inafficiant, thus srose and discredited
nationalization and soclalism, particularly
amonger the middle closses.

The third problem wes inflation. Price
controls kept this within bounds for a time.
But gowarnment policy crested an
inflationary climate — &n excess ol
monetarily effectiva demand, with no
gxpansion of production e match.
Shortages and & black market arose, and
the problem wes compounded by the
aovemment's determination 10
compensate owners of nationalized firms,
which reguired the printing of new money,
again creating more monetarily effactive
demand without a commansurate boost in
supply,

Price controls constanty ercded prolit
margins, thus further decreasing the
incenthee to invest. Eventually galloping
inflation burat out. By 1973 Chile earned the
dubious dishngtion of sporting the world's
highest inflation rate

|
What caused the crisis

Apologists for the coup tend to prasent
Chile's crisis as the result of bad aconomic
managemenl. This is true only in the sense
that Allanda refused to take tha obvious
slep, recommendad by Vuscovic, his own
sconomics  minister, of handing the
gconomy over 10 the workers end
gbolishing  capitalist  ownership  of
production altogether. But this was @
pofitica! dacision, not ‘bad sconomic

management’, (Vuscovic was sacked in
1972.1

The Communist Party and sections of
the Sociglist Party, on the other hand, have
placed all the emphasis on CoAscious
sabotage of the economy, particularly by

the ClA, which spent 38 milllon trying 18
destabiliza the economy. But Westem
governmants spent far more than tha
trying to ‘destabilize’ the fledgling
governments of Russia and China aftim
thair revolutions, not to mention the
wholesala internal and external sabotage o
the Cubsn economy. What sccounts fol
thelr success in Chila? And was [
American intervention the anly reason o
the crisis?

The truth s that the Americal
intarvantion worked only bacause th
political declsions taken by the govemman
cregted tha sofl In which Um GounTsr
revolution could take mot. A far mon
poourate explanation is to say that thi
whole of capitalist snciaty spontaneously
profoundly, and thoroughly rejected th
refarms Allende wes trying o cary oul
Tha economic class conflict arupted into gl
apen pofiticel struggle batwean the ruliry
clags and the working class. Ultimataly, th
issua could be settled only by Tha victary
ona class or the other. The question @
ponwer rapidly became the central lssue.

The graatest tragedy s that tha Chilaa
working clags  hself  wes forging 8
alternative. Every stroke of lhe capitalit
was met by a countarstroke by the workerd
until the very end. When shortages becam
widespread, tha workers used the S0
rationing committess 0 lake Ow
dietribution of food end other necessitie
When sabotage of produstion began, the
sel up workers' committees and fought
take owver production. When sabotag
became widespread, and was co-ordinate
through the lorry-drivers” strike, W
woarkers responded by building @ netwo
of popular committees — the condon
industriales — that laid the basis for
genuine alternative administration for tf
country. They answerad the first, abortiy
coup, early in 1873, with the wholass
occupation of production. A millig
workars parsded before the president
palace, demanding paople’s power

Al every stage. Allende responded E
trying to compromise with the army and t
employers. He repeatedly tried to persuad
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or even force, warkers 10 Burrender
occuphed factories, and peasants were
gvicted from land they had seized. Instead
of ralying on the workers to braak the lomy-
drivars’ strike, he called out the army
Faced with the spread of fascist and
capitalist sabolage, he brought generals
intc his cabinet — the very generals who
later proved to have been the vanguard of
the destablization campaign. Most
digastrous of all, when workers began

arming themselvas atier the  first,
attempted coup, he introduced the
notarious ‘arms law’, which pgave the

army full authority to search out weapons.
Tha theory was that the army would disarmn
both the fescist gangs and the ‘leftist
gxtramists’. In reality the former weare |laft
intact — or even supplied with weapons —
whilst  working-class  distncts  were
systematically raided and terrorized.

The revolutionary left is ofan
challenged 1o produce its altgrmative 1o the
AES. Our reply is that the Chilean working
class jtsel! produced the alternative, just as
the Paris Commune did in 1871, the
Russian workers in 1917, the German
workars in 1918, the hallans in 1920, the
Catalans in 1936. The alternative exists. The
guestion s whather or nol to embrace i,

The key claim of eupporters of the AES
is that their strategy commands mass
appeal and is therefore realistic. |t is trua
that tha AES insists that tha basic demands
of tha working class can be met with the
existing resources of the country, it
therafore challenges tha traditional right-
wing argument that cuts are needed
because there ‘isn't enough money'. But is
such a8 complicated stratagy necessary to
make this simple point? Wouldn't it be
more straightfonward — and effective — o
demand that workers run industry? Why
doasn't the Labour left inscribe this
proposal on their banner, and pledga to
support, by pariamentary, industrial, and
any other means, any action that brings
workers naarer this goal? This would be
neither dogmatic nor unpopular. The resl
problam is not that it wauld ba opposad by
workers, but that it wiould be resisted by
the capitalists. Holland therefore proposes
an elaborate and ulopian schama o gef
round the oppasition of the capitalists
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Suipped of all its pretensions, this is what
the AES raally is.

Mow, if workers could run the country
with the agreement of the capitalists, it
would be excellent. Butl s has newver
happaned, and it wil nat heppen. A
strategy for socialism must therefore deal
with the opposition of the capitalists. In
practice, the AES would lsad eithar 1o 8
government rétraatl before the bosses or 10
tha vary situation it is designed to avoid —
an opan struggls for power hetwesn ths
two main classas.

Holland might object — and Hodgson
does — that ravolutionaries should Aot
oppose anything that will lead 1o a struggla
for power. Butl our objections i not in the
tact that the AES will leed to & struggle for
povwear, but in thar it does not prepars the
working class fo win thar struggle. It is
baspd on the principla that the warkaers
should nor 18ke powar, should nror amack
the state, should nof exproprate the
capitalists. There i nothing reahstic about
this.

We should, of coursa, support the AES
agangl the rnight's polices, prowded it 19
put forward for action, end not 8s aBn
alternative 10 action. As 3 government
policy it would introduce raforms that
would banefit workers and hurl capitalists
It should thus be backed, like any other
reform thal benefils the working cless. Sul
it iz nat a stratagy far sacialism. Tha fewer
illusions the workers have on this mattes,
the more likely they are lo foliow an
effactive alltemative course, and the batter
equippad they will be to cope if the AES is
implamanted by & misguided left
government. But honest socialists should
harbour no falsa hopes ahout tha AES's
chances of success in the long run, Instead
they should explain very clearly that the
capitalists will sahotages it, and that the only
way 1o meet this sabotage is to prepane 10
dismantle the ultimate sources of capitalist
powar; tha state and private property.

Qur basic criticism of the AES s that it
disarms the working class. Our criticisms
hawa fitie i common with thoes
traditionally advanced against it. Critics
such as Andrew Glyn, for example, have
emphasized the fallure of AES to inmist on
public ownership. |Tribuna’s Affernative
Straregy, Militant pamphlet, 1996). They
placa themsebas on tha firm ground of tha
postwar laft-right debata in the party,

There are some good raasons far their
attitude. In past Farty struggles retraals on
public ownership hiva always
accompanied shifts 1o the right. Indesd,
there is a cerlain historc jrony in the
presant dabate, in tha light of claims that a
naw hraakthrough in undogmatic thinking
has been mada.

In 1944, when the Lebour governmant
was up to its neck in coaliion, the
Executive opposed public ownership in its
preparation for postwar elections. |t arguad
far the ‘transfer to the State of the power fo
direct the palicy of our main industries,
services and financlal institutions’. The
state should ‘control tha Bank of England,
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and the lending policy of the joint stock
banks, and set up a National Investment
Board’; fnally, it should ‘control tha
location of industry’, iMiliband,
Parligrmentary  Sociafism, pp. 276-7.
emphasis added.) In contrast to this
maodern and undogmatic policy, the wall-
known dogmatic sectarians of the TGWU
damanded that ‘all vital sarvices, Land,
Banking, Coal and Powar, Stael,
Chemicals, and Transport (including Road,
Rail, Shipping and Civil Aviatian) shall be
brought wunder a systern of public
ownership and control’. (iid., p. 278.]

Tha AES theratore es squarely in the
tradition of tha postwar Labour right. its
supporners stand on the left of the party
only because the right has moved 1o even
WOTEE BXINETHEE .

AES supporiars reply to this criticism in
two ways. Fist, thay point out, gquite
corractly, that tha Russian ravolution latr
large sectors of industry in privale hands
unhil 1919, amd even restored @ hitead
market during the NEF in tha sary
Twantias  Swasning nationalisation is not
necessanly the first task of @ new workers'
power — workers conbred w far more
important in tha short run, Why make such
a shihbaleth of public ownership?

Second, they pomt oul thal
nationalization & unpopular  precisaly
becouse it g implemented buresucratically
and limited o declining or service
industrias. Tha ‘traditional’ aft ssams o
defend a sociolist ideal that workers
visualize as a cross batween British
Layland, the Natonal Health Service, and
the Kremiin on one of Brezhnev's off days

We can add a third point of our own,
one Hodgson also makes. in practice, the
‘blood and thunder’ of the old Tribunite lefr
did rot stop Foot and company marching
into the inbbies for wage cuts and tha daath
of the welfare state. Miitant does not in
practice propose @ fighting altermative to
tha AES,

Our view ie that criticism must focus on
three more fundamental weaknesses, of
which confusion and hesitation on public
ownarship is only a symptom,

First, like all Social Democrats, AES
supporters insist on using the capitals!
sfala. Second, thair strategy completsby
fails 1o understand the significance of a
struggle against Brnbsh impenalism and all
the social privilages and classss linkad
Britain's imperialist role. Third, in practice
the strategy depends on the goodwill of the

The state

As we hava ssen, Holland wants 1o use the
state 1o 'discipline’ capital in its own bast
interests. Much of his argument rests not
an any proof that this can be dona, but an
rejection of the altemative: that the workers
should take power into their own hands. He
states his case in a chapter of The Socrahst
Chaliangs antitled "Against Viclance'.
Revolution, he claims, leads 1o
sbsolutism and the loss of dvil liberty.
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Margover, wiolent  insurraction  has
sucreaded only in Eastern Europa and Asia,
and is not suited 1o Western conditions:
‘The most effective answer to the cese for
violant transformation of capitalist society
lies in the fact thal a violent overthrow of
capitalism may in some countries be the
only means of progress, but in others is
simply & painful means of changing the
form of exploitation ...

"Hut thera are further argumeants against
violent rewvolution. One of the most
important is the failure of such attempts at
armed uprising in Western Europa in the
twentieth  century.' (The  Socialist
Challenge, pp. 162-183.)

This polemic against viclence neally
ducks the real dilemma Holland facas.
Democracy is mora than just ‘involvement’,
‘opening doors’, or even civil liberties.
Properly spaaking, democracy — the rule
of the paople — doss not exist unless the
majority of the people have the right o
decide what sociaty is to do, on all the
crucial isgues that face them.

But the right to decide must be real, and
not merely formal, The majority hes to be
able 1w implament its decisions. The
bourgeois state admimstration s, and
always has been, the cantral obstacle 10
genuine workars' democracy. in both
sutocratic  and  bourgeocis-democratic
countries, It is @ hierarchic and non-electad
body whose ruling members draw their
privileges from the monopoly of executive
power they hold in trust from the muling
class. Using this monopoly, the state
always usurps decision-making power. It is
the Civil Service, and not Parliamant, that
dictatas the mosl important government
decisions. Tha paolice, the army, and tha
courts command the coercive power 10
ansure that these decisions are carried
thraugh,

Real power lles in tha hands of the
majority of society only when sxecutive
power is held by tha workers themselves.
But this is possible only if the old bourgecis
state hburesucracy is dismantled, and if the
means of administration and coercion
cease 1o be the monopoly of a privileged
professional caste. This is why tha mass of
workers must resly enter into the process
of government, which means not simply
passing laws but earrying them out as wall.

But Benn and Holland's entire approach
to workets' democracy is built on the
premise that the stare mwust refan s
monopaly of sdmunistration. This leads
them to abandon any real project for
workers' contral, end 1o entrust the state
axecutive with the job of carrying out the
govemment's economic stralegy. They
reduce the warking class 1o a cheerleader
that can only encourage the homa team,
throw toilet rolis at the other side, or shout
foul st the referee, But tha rafares is the
away sida, and the home team has haan
nobbled. Tha only way oul is for the
workars 10 take to the field and run the
game themsalves.

AES supporters tend 1o overlook the
fact that the stata s actually very

unpopuiar. It s a bloated, herarchic, and
bureaucratic machine whose role is o
suppress and regiment workers — not onby
through its bodies of armed men, but also
through countiess petty acts of authority at
schools, dole offices, public sanice
counters, and even hospitals. It is run by
arrogant mandarins drawn from top ruling-
class circles and exudes an atmosphans of
petty oiicialdom. It defends the nch
against the poor. Far from genersting
working-class enthusiasm, making use of
the state is far more likely 1o demoralize and
divide workars who wanl to lake thesr
future intn thedr o hands

Indeed, it is just this sentiment that lies
bahind the unpopularty of ‘dogmatic
nationalization’, which ig why Thaichar
made such mileage witl-l har calls for tax
and spending cuts. Tom Forester mokes
the final, ironic judgement whan he writes
that Labour's industrial strategy came 10 be
saan ‘simply as tha old Ilﬂmng

“nationalization’” campaign writ anew.’
IWhar Wensr Wrong, p. B83.) Smate
intervention, and not s much

nationalization, = the millstone around

Labour's neck: it is the central barner
betwean the workers and workers'
OBRMOCIACY.

But tha mosl damning objaction is that
the siate is the instrument of the capitalists.
H has played an even remotely aulonomous
role only whan the working class was
tharoughly smashed. as in Garmany under
Hitler, and then only because the capitalists
were compalied 1o pay this price 10 extract
themsalves from tha mass they wem in,

At all other times the intarests of the
grata are tightly linked to thosa of capital,
for rmunning the country is a closaed,
himrarchical profession., The top  civil
servants, carefully screaned by the
institutions of tha niling class, hold the
carsers of their subordinates hostage. Their
privileges and livalihood ane bound up with
preserving their monopoly of
sdministration. They can hardly maks &
mowve withoul recourse 1o the country's
money-lendars, They sees every challenge 1o
smooth cepitalist functioning or to thesr
divina right to administer as a slight and a
threat to be put down by any means
necessary. This is not an article of Marxist
dogma, but a plain fact freely sdmitted by
the Labour left themsehves, now that thair
noses have been well and truly rubbed in it

Imperialism and
internationalism

The second problem les with the
intarnational aspects of tha AES. Holland
himsalf does not advocate import controls,
and has elaborated a quite sophisticated
scheme of international labour solidarnty for
defending tha AES apgainst ‘foreign
sabotage’ of ‘national sovereignty’.

But despite his odd description of this
process &8s ‘building socialism in one
country’, what he actually proposes is fo
rebuild capitalism in one country. Britain
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will ‘go it alone’ sgainst internalion
capital, and will do so by overcoming el th
higtoric wesknesses of its own capitalists —
thair refusal to invest in domastic industry
rejaction of naw technology, and so on. ki
shares the vision of ather AES supporte
who geze longingly at countries
Garmany and Japan. whose 'econd
mirgcles’ ware based on & mejor notion
reconstruction after the war.

Let us leave aside the fact that
confuses genuine  socialls atiang
sovereigntly (the self-datermination of
people, which s possible anly througt
popular soversignty) with the sovereigntyd
of state and Parkament. Fvan 50, he utlery]
tails to understand that the ohatacla to both
national and popular sovereignly s privass
capital, and not just multinational privates
capital. As long as the capitalists of any
country have tha nght to say what mone
goods, and titles 10 resources will be move
whars, tha paople of that country cannol
tiuly control thair destiny, This is 1t
central poiftizal reason why nationalizatio
is forced on any governmunt  thag
challenges intermationgl capital. Dnly whef
it has securad lull control of all capif
movament — which requires axpropriatior
of the capitalists — can any govar
hopa to initiate @ serious national plan. A
in any trensitional panod of workers
control, it s only if the workars have the
right to enforcs tha nationalization of any
anterprise violating the public interast 1
tha m'tﬂlllm WII Hmﬂ‘“ﬂd {0 BoCap
that they have no chance of recove
control ar cutting thair lozses by moansg
capital transfars.

Equally misguided is the notion that
British capitafist class can somehow be
to participate in a process of natio
reconstruction. In the last analysis
British captialist class is part of intematio
capital and will choosa 1o flas 1o its foreg
boltholes bafore it will  bat  works
anywhere near its property.

Holland forgets that aven if)
course of action is fogica’ for capital, ¢
does mot maan that capital can take it.
conflict batween the interests of individ
capitalists and those of capital as a whi
often prevents resolution of capitalist cri
by any but the mast violent means.

In the particular casa of Britain, the fag
is that the capitalist class is histonc
wedded o Imperialism. A natwork
bankers, financiers, colonials, ex- colonis
foreign invastors and entreprenaurs — '
reinforced by big British MNC directors
gharaholders — is the hackbone of p
and public life: Whitehall, the Tery F
and the boardrooms. Even when it :
the remaining capitalists will not break w
them, bacause tha cost of tha break wo
be far greater than the price of sub :
It is only the strength of these |ayers
the ruling clsss, and the sffectiveness
their gowernment machine, that &
account for the seamingly illogical featus
of British political life. For axample,
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bourgeois logic lies behind the tenacious
war in [reland? Why should such an
anachronism as the Oueen provoke such
universal outbursts of chauviniem snd
jingoism? Why is it that the Lords nat only

continua to pess judgement over the
‘mother of parllaments’, but had their
numbers increased by 251 under the
government of a party that voled 6,248,00
to 91,000 wo abolish the institution and to
organize a ‘great campaign through the
movemeant on this issue’? Why was the
economy forcad, against all logic, onto the
gold standard in 1924; why are interest
rates now running at rates frealy admitted
to be ruinous to whole sections of the
industrial bourgeoisia; and why is it that in
its hour of greatest aconomic crisis, the
bourgeaisie wheels out a government
dedicated to restorfng tha City of London,
restoring impenal glory, restoring fareign
investors to the sconomic throne?

The reasons are transparent. The City of
London i the only thing that stands
between the British economy and
international bankrupitcy. Trade in
manufactures has long ceesed to pay the
impaort bill. The conguest of Zimbabwe for
London investors was a rich plum indeed.
And what industrialist would not think
twice about fighting the system that was
ahle to promote Michasl Edwardes from the
heartland of apartheid 1o the managamaent
of a nationalized car company, and under &
Labour governmant yet?

Germany and Japan are in no sense
living preof of the utility of AES. Thair
ruling classes had no choice, because their
military-imperialist might had bean
smashed by the combined onslaught of the
other world powers.

Social Deamocrats often protest that
thay are opposed to the dominance of the
British military-impenalist tradition. The
facts show otherwiss, From Singapors to
Sandy Row, from Delhl 10 Durban, there is
not a people in the world who can thank
Labour for anything but the odd kind word
years too lata, In the whaols of Holland's
works there is not a mention of Ireland or
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Zimbabwa. Danouncing the House of Lords
is now an annual ritual that has lost all
practical meaning, for a very good reason.
Once inside the comidors of powar,
generations of Labour leaders hava bean
taught which goose lays the golden eggs.
Let us ba absolutely clear: to take on
international capitsl, we start with aur own
capitalist class, and all the rat of ages that
surrounds it.

Capitalist goodwill and
workers' control

This brings us 0 the problem of capitalist
goodwill, Holland assumes that there is a
solution to capitalism's problems that the
capitalists themselves cannot carry oul.
The brilianca of Keynes, he says, was 10
show how workers could meel their own
needs within a system undar which
‘capitalism could really come into its own',
This ewercise must be repeated. The
workers will become a decisive Tactor in the
running of the economy without actuslly
owning it. Thay wil coma to manage
capitelism better than the capitalists. The
crisis of capitalism will be solved by the
workars, who will be able to dictate the
terme  of tha salution to  their own

advantage. Better still, they can win the

confidence of the nation in their ability lo
manege the economy, paving the way for
an eventual fully socialist socety.

But il tha capitalists refusa 1o lat the
wurkers play Uhs ole, Holland has no raal
answar. His approach is crcular, Workers'
democracy  will enforce  planning
agreements; workers' democracy will ba
sat  up by planning agreements.
Holland's greatest threat is that the
government will ‘decisively characterize’
firms if they reject workers' democracy. He
is therafors forced to fall back on the
crgument that capitalists will be worse off if
they raject planning agreements, and betler
off if they accept tham,

The argument is weak, His whole case
ultimately depends on whether there i a
capitalist solution to the crisiz that allows
for working-class advance. If there is not,
why should any firm benefit from a
planning agreement? Worse still, what is 1o
stop firms behaving like Chiryslar UK, using
the threat of withdrawal 1o dictate their
own terms to the gowernment before
signing an agreemeant? Chrysler screwad
£97 million of taxpayers’ money from the
govarnment and sold out to Peugeot two
years later, With no effective means of
coercion, firms  will dictate to  the
government, and not vice wversa. But
Holland renouncas the only affactive means
of coercion — the organized powear of the
workers' movement — because he rgjects
the idea of any challanga to the stats,

Refiance on tha state and on capitalist
goodwill is not abstract. The AES
proposals make a saries of concessions the
effect of which is to negata the statad aims
of the strategy. In practice they posit
na{\'hur penuine workers’ democracy, nor
‘genuine workers’ control, nor genuine
planning. Why, for exampla, why should
planning agreemants be voluntary? Why

should capitalists not ba obliged o
contorm? And why should management be
left ‘free to initiate its own programmes’?
Why should planning nor be ‘wholly
imperativa’ 7

Second, why s Holland concamead
about ‘legitimate state security’ and
‘commercial security’? Thesa twin catch-
phrases are the traditional excuse for
barring workars from any worth-while
information. What wass tha ABC trial
wrapped in? ‘State security’. Whal is tha
prime reason for keeping redundancy plans
gacreld "‘Commercial securily’. The entire
apparatus of caplialist deception is buili
round these two little phrases,

But AES concessions are most glaring
in tha proposals for running antemrises that
do sign planning agreements. The classical,
Bermite ides is to run these firms by
tripartite  boards  reprasenting  warkars,
government, and manggement, There are
about 18 million active workers in Britain,
about 300,000 high-fevel managers, ami
perhaps 16,000 top state officlals. The
averape firm has about sixty times as many
workers a5 managers. Where is tha
democrecy in giving  managemenl,
waorkers, and the state egus’ say?! The
proposal reaches the acme of absurdity in
the casa of the nationalized industries,
where tha formule still applies; these are o
be run by the workers, the state, ... and the
state,

In conclusion

Many eocialists have come to quastion the
record of the Lobour left, especially after it
dismal showing under the 1974-79
government. We agree with Holland that
this showing was the result of errars of
strategy, and not meraly personal
waaknass. But | hava tried to demonsirate
hara that similar errors of strategy run right
through the AES itsalf.

AES theorists have replied that thare s
no alternalive Lo their strateay, and that the
tar left has no developed shategy of ils
own. At laast, thay maintain, tha AES has
reawakenad interest in planning and
workers' control, exactly because it
places thess demands in the context of a
realistic strateqy.

We do not deny the need to fight for
workers' control and planning. On the
contrary, the revival of interest in thess twa
demands amongst stewards and ordinary
wiorkers i a healthy and welcome response
to the crisis of parspectives in the labour
movement. But this interest can unfald in
two different directions. It can be
sidatracked into the old impasse of
compromise, half-maazures,
demoralization, and defeat. Or it can
hecome the hasis for a genuine sogcialist
revival, and an understanding that these
things can ba won only through tha
struggle of tha workars, in the testh of
capitalist and state opposition. Qur sights
must be sat on nothing short of a
democratic state of workers’ councils
through which the ordinary pecple of this
country will at last taka thair destiny in thair
own hends.
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The Italion (P

By Anna Libera

Only the most suparficial analysis could
presant the histofic COMPIOMIsE 85 4 COm-
pletely new stratagy for the lalian or inter-
national workers’ and Communist move-
ment. The fact is that tha 'new’ stralegic
options of the lsadership of the ltalian Com-
munist Party (PCH are na more or less than
4 re-adition, aitered 1o conform 10 today’s
fashion, of the policy of the Papular Front
adopted by the Seventh Congress of the
Stahrized Communist International in 18356,
The impartance of a briaf look backwands,
then, lies not st @l in idie conceam 10
gstahlish the continuity of the theoretical
conceptions of the PCI as in the necessity
to properly understand the political svolu-
tion of the party leadership as it sank
despar and deeper ronts in halian national
political ife. It is this evolution and this pro-
cess that account for many of the aspects
of the PCl's current policy.

This glance backwards will slso enabls
us 1o grasp the slemants of both continuity
and discontinuity with the policy of the
Stalinized Communist movement and thus
to uncover tha limits of Eurccommunism
precisely on the central question it claims 1o
have placed on the agenda: the connection
batwesn democracy and  socialism. (1)
Finally, by examining the historical roots of
prasent-day PCl strategy, we can also
sharpen our understanding of the worst of
political education the Italian masses have
recaived from their reformist leadars.

The lslian Communist leaders
themselves describe the strategy of histaric
compromise as the logical outcame of all
the theoretical atforts of their party. In his
famous articles on Chile, Barfinguer lraced
this crientation back 1o the Lyon congress
of the Italian Communist Party in 1826, the
congress at which Gramsci and Togliatt
triumphed over the previous leadarship of
tha ulra-leftist Amadeo Bordiga. Berl-
inguer situated the decisive slage in this
whole process with the “Salerna turn’ of
1944, effacted when Togliatti returned to
Haly from exile in the Soviet Union. Luciano
Gruppgi, another PCl ideologus, who has
recently published & volume collecting tha
basic documents of his party on the subjest
of allences with the 'Catholic warld’, in-
rroduces his collection with an article by
Gramsci dated 1920.12)

in the analysis of Togliatti — the major

landmarks of which are the "Salerno tum’
of 15944, the interview with Nuow Argarmer-
t on the Khrushchev report in 1958, the
sighth congress of the PCI, also in 1955,
and the Yairs Mamow of 1964 — we da in-
deed find all the alements that underlie the
strategy of the historic compromuse: the
conception of the working class a8 the 'na
tional class™: the slience with Catholicism
and Christian Democracy: the perspactive
nf a gradual democratization of the state
gnd tha connection betwean daMOLIACY
and socialiem: the rejection al the ‘Soviet
modal’ and of an international communist
cantng.

On the basis ol this corpus, the present
laadars of the PCI have settled down to the
task of lending flash and bones 10 Togliat-
ti's theory of gradual democratization, to
Bringing it up to data in the fight ai the new
conditions that have emerged from tha
social and palitical struggles of the past ten
years, and lo integrating into it the
democratic aspirations and exparignces in
self-organization of tha Italien masses

'This is Moscow..."

Qn 16 Octobar 1943, during his daily
transmission on Radio Milano Liberts,
broadcast from Moscow, Palmiro Togliatli
declarad that the anti-tescisl parties should
consider participation in the governmant of
the monarchist Pietro Badoglio, established
just after tha fall of Mussolini on 26 July
1843.13) Tha naws cama as a boh from tha
biue to the undergound leadership of the
PCl in laly, ta it rank-and-file activists,
and to tha other anti-fascist parties grouped
together in the Natianal Liberation Commit-
tee (CLN),[4] Tha next day the party leader-
ship in Rome sent a ftelegramme to
Moscow: ‘Your radio broadcasts directing
us to follow Badoglio are creating & number
of difficulties, since they are in complete
contradiction with tha policy of the party
and of the CLN'.(5)

The gavernment of Marshall Badoglio,
formed under the asgis of King Victor-
Emmanuel (who hed supported the fascis]
dictatarshipl, embodied the options of the
reactionary bourgaoisia, which, sensing the
way the wind was blowing, was striving 1o
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ut the end of the war

efect a painless change in regime wh
gimultanecusly sesuring the continuity d
the state apparatus, of which the monarc
was to be the symbol. Untl Toghalliy
broudcast, the anti-fascist parties, espec
ly the Italian Socalist Party IPSI) snd the
PCI, had rofused 10 give any supparl 1o th
bourgeols operation. They ragarded
Badoglio as 'the representatve ol res
tionary and plutocratic groups’, as the PO
itself put it. Moreover, both thess parti
were then fighting for the Immadiale abol
tion of the manarchy.

The thoroughly imperious cHaracter
Togliatd's initiotive is most svident in
very mathod he used: a radio broadcs
amullaneausly informing the undorgrou
lmadership of the PGl and the anl fascl
listenere of Radie Miang Libertd that 1
ine had been changad. Not only
Toglatti  disdained o consull 7
undarground leadership of the party, N
also overstapped the egreements the PY
had signed with the Socialists and the P
titn d'Arione (Action Party}. Not to ma
tion the disastrous affects of the news
the partisan organizations and tha ranks ¢
the party.

Togliatti's motivations were directly §
spired by the global pelicy of the Sovi
hiireaucracy. The contacts batwaan U
Kremilin and the Western Allies that
gventuglly to lead to tha Yalta conferend
and thae ‘division of the warld® into sphe
of influance had slready begun. Accordi
ta this division, Italy was 10 revert 1o th
‘Western’ bloc. Stalin’s concern
therefora twofold: 1o prevent 1t
Rasistance, which was under stiong prd
latarian domination in ltaky, from flower
into an anti-capitalist révolution; 1o assul
that tha Kremlin would retain soma i
fluence in the Maditarranean, through Ita
in spite of the division of Europe i
‘Eastern’ and "Western' zones. It
necessary to stem the intrinsic dynamic
tha CLM in the North, which vwas evoll
into a structure of ahemative power,
propristing the factories of the flas
fasciet capitalists and placing tham un
workers' control. Bul this required if
some other institution be counterposed)
the CLN, end this in turn required particig
tion in the reconstruction of tha dacomp
ing bourgenis stata apparatus. (This
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be dona through the PCl's entry into the
Badoglio govarnmant in April 1944.) The
Soviet Union recognized tha Badoglio
government in March 1944, the official
newspaper frvesta informing its readers
that ‘the present aim of the efforis of the
Soviat Union is to halp to unita all italian
snti-escist forces around the Badoglio
government’,

This political orientation, this ‘twm'’
which was announced officially on 1 April
1844 whan Togliatd retrned to Naples —
provoked deep reaction within tha Com-
mumnist leadaership. Giorgo Amendola, who
was then in Roma, learned the news from
Giuseppe Saragat. In his war mamoirs
Amendola explained: ‘| rushad tw the of
fices of the party sacretarat on Enmio O,
Visconti Street, whara | hoped to find
Scoccimare and other comrades. When |
todd them the news, Scoccimaro, fense and
pale, shouted, "You can go carry out that
palicy alonal” A panod of sharp discusson
in the party and the CLN then began’.(§)
Opposition 10 the new turn was sTongast
amongst the parly leadars in the North
[Longon, Secchis, snd especially Curnel,
the leader of the Yauth Front), wha had dif-
ficulty accepting the parity rules undar
which the CLN operated, since the relation
ghip of forces was ovenawhelmngly
favourable to the Communists.

These leaders were following with in-
1erest the policy of the Yuposiay Com-
munist Party and were leaning towards a
similar perspactive: preponderance of the
Communist Party in the anti-fascist front {in
accordance with the real relationship of
forces); creation of a government headed
by Tito in the iberated rones, in opposition
1o the bourgeols government-in-acila
organized by the impedalists in London
The Roma leadership, however, headad by
Amendola, immediataly ranged itsalt with
Togliatti and launched a battle against the
Milan leadership in the North.

The 'Salerno turn' and
‘Progressive democracy’

Tha dehata among the party cadras was
lively, What was under discussion was not
only whether or not Lo participate in the
Badoglic government, but also the more
ganeral gusstion of what sort of state
should ba rebuilt in Italy on the ruing ol
fasciem. Togliatt had already exprassed his
ideas an this matter bafore his return to ita
. In Movember 1943, speaking w0 a
meeting of trada urionists in Moscow, ha
had axplained: It is still tog aarly 1o think
concretely about the kind of Italy we want
to rebuild after the complete destruction of
fascism and the expulsion and annihifation
of the German invaders. But what we can
say, what we must indeed proclaim even
today, i thal in &8 country that has sutered
the tragic experience of lwenty years of
fasciam, a country thatl & emerging from
this painful stage exhausted, devastated,
and tom asunder, with a considerable por-
tion of its population n need of thorough
political re-education, it would be ahsurd to
think of a government by a single party or

the rube of @ single class’,

Togliatti traced out a road of national
unity which ha telt would give rise 0 3
democracy of a new vpe, ‘no longer com-
pletely bourgeois’ but ‘not yetr socialist':
‘progressive democracy’.

Tha claarest axposition of the position
of those who advocatad a new regime bas-
ed on the CLN was ofiered by Curial, the
young Communist kzader in tha North. "The
CLN', he argued, ‘musl see iself not as a
coalition of parties, butl as the central mass
political organ on a naticnal scale, sup-
ported by all the organs forged by the
Italian peopla in struggle. These are the
bodies that enjoy tha confidance of the
masses, and it s thasa organs, and they
alone, which are entitled to name and direct
the new regima, ta win victory by force and
to impose respect far the new order on the
raactionary forces’.| 7} Ths perspective was
in clear contradiction with the etfort ol Lhe
Badoglio governmant to ra-establish the
hourgeois state apparatus in 2 hberated Ita
by, ‘It would be ahsurd’, Curiel continued,
‘to think that the CLN could re-sstablish the
regime of the mayoralties, prefects, com-
migsipners end generals, ceding thom ail
the old buraaucratic admimstratve, judicial,
and police machinary rottan with fascism
and proto-fasosm, for this would merely
deprive the CLN of any authaority and ax-
pose it 1o hguidation at the first possible op-
portunity. Today's CLN prefigures the
government of tomarraw for in all cities, in
all willages and neighbourhoods, it is
stimulating the emargence of organs of na-
tional Itheration’

Curiel also insisted that class differences
could not be muted in the name of anti-
fascist unity: ‘In preparing the national in-
surmection, we must deal with the prablams
of the social divisions of the country; we
gannot be contant to postpane this to the
happy future. Thus, we Cannot ranRdLNCE,
or simply forget, our class comdclions in
the name of a highar national interest’.

This perspective was countered, with
the full authority of tha Soviet Union {and
tha enarmous prestige of the USSR among
the Communist anti-fascist fighters must be
recalled in order to understand how thay
could have accepted the new orentation|,
by Togliatti's proposal, which was to
resolva the guestion of tha government
through a national-unity accord to which all
activity of the partisans would have ta ba
subordinated.

On 2 Aprl 194 (one wesk after his
return to Italy) Tagliatti wroate in the Com-
munist daily Flmid: ‘Today we cannat he
guided by any namow supposed party in-
terest, or hy any narrow supposed class in-
terest....It is the Communist Party, the
working class, that must hold high the ban-
nar of national interasts, which have been
batrayed by fascism and the groups thet ac-
corded it power”.

Toghatti held that the working class and
tha PCl had o 'hold high the banner of na-
tiorad intarasts’ by effacting & policy of na-
tional unity with the bourgeoisie. On 11
April, addressing the Communist cadras of
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Naples (in the famous “Salerno speech’), he
enunciated his policy n these terms: The
objective we proposa ta tha lwalian peopla
once the war is over will be 10 create a
dempcratic and progressive regime in [taly.

W want tha rapid recanstruction of Ita-
Iy, in accondance with the interests of the
paople, We know how deep the figsures in
the Italian social fibre are, and wa tharelora
know Lhat if we sel oursglves any other ob-
jactive wa woulkd bae shirking our duty (o the
nation, which & turning W us Tor lsader-
ship'.|B}

The objective, according to the Com-
munist leader, was to reconstruct & regime
that would extirpate ‘all the mots of
fascism’, eliminate the neguality hetwoen
the Mezrogiomno (the Soulh) and the rest
of the country, and guaraniee the broarhest
extension of demociacy, swilhout allering
capitalist ralations of production. This, he
held, would permit the croation of a
halance of forces that would muke iy e
drift towands fasclam impassibla, Togliatt
proposed to build this regime in oonjund
tion with the bourgeois porties, with e
‘non-raactionary’ capitalists, by joimng the
manarchist government of Gadogho.

This porspoctive, however, implied a
change in the parly itsell. Where it had
previously bean an orgonization of cadnes
seasoned In underground struggle, it now
had 1o becoma & ‘new party’: "We can no
longer be a small and narraw association of
propagandists upholding the general ideas
af Communizm ar Marxism.... Wa cannot
ba content to criticize and revile, no matter
how briliant our invective We must pro-
pose solutions to all national problems; we
must be ahie to indicata those solubons o
the people at the opportune moment, and
we must strive to lead the entire country
towards thair realization®.(9)

This propasal 1o throw apen the doors
of tha party was, of course, tailored to meet
the new neseds of tha prospect of antry into
the government la step actually taken only
ten days later, on 21 Apnl 1944}, I the PCI
was 1o bacoma a governmant party, than
the base of the party had to be broadenad
throughaut the country, sectors of the mid
dla layers had to be orgamzed, and popular
gactors which had once followed fascism
hiad to be courted. This transformation —
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Lhich was effected despite the very deep
divisions in the leadership — rendared the
party’s theoretical framework somewhat
‘mara supple’, as the old party cedres wera
swamped in the cascade of naw, antl-
fagcist recruits. (Party membership rose
from 100,000 in 1944 1o 2,200,000 by the
and of 19471) It also greatly facilitated ac
ceptance of the '’ imposed by Togliatti.

But the most important aspect of the
transformation of the party lay in the se-
cond element smphasized by the PCI
leader: the Communist Party would no
longer be tha party that organized the
warking class and its allies for the struggle
{or powar, bul the party that ‘has solutions
to all national problems’ and is able “1o lead
the entire country towards their realization’,
Togliatti's ‘new party’ was to be a national
party, a mass party, and a government par-
ty. It central field of ectivity was 1o e
parkiamant, and it was 1o viaw the guestion
of aliances through the prism of parlia-
ment

'Tha- reconstruction of the
bourgeois state

Thus, in April 1945 the PCI (along with the
athar anti-fascist partiss) joined the govern-
ment of Badogho, who was then replaced
in June by Bonomi, a man viewsd mare
favourably by the parties that made up the
CLN. The effort to reconstruct the s181e ap-
paratus in the libarated areas of haly was
eat in motion by the establishment of
prefects, statfed largely by tha same peapha
who had served fascism.

The PCl then hastened 1o explain its
concaption of the relationship between the
government and the rank-and-file struc-
tures in which the masses had organized
thamsalves. L'Unitd commented on 16
June 1844: 'Tha work of the government
may seem to ba maving slowly. It will be
necessary to overcome the resistance now
being manifested within the government
apparatus and among ocerain political
cireles.... Al this point, the popular masses
cannot substitute for the regular organs of
power, butthey can mntervena powerfully 1o
hraak fascist resistance and complicity’.
The arana of mass intarvantion was thus
clearly dafinad, and subordinated 1o the ac-
tion of the government. Speaking in
Florence on 3 October 1844, Togliatti ex-
plained that CLN should ‘back up and sup-
part the action of the government’ and
function as ‘local administrations undl 1t is
possible to reconstruct these organs on @
damocratic basis’. In other words, the com-
mittess were to ba quidated as soon as tha
old ‘damocratic’ organs (parliament, city
councils and provincial governments, etc.)
could be re-established. {10}

Around the same time — and the two
events were clearly related — Togliatti pro-
posed, for the first time, a direct agreament
batween the PCl and Christian Democracy
(DC), offering DC a pact of united action
‘te wald together the common front of the
great warking Mmasses’. Speaking in
Florence on 3 October he asserted: "There
are other partias within the CLN to which

we faal spacially linked. Prima among these
is the party of Christian
Damocracy ... Without prejudice to the uni-
ty of the CLN movemant, we would fika to
see the craation in our country of a closer
accord betwean these parties, which have
special links to the toiling classes’.
Togliatti's concern was evident. It was
critical o aocalerate the reconstruction ol
tha old institutions of Bourgeois demacracy
in order 1o stem theé révolutionery upsurge
then taking shapa in the rapid advances of
the Resistance in tha Narth. [In April 1944
warkers in the still-occupied northern pro-
vinces stanad 8 general strike Bgans! tha
Mazi sttempt to dismantle factories and cart
machinery off 10 Germany. This strike had
clear anti-capitalist overtones; its central
political siogan was: ‘For a popular govern-
mant based on a natwork of people’s com-
mittees that ellow the masses to govern
themsetves'.(11) .

By counterposing national unity 1o salf-
organization and by proposing a special
agreement  with Chnstian  Democracy,
Toglatti was attempting (o jesolva the
politico-institutional problems of post-
fascist Italy outsida the CLN, thus assuring
a smooth transition to & bourgeois
democratic regime. In this context, rank-
and-file structures were assigned & com-

subordinate role (only o be
thoroughly liquidated shortly afterwardsi.
And it was hara that the underlying incon-
sistency of the position of the cantral
lpadars of the Resistance in the North
became clear, These leaders — primarily
Luigi Longo and Pietro Secchis, who
represanted the PCI left wing — finally ac-
cepied the option of ‘national unity’, but
tried 1o conciliste it with a wider develop-
mant of the mass organs of the CLN in the
factories and neighbourhoods as 'the basic
pillars of progressive democracy’. Although
mora sensitive to tha contribution that
could ha made by the mass mowvement.
whose potential and dynamism they saw
unfolding day by day in the Resistance,
they failed to see — or perhaps pretended
not 1o see, determined as they Ware ta sup-
port the party lina, the international motiva-
tions of which they understood{12] — that
the extension of mass organization stood in
direct contradiction to the rabirth of the
state apparatus, acting in its dual capacity
of guarantor af private property and guar-
dian of law and order. (And whenever the
CLN attempted to take control of requisi-
tioned factories or 10 mete out justice 10
fascists. this dual role of the stata came 10
tha fore.) Once the option for national unity
had been swallowed, the masses had to ba
barmed from engaging in any action that
would endanger its realization. Subsequent
avents were to confirm the incompatibility

_of reconstruction of the bourgeois slale ap-

paratus and development of rank-and-file
argans whose dynamic was claar. The first
forces 1o bacome aware of this, spart from
the bureaucrats of the PCl, were those
bourgecis parties that were members of tha
CLN. Thay had ceaselessly striven 10 limit
the action of the CLN and, as of late 1944,
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to liquidate the local committess pure ang
simple,

Rome was liberated on 4 June 1944
when the Allied forces entered the oif
{without eny popular  Insurmection)
Badoglic wes replaced by Bonomi. whi
formed his government of the six enti
fascist parties of the CLN. The military ang
monarchist bureaucracy  re-establishe
itself in the capital under the protection o
the Alied military administration. Thesi
farces then uniled with the right wing o
the CLN to plunga the government inli
crisis, A second Bonomi government wa
formed in Decombar 1944, The nev
governmant darived its authority no longs
from the CLN bt from the Regent Umbar
o Iwho had replaced King Victor
Emmanuel, who abdicated in Apnl 1944
The PCl, which joined the governmar
avan whila the PS| and tha Partite d"Azion
refused to do so, accepted this arrange
maent, which made the monarchy the sy
bol of the continuity of the stata. In th
Centre-South, the conservotive forca
began to regain the upper hand.

The entire Morth was iboratad By 8 v
popular insurrection that broke out on 2
April 1945, Aboul two weeks befora, an
Agpril, Togliatt had msued his orders to th
National Council of the PCl: 'Make th
greatest effort for the Lol libaration of th
country....Prevent the liboration ot 1
North fram baing accompanied by clashe
and conflicts that could give risa ta sariol
misunderstandings between the people ar
the Allied libaration forces....Prevent ti
emergencea of a chasm batween niorthae
Italy and the rest of the country once t
North ie liberated, for such a fissure cou
be fatal for our country, opening
thoroughly confused chapter ot history’
other words: block any ravolutionary BCIi
and prevent the CLNAI (Upper Italy M
tional Liberation Commitlee) from coales
ing into & new regime standing in oppo
tion to the gevernment that had been e
up in the South. In Decembar 1944 1
|aadars of the PCI and PS| had broug
pressure ta bear on the CLNAI to sign 1
‘Rome protocols’, in which the CLN/
without obtaining the slightest attributi
of any government functions, had agre
o cede full authority to the Allied milit:
government, The protocols stipulated:
the liberated territorias all partisans ¥

thamselves under the diract supel
sion of the Alliad command and will |
scute Bl orders issued by the latter of
the government acting in its nama,
cluding orders to dissolve or to surrent
arms if this is requasted’.[13]

In spita of this accord, which gave [
1o violent polemics in the CLNAI tensic
between this organ and the govern
Aome persisted, In June Bonomi
replaced by Parri, who brought repres
tatives from the Morth into the govern
But the Perri governmant lested only
manths, finally succumbing to the
tradictions of its own palicy, which
sought to reconcile the revolutionary
break of the insurrection in the Narth
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the reactionary drive of the possessing
ciasses, the spread of seif-organization
among the masses with the reconstruction
of bourgecis institutions,

In December 1846 the first government
af tha Christian Democrat De Gasperi was
formed, on tha basis of an accord among
DC, tha PCl, and the P3| calling for the
convocation of elections to a Constituent
Assermhbly. Tha Alled Forces then turned
administration of tha northern provinces
over 1o the new government, whose prasi-
dant made no secret of his “Wastarn’
aspirations. De Gasperd lost no time in sat-
ting himsalf to his task: re-establishment of
prefectures in the provinces and liguidation
of the workars' laaderships in tha factorias
that had been taken over by the manage-
mant councils (aven though these councils,
led by responsible Communists, were whol-
Iy devoted w the ‘national interest’). In
September 1945 PCI leader Sereni told an
assambly of management councils in Milan:
It would ba only too conveniant for the old
ruling classes who led laly o catastrophe
to say to the workers: go ahead and run
things for yoursalves now....The workers
have not fallen into the trap; they have
been wise enough lo demand thal the
rapresantatives of proparty Bccept thair
share of responsibility for reconstruc-
tion".{14) De Caspen continued his sffort at
restoration by dissalving tha High Com-
missariat for sanctions against fascizm,
damobilizing the partisans, and rapressing
narthern struggles egainst nsing prces end
southern struggles for the occupation of

this programme snd actively par-
ticipated in implemanting i, in order nat 1o
break up 'anti-fascist unity’, All ‘reforms’
wers postponed until after the Constituent
Assembly elections.[15)

Tha meconstruction of tha state ap-
paratus and the caphalist economy took
decisive strides forward precisely during the
pericd between the formation of the first
De Gasperi governmant and the elections
to the Constituent Assembly. On 15
January 1948 tha minister of the interior
raplacead all the prefents of the Resistance
with career prefects who had administered
regional governments under Mussalini,
There wara B4 first-class prefects in all: only
2 af them had not served as functionaries in
the Ministry of the Intarior undar the fascist

groooae -

governmant, Thara ware 241 vice-prefects;
8ll, without exception, had had careers in
the bureaucracy under the fascist regime.
There wara 10 police inspactors-ganeral, 7
of whom had worked for Mussolini. There
werg 135 police prefects, 120 of whom had
joined the force under fascism, Similar
figures could be adduced far all echelons of
the apparatus of both the state and the ar-
my. Betwean 1944 and 1948 some 90 per-
cant of the personnal of the state apparatus
of the fascist regime reoccupied their
former functions.

Tha Communist lsader Scoccimaro,
wha had baen high commissioner for the
purge of fascists, himself recognized the
completa failure of his High Commission,
pointing to the notarious gap between the
making of a decision 1o purge a fasost and
the implementation of that decision. The
raagon for this gap waes simple: all levels of
the administration wera riddled with com-
plicity between the bureaucrscy and the
fascist state.

In a book entdtied The Demuocrafc
Reconstruction af the Srare tha Socialist
Morandi likewise recalled the limitations of
govarnment action in this domain; ‘Govern-
ment axpenanca also taught us the extent
to which the bureaucratic apparatus rejecis
any effort to free state action of subordina-
tion to capitalist intarests; wa saw the for-
midabla resistance it is capable of moun-
ting, or, in the best of cases, the obstruo
tion and lack of affectivensss thet
charecterize it".{16}

Thesa quite correct ramarks must have
escaped the lips of the two reformist

drim b . s
: greer albed roops
lzaders in moments of extreme and unusual
lucidity, for naithar of them draw any con-
clusion about the nature of this state ap-
paratus or aboul their own strategy for con-
guering it. And sinca they ruled out any cell
upon tha organized massas to make and
apply the decisions in question themsalves,
thay had no alternative but to simply fold

thair arma. Which is what they did. De
Gasperl’s affarts in this doman were cap-
ped by the reconstitution of the police, first
through the reopening of the police
academy, siaffed by officers of Mussolin's
former colonial police, and then through
tha creation of tha Cafere (a sort of special
branchl, whose ‘democratic’ seal was 10 ba
broadly appraciated by the ltalian workers
and studenls in the years Lo come. Tha bulk
of the fascist legal code wes laft unchang-
ed, and tha police forces reamainad militarir-
ed (and sull are (o ez day).

But there was another parellel process
which had alzo been under way since the
farmation of the Badoglio government: the
big capitalist groups had settled down 10
tha task of recansmucting the saconomy in
acoordance with thair own intarasms. Once
ggan, as early as the tme of the Badoglio
governmant the workers' partias agreed to
postpone eny social reform until alter the
complate fiberation of the country and the
slaction of the Constituent Assembly. The
DC ook advantage of this rims lag to wisld
together & reactionary bloc, making usa of
the support of the Catholic church to
garner 8 mass base, primarily ormong lhe
PAASANTTY.

What lina did the Communists 1ake on
the guestinn of aconamic reconstruction
once the country was liberaled? Hee
again, sll actions wera determined by the
necassity 10 maintain alliancas. Tha waakhy
newspaper of the PCI pul it this way:

‘It was obvious — and guite normal, 1l
shoild ba racallad — rhat tha Iralian con-
sarvalives would be able to adhare to the
policy of the most advanced forces of the
anti-fascisl bloc only i they weare offered
firm guarantees. The Ialian conservatives
had to be satisfied that the political liquida
tion of the fascists and the creation of the
political conditions for normal democratic
development would not coincida with pro-
found, evan revolutionary, modifications in
Italian economic structures. Thus, all con-
ditions were at hand for the development of
a detailed compromise between the great
currents of tha anti-fascist front. The
natura of this compromisa could be based
only on these points: renunciation of
BCONOMIC Measuras of a evalubonary type;
agreemant 1o leave the direction of
economic lifa — and tharefora also of finan-
cial rmorganization and reconstruction — in
the hands of the conservative forces on tha
decisive points...and defence, through the
trade unions, against the possible
danparously amti-social and snti-national
conseguences of any conservative policy
sbandoned to unbridied liberalism.... The
compromise therefore left two perspectives
open: that of the democratization of the
country as a whole, which would parmit
pursual of fundameantal political objectives,
and that of the democratization of the
ltalian conservatives themsalwes'.(17)

Idealism ran rampant. Not only do the
consarvativas adhere to tha economic
reconstruction policy of the most advanced
forces of the anti-fascist bloe (what, then,
one may wonder, 5 this ‘ling of the most
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advanced forces’, i not the anti-fascist
allisnce as an end in itsel?); tha ohjective ol
the ‘eampromise’ is none other than the
‘democratization of the conservatives
thamselves'. which waould doubtless aven-
tually induce them to  expropriate
thamsalvas.

But this idealism was reflectad in a quite
spacific policy: rejection by the raformists
af any maasure that would have struck at
the interests of private capitalism. All the
various projects tor tax reform 1o pare
daown tha great fortunes, for confiscation
of windtall profits reaped under fascism,
timid as they were, remained mere SCrEpS
of paper. The Communist officials, for ex-
ampla. did not fight for an immediata
change in currency, which would have
peen the only way to control fortunes in
reality. The conservative forces rasorted 10
all sorts of subterdfuge to block this
measure, which simply sank into oblivion

Tha policy of the government was Vast-
Iy more enargatic on TwWa essential points
however: wages and layofis. The con-
quastal the sliding =cale of wages was an
as=ential advence for the workers, even
though It guaranieed them only partial
wage compansation for rises in tha cost ol
fiving. But in the name of this agresment
all wage demands were abandoned 8t &
time whan productivity increases in tha fac
rories ware running at 50 to 100 per cent. in
additian, the PCl and PSI accepted the ii-
ting of the ban an layoffs, a measure the
bourgaots forces in the CLN had been
demanding since April 1345, This granted
employers  full  freedom 1o ehiminate
workers, a fraadom they esercisad wilh
ahandon. All these concessions, of courss,
wera made in the nama of tha ‘national in-
terest’. In axchange, the employers wers
asked to ‘be content with notmal profits’
{the expression of Di Vittorie, leader of the
CGIL (the trade-union federation), n @
speach to the congrass of the Confderation
of htalian Industrialists).

The period lasting from the inauguration
af tha first De Gaspari government and the
Constituent Assembly eleclions |2 June
1846: on the same day, the monarchy was
abolished and a republic inaugurated, by
raferandum) to the ouster of the workars
parties from the governmant {at the end of
May 1947) was marked by the usual im
padimenta of unbridled class collabaration.

Fiat workers on girke

A few days before its UNCENeMOMOUS
dismissal from the government, tha PCI
isadership felt compelled to make this ad-
mission: ‘It must be emphasized thal
although the teilers (workers, amployees,
PENSIONENS, unemployed) have evinced a
high degree of discipline and a lotty spint of
sacrifice in the common nterest, the seme
carmot be said of cartain groupings among
Ihe possessing classas. Although the toilers
have accapted @ truce on the wage front
{which has not been accompanied by a
price fraeze), and sithough they have scal
ed down thair demands and curbed theu
strugqles in arder not 1o damagé 1he state
and the nation, among the possessing
classes wa May note @ wornsoma mendency
o shirk sacrifices and to make the toilers
and the stata bear the full burden of the
situation’.(18)

The Communist leaders evinced similar
slindness in their explanation of the govern
ment crisis that had resulted in thair ouster
{rom powst, Thay denounced What Was ac
tually 3 long-term option of tha hallan
bourgeoisie 85 a ‘conspiracy ot plutlocratic
forces”

Although Togliatti's policy was suraky
sallored to fit the instructions of the
Kramilin, it seems likely that the period of
government  collaboration  had actually
stimubated the illusion in the leading group
that this collaboration wauld long continug.
it ie this ilusion that accounts for the scope
of the concessions made 10 the bourgeoisie
in 1947, which were criticized aven by
Moscow. [Similar criticiems wera directad
against the French Communist Party
around the same time.) Although the PCI
leaders were not unaware of the advances
being mads by the reactionary forces bet-
wean 1944 and 1947, there 5 some
pyvidanca that they  did indecd
underestimate the dangars, in the fllusion
that they had embarked on an irreversible
trajectory. In only two years their party’s
membership list had risen from 100,000 to
more than 2 million; their represantatives
had become government ministars after
wenty years of underground existence and
prison, 'There werd reasons for losing &
eanze of proportion’, explainad the veteran
Socialist leadar Piatro Nenni, recalling the
rriumphant speaking tour he made with
Togliatti in early 1948 and the avarwheim-
ing majority won by the workers' parties in
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the municipal slections in the North in Apiil
194611891

The party was deeply shocked by its
auster from the government, &lthough all
signs had been pointing in this direction
ever sinca January 1947. 1 haliave’, Pajetta
later recognizad, ‘that we must admit that
at tha time we thought that even if it was
not impossible, it certainly would have beon
extramely difficult to effoct 8 capitolis!
restoration and to oust the Communisty
fram the govarnment for a long pariod, It
seams Lo me that ane can say that we ruled
out the possibility of such a long pannd of
confromtation end new slignment without
gither rapid progress on our perl or an
openly reactinnary taffirmedon by the
adversary (201

Although the PCl was cast into el
tion against its will (and subsaquantly
hardenad its position, which enablad it 10
reap the fruit of leter mass upsurges). the
laadarship has always maintsined its post-
war stralegy, avan to this day. Initial
avidance of this cama in 1948 altar tha at-
tempt on Toghelti's lifa. Frugtraterd by
saveral years of congtan! cONCEEEILNG, and
bearing tha brunt of the amecks tha
bourgenisie felt capeble of intensifying in
late 1947 and sarly 1948, the working class,
although disorientad, Wis undafaated. Ex-
plosive reserves were bullding up Thiey
wara detonated when an anti-comnuniss
fanatic fired four pistol shots ar Toghall 45
ha wae leaving parfiamant on 14 July 1949
Within ane hout the capital was parolysed
hy & spontanecusly organized genard
strike; within saveral hours tha strike had
spread throughout the country. It quickly
acquired insurractionsry overionas. I the
North workers occupied factories and dug
up the rifies they had buried In 194
(spmetimes  hidden In  the facrorisd
themsaives). Armed clashes ocourred i
Genoa, Leghorn, Taranto, Venice, and Sar
Salvatore, In several cities the workers 06
cupied the telecommunicalions cantres an
raitway stations, By 15 July the PCI| leadel
ship hed baan so disoriented by the popula
expiosion that /"Unita, which had publishet
three special editions the day befora, faks
to appear. But the following morning, ¥
July, the Communigt daily was on ths
streets again, announcing that the stk
ghould be halted by noon. This call wed
unheeded. It 1ook several days for calm §
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ba restored, for the workers 10 note, bitter-
by, that their local initistives had not bean
coordinatad and that their leaders were
determined to restora ordar,

Toglatti's last words 10 his closest
asspciates before he wes removed 1o
hospital on 14 July were thesa: "Stay calml
Don't losa your head!'{22) And stay calm
they did, both in the streets, whara thay
strove to demobilize the workers, and in
parfiament. The government, Yyielding
nothing and evan taking advantage of the
situation 1o press s offensiva by directly
attacking the CGIL for its participation in
the sirike, received this answer from Di Vit
torin, prasidant of tha CGIL {which had not
yot split). Speaking in parliament, ha ex-
plained that the CGIL had joined the strike
‘in order to keap it under control’. And Nen-
ni, the Socialist leader, was aven more ex-
plicit: “It is genuinely stupid of the gowvemn-
ment, bath morally end paliticelly, to fall to
understand the significance of the dacision
taken by the CGIL against the will of the
working class'.

Glorious action by the trede-umon
leaders! According to official figuras, 20
pacple were killed, 600 wounded. and 7,000
arrested during the turbulent days of July
1848. The government seizad upon the op-
portunity 10 strike a decisive blow a1 the
workars’ vanguard as well. In late July the
right-wing forces in the CGIL used ths
organization’s decision 10 participate in the
strike of 14 July to provoke a split. The late
and unlamented minister of the interor,
Scelba, took the lead in a war against the
workers. Between 1948 and 1954 some 75
were kilied, 4,104 woundad, 148,269 ar-
rested, and 671,243 semtanced to prson
terms in incidants of strikes and demonsira-
tions. It was the beginning of the years of
reaction.

Togliatti did not want 1o lose his head,
but neither did the bourgeoisie, which, with
consummate mastary and brilliant exploita-
tion of Communist capitulations, was able
to forge & power bloc that was 1o rule the
country continupusly for the next thirty
WYEars.,

This rapid sketch of tha period from the
Resistance 10 the post-war reconstruction
indicates the major elemants in the origin of
Togliatti's political approach. It was during
this period that the first premisas of tha
"Italian road to socialism’ wara hewed out.
These pramises were 10 be systematized at
the seventh congress of the PCl in
December 1956.

Although tha PCl orientation was dic-
tated fundamentally by the pragmatic as-
igencias of the counter-revalutionary policy
of the Kremilin, from the wary baginning
Togliatd did attempt to codify a coharent
strategy, called ‘progressive democracy’.
The elements of that strategy wene 10 be
taken up again and further elaborated later,
What waera they?

Togliatti arguad that the prolstariat,
which commands neither aconamic powar
nor cantral political clout, must astablish its
hegamony through superstructural action,
through utilization of its presenca in all the

institutions of society, In order 1o solate
the reactionary seclors and permit &
gradual democratization of all society (the
emphasis on anti-fascism in the party's
recruitmant and propaganda was in com-
plete accordance with this approachl.
Sociel end political instifutions  then
bacome the major tarrain of the cless strug-
gle lor of the ‘dialectic’ amang the classes,
as the PC| leaders preter to put it). To be
sure, this is not the sole terrain, but it is the
crugible i which the ‘dialectic’ will be
resotved.

In order to pursue this policy consistant-
Iy, the naw party, the nationgl mass party,
must present eslf as a8 governmant party.
To do this it must ransform itsall from the
baarer of the proletarian programme into
the upholder of 8 ‘progressive’ programme
reprasanting a mediation betwesn the in-
terests of various social layers.(23)

Tha PCl ieeders maintained that the
republican Constiution, [ssusd ol the
Resistance, guaranlesd a new Lype of
democrecy because of the great role of the
massas in the dratting of that Constitution,
i could become the framework for both
democracy and socialism, since, as PCI
Ilsadar Sereni candidly explained, ‘although
it doss not prescrbe a8 democratic and
socialist transformation, neither does it ex-
clude it".(24)

The period of the Cold War impaded tha
further development of this initial program-
matic approach by the hallan Communists.
But although tha raactinnary offansiva
compalled tham 1o shift the terrain of strug-
gha, tha perspective upheld in the party
documents and congress reparts ramained
that traced out during the period of tha
libaration and the immediate post-war
yaars. The year 1958 was to mark & new
step forward in the alaboraton of the
“hialian road to socialism’ and in the evolu-
tion of the PCI's relations with Moscow.

|
1956: a double turn

After the difficull years of isolation and
Caold War, 19568 openad a new periad in the
evoluton of the PCL. Tha background o
that evolution was provided by the impor-
tent changes that had occurred both in the
halian situation and in tha international
Communist movamant,

The various ‘centre’ De Gasperi govern-
ments, which had presided over tha
reconstruction of lalian capitalism, bagan
o suffer 8 crisis in the mid-fifties. The
palicy of the Christian Damocratic leadar,
which was designed both to respond,
through sectoral reforms, to the interests of
the great industrie] bourgepisie and to
sJatisfy the corporatis. interasts of conser-
vative middie layers, faced ever greater dif-
ficulties. The DC managed to preserve and
fortity ite power anly through an ever more
thorough panetration of all the apparatusas
of powar. But what really exposed the
limitations of tha ‘centra’ governmants was
the wmuliuous development of lialian
capitalism itsalf,

There wera two central questions on the
agenda of the 19584 congress of Christian

Democracy: how strongly to emphasire
stete intervention in the economy and how
much to develop public industry. The In-
stitute for Industrial Reconstruction {IRI, a
public body established by Mussolini to
salvage industries in crisisl, which had been
gcting merely to 8id companies in trouble,
began 10 take independent Inklatives in the
stesl industry, with tha creation of tha
‘halsider” production centres; ENI, the na-
tional coal and oil company, was born as
the product of an allance belween Amin:
rore Famfani and the embitious industnafst
and Christian Democrar Endco Marmal; a
Minigtry of Enterprises, publicly owned in
part, was created. Fanfani was the cenlral
DC leader who gave sxpression tw this
policy, which had a double objective: to
meat the developmant needs of the most
advanced sectors of ltalian industry and, at
the same time, 10 fortify the power of Chris-
tian Democracy through the strmulation of
8 staté bourgaoisie in control of the entire
public soctor.|26)

Tha years 1854 and 1955 saw & tur-
nabout in tha diraction of the policy of the
laading branchas of Hallan capitalilsm.
Previously, capital accumulation had baan
based essentially on the suparexploitation
of the work force (through massive
unemploymeant and unlimited represson)
Mﬂ'w, Ilmllﬁllﬂ, h ﬂlﬂﬂf [ {a] Eﬂlmtﬁ maoirs
sffactively on the woarld market, the ltohan
capitalists bagan to feal tha nesd for &
phese of development based on a massive
injection of new technology in the ap
paratus of production, on the rodical
transformation of mathads of production in
tha factories, and on indicative planning.
Tha phase of reconstructon gave way 1o
that of the ‘miracke’, of greater intagration
inte the international market. The initial
political overtures to the ‘centre-left’, in a
bid for an alliance with a reformist workars'
party with the aim of coopting a section of
the working class, also date from this
period. The new policy fiowad directly from
the new noads of Italian capitalism,

It was this development of capitalism,
which was not understoad by the refor-
mists, that plunged the policy of the PCI
and tha trade-union federation finked to it,
tha CGIL, inta crisis.

The aconomic reconstruction had bean
accompanied by a violent ant-union and
anti-communist repression, initiated after
tha spliit in the CGIL in 1948. By the
thousands, militants wera laid off and put
on blackksts. Members of the oclass
organizations wera no longer accepted in
the factories. A deep fissura thus aross bat-
waen the workers and their organizations,
and this prevented the organizations from
following and analysing the transforma-
tions under way in the apparatus of produc-
tiar.

The PCl refused to recognize thal
economic development was occurring and
asccused the bourgecisie of applying a
delibarate policy of economic depression.
The CGIL upheld a plan for production
against the alleged recession-mongering of
tha bourgeoisie. The CGIL plan was intend-
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ad o reveal the bourgeoisie’s inability 0
resolve tha guestion of employment and
theraby to damonsirate the necEsSITY for
socialism. In one sense, tha Communist
trade-union leaders had incorporatad an
aspect of ‘maximalism in policy, in than thay
asserted that capitalism was ruining the na-
tipnal economy. Politically, however, thay
strove for class collaboration, n that thay
wanted Lo squara the solution ta tha wage
problem with the real requirements al pro-
duction. In practice, this policy fracturad in-
to a combination of purely propagandist
anunciations on the one hand and stubbom
but limited struggles with no general pro-
spects on the other hand’.(26] Thus,
although politically the PCI praserved its
monopoly ot  rapresentation of the
workers(27), a deep chasm arose in the fsc-
(ories, This was reflected in & sharp decline
in CGIL membership and, in 1966, in the
deleat of the PCl-dominatad metalworkers
union (the FIOM) in the internal commis-
sion alections haid in Fiat.|2B) The trade-
union leadership responded to this defaal
with a self-criticism, which concluded with
& ‘return to the factories’, whera the first
signs of a new risa of combativity could
glready be seen. Politically, the Com-
munists faced contradictory prospects. On
the ona hand, thare was the possibility of a
govarnmen! opening to the left; on the
other hand, the ‘autonomist’ policy in
augurated by P3I leader Nenni atter the
Hungarian events of 1956 had broken the
front that had linked the PSI and PCI since
the war, Thera was a danger of political
isalation of the PCI, but also @ hope that
political discrimination against the laf1
could begin to ease. Togliati grasped the
necessity of respending 10 these political
changes. His statements about the twan-
tieth congress of the Sowviet Communist
Party, at which Khrushchev had deliverad
his ‘sacret speech’, and the theses adopted
by the eighth congress of the PCI
represented party attempls 1o mest this

necessity.
Khrushchev delivered his famous report

denouncing the Stalin ‘personality cult’ at
the twentisth congress of the Soviet Com-
munist Party in February 1956. Togliati

selzad upon this ocpportunily 10 GXpreas,

publicly for the first time, his idea that thara
were ‘different roads’ 10 sockalism. In an ar-

ticle entitied 1956, Some Premises ol
Eurocommunism’,(29)  the Communist
historian Guiseppe Boffa emphasized ThBt
1958 sanciioned for the first tme the
emargence of mounting differentiation
within the intarnational Communist move

ment. Immediamly sfter the war, Boffa
continued, this idaa had circulated sefto
voca, but it was temporarily sbandoned
after the famous Cominform meeting of
1947, when the lwlian and French Com

munist Partias were sharply scolded for
thelr policy af povemmeant collaboration, &
policy the Kramlin masters had come 10
regard as in excess of the conjunctural
necassitias of their own policy. Taking um-
brage at Togliatti's inclinations toward in-
dependence, Stalin asked him to leave Italy
in 1861 and come t© Moscow to loke
charge of the Cominform. But the Halian
leader had refused.{30)

Togliatti was thus quick 1o regpond 10
the dedlarations of the Soviet twentieth
congress. He emphasized that tha thamas
anunciated by Khrushchev (on the rola of
parlismant in the socialist transformation.
for example) had been foreshadowed in
pravious theoretical works of the PLCI{31)
and he insistad that this theoretical elabora-
tion had to be carried forward. In Juna 1958
Togliari was interviewad by Albarto
Maoravia’s magazineg Muow Argumenti on
the subject of 'democracy and socialism,
autonomy and internationalism’. In this in
erview Toglisti put forward his own
analysis of tha state of the Intarnational
Communist movernant. (32]

Nowadays, when Carrillo, Marchais,
and Barlinguar have accustomed us to re-
sounding declarations against the Mecca of
the Kremiin, this interview appears guite or-
thodox and moderate. To appreciate the
axtant of its heresy, one must situate it in
the atmosphere of obedence to Moscow
that prevailed at the time.

In  the intarview, Toglietd first
developad, in guite maasured terms, a criti-
gue of what he called the "defarmations’
and ‘errors’ introducad in the construction
of socialism in the USSA. But he insisted
on firmly upholding the soclalist character
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of the soviet Linion: *...but this absolutely
doss not meen that the fundamental
alemants of Soviet society that darerming
its democratic and scclalist character and
make Uhis society suparior in quality 1o the
modem cepilakst societias have been
destroyed’. He even firmly ruled out the
prospéct of any Institutional changas
[which in his view could only mean a retum
to the norms of bourgeois demacracy]. He
further steted that the imauguration of a
multiparty svstem would be usslass: ‘It
saems 10 us impossible to concelve of &
multiparty systam In the Soviel Union to-
day, however, Whara would other parhos
coma from? A decision by the leadership? A
fine process of democratization that would
bal’

But the essential lesson drawn by
Togliatti was that the Soviel axperience
could no longer ba repeated in other coun-
triee. Tha USSR oould no longer play a
dominant rola in the international move-
ment; intemationsl organizations like tha
Caminform  [which  was,  incidantally,
dissolved in  1956] wera no longer
necessary; ‘the Soviet model can no longas
and must no longer be obligatory’; and
finally, esch party musl advance according
1o its own path: The onlirg system
becomes polycantric, and in the ntérnas
tianal Communist movamant one can no
longer spaak of a single laadership, LUt
rathar of progress achieved through dif
ferant roeds’. (33 1

Togliatti dacided to convoke 8 specist
congress of the PCI (the eighth) to ‘rend
and strangthen the party’. In the discussion
preparatory 1o this congress, the Co
munist leadars eppealed 1o the ‘natio
lode' of Marxism symbolized by Labri
and Gramsci.(34) Tha a&im  was
syslematize, in the form of a programmat
dactaration, both the relationship batwe
democracy and socialism and the strateg
of the parflamentary road to socialism, He
Toglatti developed his conception of ¥
utilzation of bourgeois institutions. *
PCIF. he wrote, ‘'does not regard
republican Constitution as an axpedi
allowing utilization of the instrumants
bourgeois democracy up to the moment
the armed insurrecton for the conguest
the state and its transformation into
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socialist state, but a8 & united pact, frealy
astablished by tha great majority of the
Italian people and placed at the basis of the
arganic development of national life for an
antira historical period. In tha framework of
this pact we can accomplish, withim full
constitutional  legality, the structural
reformes required to undermine the power of
the monopolist groups, to defend tha in-
terests of all the loilers against the
aconomic and financial oligarchies, to ex-
clude these aligarchies from power, and to
bring the toiling  masses 1o
power....Democratic institutions can be
davelopad as the effective basis of a regime
which, confronting the subversive sfforts
af the monopolist groups and depriving
them of the basis of their power, can ad-
vance towards socialism...." (Programmatic
Declaration of the Eighth Congress of the
PCl, Juna 1958].

Of course, Toghatt explained, we are
still dealing with a bourgeois state, since a
bourgacis power bioc continues to hold the
raires. Tha problem is 1o examing how this
bourgecis power bloc can be modified
through political advances. To do this, two
factors must be taken into account: 1) haly
has experenced a process of greal concen-
tration of capital in the form of private
manopalias and state monopoly capitalism;
2} talian saciety ie characterized by a highly
complex social stratificetion, with a signifi-

Fooinotes

cant incidence of middle lavers whose in-
terests are n contradiction with those of
monopaly capitalism, Tha large state sector
cumently serves o prop up  private
capitalism end 15 guided by the law of pro-
fit. The problem, then, i to achieve a
poliical leadership that impresses a dif-
ferant role on the stata capitalist sactor,
democratizes its managemant eystem, and
turre it into the eading force in a system of
economic planning guided by the principle
ot social utility. Consequently, tha policy of
the party must shift toward the supearstruc-
tures, which does not mean that such
issues become the sole terrain of party
struggla; but that all other fields of activity
are subordinated to it Hera we scent the
principles that lie al the root of the historic
compromise, principles the PCI intellsctuals
were [ater to strive 1o adorn with mare allur-
ing theoretical ormamants.

The VYaks Memoi, Togliati's last
published book, (35} reaffirmed his posi-
tions on the nead 1o intensify tha search for
national roads, on sulonomy for tha dif-
farant parties (he criticized, among other
things, the idea of an international Com
munist conference 1o condemn tha leaders
of the Chinese Communist Party), and on
the ‘deformations’ of thae Soviet regime. On
the latter point, he expressed regrel that
the self-criticism made at the twentigth
congress had been circumscribed ard he

emphasized

Fage i3

tha necessity 1o explain the
conditions thet were parmitted under the
Stalin regime otharwise than by the par
sanality cult: "We do nor agres rhat
avarything can be explained sirmply by the
senous personal vices of Stahin. We strive
to study what may have been the poblceal
arrors which contributed to giving rige to
the cult. This discussion i continuing
among tha historians and qualified cadras
of the party’.

Toghatt thus left the Itaian Commumst
Parry a rwofold lagacy: tha hrallan road o
soclalism and palycantriam

The evolution of the international situa
tion (end of the Cold Wer, peacaful cosx-
istence, the Khrushchev report) and of na-
ticnal conditions (the halian economic
‘miracle’, the nea-reformist policy adopted
by the bourgecisial offared the PCI pro-
spects of development that Toglatti wes
guick ta seira upan, From then an, tha PCI
found itsalf increasingly subject 1o national
material pressures, determining its policy
primarily an the basis ol Italian reality and
finding it aver more difficull to manifest
blind obedience to the policy of the
Krembin.

National road to socialism and polycen-
trigm in the Communist maovemsant, It is this
double legacy that the present leaders of
the Italian Communist Party have pledged
to fructify

1. Along time must be spent in tha pitch-black night of Stalinkem 1o
prasant the link batwesn democracy and socialism as a ‘discovery’,
for saocialiem was alwavs seen by its founders as a regime af the
highest democracy, Bul since Stalinsm has indeed distorted tha ides
of socigdism to exactly this extant. this discussion ks sssantial 10day.
Z. Luciana Gruppi, ¥ compnomesso starfco, Rame, 1877. Tha PCI
lsadars’ insistance on tracing 2 ‘red thread” fram the theoratical work
of Gramaci 1o thair owen curtent anantathon s a product of ther desire
1o @ssert their own national roots against both Moscow and the ltalian
bourgesisia. This appropriation of Gramsci, however, is eflected at
the oost of very important revisions of the thearetical contribution of
the Sardinian revolutionary,

3, De Radic Milano Liberta, Rome, 1974, pp. 381-383.

4. Tha CLN was sstablished on 9 Seplamber 1843, just after the ar
mistice that left all central and northern Italy under Mazi occugation. It
included the Comminest Party, the Socialist Party, the Movement of
Proletarian Unity, the Action Party, Christian Democracy, and tha

Liberal Party, The CLN immediately issuad a call to armed resistance
againat the accupeers, Party representation in the CLN leadership was
on a panty besis, i.e. each party had equel representation, regardiess
of actual strangth. The consaquant Incangruity was aspacially striking
in tha Norh, whara the warkers' parties especially the PCI, held the
altegiance of the overwhelming majority of the Resistance fighters.
Deep dillerences between the CTUN in the North and in tha South
arose almost immediately. In tha Sourth, slready Bbarared fram Nazi
rula, the CLN was primarily an aliance of tha top leaderships of the
anti-fascist parties; its perspective was 10 come forward 85 on altar
native, democratic govarnment forcae. |n the Norh, whera the pro-
latarlan claee compaosition was predominant, the rank-and-fike CLN
committees that developed in the factones and loccalities tended 1o
evolve info alternative structures of power, despite ail the ambiguities
consaguent to the participation of bourgeols forces. Dur aim hera is
not 13 trace tha histary af the lalian Rasistance but 1o summarize the
mims of tha debate in tha PCl at the tima. This debats centred on
thess differences over the role of the CLN and geve a foretaste of




what wis 1 become the PCI position an the ralationship batween
parfiamantary democracy and renk-and-file damocracy. For further in-
furmaﬁmunmmpariad.m:mhhhiumappamnsmna
srmlimsmo, I palitica del PCY dal 1345 af 1369, Roma, 1968.; Marcelia
Flores, Fronte popolare g devroerazia progressiva, Roma, 1373; Paolo
Spriana, Storma el Pavtito comurnista makano, Einaudi. Sea also the
artiches by Anne Meria Valanting, "Il PCl e la ficastruzions econnmica’,
in Palitics comumsta, April-May 1976, and Silviero Carvisieri: La
swatta di Salerno e il gruppe dingente del PCI', in Politica comumista,
April-May 1974,

5. Cited in E. Raglanieri, Azfomst, cattolici e comunis nala resisten-
za, Milan, 1971,

6 G. Amendola, Lertere a Mifang, Rome, 1973, p. 300,

7. Citad in Marcello Flores, pp. 47-38,

8. Togliewi, Opere Scefte, Rome, 1974,

8. Ibid.

'llﬂ, Benpa dal Camia, Pralaten senre rivolurions, stona dolle classe
subgfiarne in Jlalia, T850-1960, Ed. Orlante, vol W, p. 37

1. The many works by historians, whathar Communiats or noL. e
unankmous in thair assassmant of the ravolutionary dynamic of the
Resistance In the Narth, whars the masses saw the struggle agains!
tha Nazis gs inseparabla from the anti-capitalist stuggle. See, forea-
ampile, Renzo del Carria, and aisa Giorgio Gafll, who notes in Stone
del Partito comumste (18681 Tha proletariat ol the cities and the
cmnﬁwﬂﬂmlmmﬂcdbmﬂmwmﬁhdmuu
mpﬂvm1mﬂmdmwuﬂummmﬂumm
lsaning towerds & social gystem whosa contours were rather (i}
defined, but which they identified as socialist, underslo6d 1D mean
grimarily tha sbglition of privata property. Only a vanguard of this
class took part in the Resistance actively, in the mounain grougs, in
|mmplwpmmwnﬁlmmmduﬂhm-
itiative of the PGl), in carmying on propagands in the factionies, gnd in
orgenizing strikes. Bul this vangusrd gave active Bnd combstive ax-
pression 1o 1he aspirations of the entire class, Tha Resistance was
saen as the begin-ning of tha revoluton, and since the Resistance wos
waged arms in hand, thosa who participated in it thought that tha
ravolution would be conductad in ke menme And since the PCI had
callad upon the warking class 1o take up srms and was guiding and
orienting the masses in this diraction, it cannat be considerad an op-
portunist and maderati party, Sven il it was nat an lmlien version of
the Bokshevik Party of Lenin. Althaugh it did nol raske tha slogan ex-
propriation, did nat call for the liguidation of the copilalists along with
the Germans and the fascists, and althaugh it collaborated with the
wing, all this was because it was necessary 10 act by stages, 10 waait for
tha right mameant 1o strike with Tull strength, as Lenin had taught. In
tha meantime, hewevar, the srms wera thers and the workars weore
taking them; in the maantime, there wera strikas ard sabotage in the
factories: in the meantime, grain for the workers was being seized in
th countryside. Once the war is aver, the workers thought, once the
Alliad forees have gona, the rest will come’. Giorgio Galli armampts in
this manner 1o sccount for the fantastic adharence of the working
messes The Resistance 1o the PCI despite the policy of moderation
and compromisa of principle tha PCIl was applying in the liberated
areas, This adherence was aiso and @ven More importantly due 10 the
pxtragrdinary courage and revolutionary devatan af the Communist
militants, who made up 1he bulk f the grrmed partisan groupings.
12, Mevertheless, it i@ imporant not o underestimats tha raal dif-
farances both on this question and on tha scope of the CONCAsSSIoNSs
Togllati made to the haurgeaisie. Thesa ditfarences are raflactad in
two warks by Secchia: Aldo dice 287, Faitrinalli, 1967, and Cin sona |
comurvsti, Mazzota, 1977

13. N movimenta d ilberazione in Iraks, anno 1, July 1849,

14, Giorgo Galli, Storis dal PC/, p. 238,

15. Livio Maitan, the chapter entithed: ‘Il biannic crucigle delia
ficostruziona’

16, Cited by Livic Maitan

17, Rinascita, B August 1946,

IB. Resalution of 7 May 1347 in 'La politica dal comunisti dal ¥V al VI
congresso’, resolulions and documents of tha sixth congress,
January 1948,

19. Pietro Menni, (atenviste sul socislizmo Rafeno, Laterza, 1977, p.
72.

#0. G. C. Pajetts, Dalla lbarazione aila Repubbiica, Rome, 1971,
21, On this point, it & particularly significant that the jeaders of the
POl ingisted on poriraying 1977 a5 the year al reconciliatian. When thr
accard of the six ‘constitutional perties’ was signad in July 1877, A.
Reichlin wrote in Uit that ‘what is important is not what thay sign-
ad but that they signed it togethar' [27 June 1977).

22, Luigi Longa, imerview in L Aepubbiice, 14 July 1877,

73, Around the sama time Toghatti also developed a cultural concag-
tign that integrated all the traditions of elian society, without excep-
tion. This provided ideclogical justification for the aliance bebween
lthC!auﬂDC.mmubdtuimalng-diﬂnuwmmm'mhm

golidarism’ and 'Catholic sofideriam”.

24, Fwnascitd, March 1347,

25. Arilio Mangano, GF ann/ del centrismeo, T960-T960, M
Editora, 1977.

8. Giorgio Galll, p. 305-308.

27. During tha sama percd the PCI waged major political campaig

in particular pgainst the anti-democratic laws the DC g
aftempted to pass. The mosat important was probably ]

sgainst the Yeggetruffa’ lrig-off low), an electoral reform law
would have given 86 pescant of the seots in parkamant o a
getting only 50.01 percent of the vote. The project was ahand
wihan the DC falled 1o obtaln the majority in the electlons of 1051,
2B, The FIOM's parcentage of the vote fell from 63 ta 38, while thet
the FIN (linkexd 1o tha Catholic trade unlon) rose from 10 to 40 and that
&t tha UILM [Social Domooiatic) fram 11 1o 23, [CF, M'Egpananza cali
oM, aits FIAT, Vitcorio Risser, in Palitics comun/iste, summet 1875
2. Gusappe Botfs, Studi Stosio, ‘the review of the Gromss
instituie), no, 4, 1976; ‘1966: alcune premesse dell eurocomunisma’
30. See plac . Mopolitano, Mtervisms sof ACY, Latersa, 18760 “The
italian party had sutfered savarely from tha fact thot in 1947 thera was
a sutden interruption Inemationally of the Communist rrevEmEl
senrch far now roads 1o socialism, which had been undarwaken just
giter the Sacond World Wer, and not only In Haly, It auffeds
perticularly hecausa it had glready gone nuite far in recing out ar
original road of advance to sacialsm’ (pp. 34-36).

31, The Ehrushchev repart affirmed thet the waorking class, D)
‘assembling Around itsell the pessants and intallectuals, ail th
patnotic forces, and by finmly rejecting  opparmunis! ol mei
incapable of renouncing the policy of class collaboration with thi
capitalists and lendlards, can inflict @ defest on the sactionary, anth
popular forces, condguer 8 salid majority in parkament, pnd transions
it from the organ ol bourgeois democrucy mto an suthent
inatrument of tha popular will, In that event, this rraditional s b tie
af many developed caplalist couniries can bedoma an organ ol v
damocracy for the workers'.

92, Pakmiro Toglatt, Mnfervista & Nuow Argumant!, June 1666, sing
rapublished togeiher with Yairs Memodr, Rome, 1876

33. In tha Napolitano imendes citad sbove, fhe PO laadar ssnlain
that 1ha lasdership secepiad (his mtemational arentaton of Togllaml
without any differences. This sssertion must be comparad 10 what
had praviously stated in regard 10 the massive enlry into tha Ca
Committea during this period of cadres recruited ot the and of
war, who war brought up politically on ‘progressivi dermociad
more than on the classics of Marsism:Laninism. On the othar hand
and ha recogiizes this — it was among the intermadiary party cad
that the raservations and opposition were most significant. Ind
there was a deep crisis among the Sialinist cadras at that time, 2
meny of them subsaquanty left the party to lorm the first Mag
Stalinist groups whean tha Sine-Soviet polemic aruptad, Although €
erisis of Stalinism in 1956 did not result in an arganizational split, ird
sgq thousands of departures from the party and the loss of P
hagemeny over the intellectuals, Within the party itsell, it ena
Trotskylst militants, then carrying out an entry tacthc, 10 gain 8 &
audiance. It was in the ranks of the Socialist Party, again in 195G, 1
a eritique of the constitutionalist strategy of the PCl and PSI began
ba developed, through the debate opened in Mondo Operso
Raniaro Panzieri end Lucio Libsrtini on the question of we
contral. Libartni later participated In the foundation of tha laf
PSIUP [halian Socislisi Party of Proletaran Unityl, when the B
joined the first cantre-leh government in 1863, (Libartini leter boca
a PCl member of parkiament,) Panzieri pleyed a leading role in
journal Quaderni Hoss, in Haison with laf trade-union cadres of
FIOM in Turin. This journal was one of the sources of the
revolutionary left in Italy, (Callaberstars of Quadarmi Rossi inch .
wittorio Foa, Vittorio Rieser, Asar Rosa, Mario Tronli, and ot
Bangiori died in Turdn in October 1963,

34, Antonio Gramscl's Privon Noteboaks becama known only in
aarly fifties. Napolitana has explained that from that point onwd
Gramscl's writings began 1o bacome the patrimony of the cad 3
the party, ‘althaugh the delicale coupling af his alaboration and
ol the party remained 1o be sccomplishad’. This elegant Jarrni
wak doubtless § referance 1o the unsorupulous use’to which |
thaariats of the PCI have put tha writings of Gramsci,

35, In August 1984 Toghiatti was urgently summaned to the: SoN
Union 1o participata in tha preparation of an imtarmational congre
Communist Partiss, Tha battle between the Soviet and Cl i
parties was raging, end Moscow wanted 8 solemn cndamnatio
‘tha Chinese’ by tha international Communist maoverment. Toglat

il barely after ariving In Yalts. He hastily drafied a few notes,
ware 1o become the Ya're Mamalr, and died a few days luter.
Longa, whe arrved in ‘Yolta in hasts, immedistely sent the

back 1o Rome without informing the Soviet Isaders of its axist
Having beun raised among the wolves, he knew their ways. (CY. D
Lajolo, Finestre aperte & Botteghe OFCure, Rizzoli,
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Crisis of the

European far left

By P. Lawson

Chris Harman, & leader of the British
Socialist Workers Party has written a major
study of the 'crisis’ of the revolutionary left
in Eurcpa.(1) Harman points to tha
arganizational dacline of some major
groupings, particularly the previously
powerful Mao-centrist currents in Italy; the
significant reduction in tha paoiitical
influence of the far left in naarly every
country; the general feeling of frustration
and even despair, that seems 1o parvade
the membership of mast organizations; the
apparent stagnation, and even ratreat, of
the workars’ movement more genarally.
Harman does point out, corractly, that
in @ certgin sense this crisis is one of
growth. Nearly twelve ysars after May
1868, the revolutionary left has firmly
astablished itself as a raal, albait minorty,
current of the workers' movement. | would
agres with much of Harmen's descrigtion
of thiz crisis, but his view of ils causes and
hiz evaluation of the way the Fourth
International end the British SWP have
responded to it, are sericusly flawed.

The causes of the crisis

The failure of the revolutionary groupings
10 transform themselves into genuing mass
arganizations is clearly related 10 the fact
that the mass struggle openad by May 1968
and the "hot autumn’ in ltaly in 1968 has
sutfared important revarses as wall as major
successes, The ahility of the Spanish
bourgeoisie 1o stabiliza 3 regime of
bourgenis demaocracy aftar tha fall of
Franco; the defeat of the Portuguese
revolution of 1974-75; the sethack suffered
by the Union of the Left in France in 1978;
tha stalemata in Italy; the shift to tha right
in most of northerm Europe — all thesa
indicate thal the mass strugpgle of the
working cless has bean interrupted.
Harman holds that two factors eccount
for this: the disorientation of the movermeni
by the labour buresucracy and the impact
of the economic crisis on the workers,
There was', he writes, "a change in tha
attitude of the workers as the agonomic
crisis grew deepar and the reformist leadars
started to give open or covert support for
government measures. The shift of political
discussion 1o the right affected the wide
layers of workers whi ware not particularly
active in the workers” movement and who
had only partially ever broken from the
“ruling ideas™ inculcated inio tham at

school and pumpad out by tha medis. Their
“common sensa’” attitudes shifted 1o the
right, This exercisad a pawerful pressure an
those militants who had previously basn
praparad 1o po along with much of what
the revolutionary left said.” (2)

Thie analysis is unobjectionable as lar as
it goes. Clearly the fmlure of the mass
struggle to rise continuously s rooted in the
effects of the cmss: unemployment,
augtarity, and insecurity hove deeply
influenced the mood of the workers. And
Harman is obviously right ebout the role of
the labour bureaucracy. On the other hand,
ha maintains that there has not been a ‘new
flowering of reformist ideas’ and denies
that the workers remain  strongly
committed to the democratic forms of
Eurapean capitalism, In our view this flies in
the face of the facts. Neither the restraining
rale of the bursaucracy nor its collabaration
with tha bourgacisia’s susterity measures
can be isplated from the reformist llusons
of the workers themselves and their
continued attachmant to tha forms of
bourgeois democracy.

Harman has sericusly underestimated
tha strangth of reformist idealogy in the
working class, as may be seen hy
examining the course of events of the past
twelve yaars. The explosion of social
struggles in 1988 caught the bureaucrals
off guard, They were outflenked on their
left. and the revolutionary organizations
grew rapidly, But by 1972 the reformists

had begun 10 respond, advancing
reformist, class-collaborationist  paolitical
projects  that offared the warkers’

movement 8 political focus. These projects
goamad more ‘credible’ 10 most workers
than those of the revolutionaries, especially
in view of tha organizational weakness of
the revalutionary left,

The ‘grand manoeuvres' of the
raformist parties found axpression in such
projects as the Union of tha Left in France
and the programme of Historic
Compromisa in Italy; they even found thair
pale reflection in the ‘social contrect’
proposed by the Lebour Party in 1973 (3.
The wvarious reformisl projects were &
response to the radicalization of working-
class struggle, for lerge numbears of workers
were demanding general political sohubons,
and without such projects, the bureaucracy
could not have kept the masses in check.

Harman wiews politics exclusively
through the narrow lens of the trade unions

and the fectory floor. He fails to see the
connection between the class
collaborationism of the union buresucrals
and the reformest political projects that
wera their essential complament. Séguy
could not have operated effectivaly withaut
the political manoeuvres of Marchais {and
Mitterand); and Lama reguired the overall
perspectives offered by Belinguer, Ingrao,
and Amendala In the light of the massive
suppart tha Franch working class axtended
tha Union af tha Laff for exampla, it is
ahsurd to claim that there was no upswing
ol reformist iusions. Sigoificant numbars
even  of millant  venguand  workers
endorsed the politicel projects of the
wnrkars' parties,

Democratic illusions

Nusions in tha raformist parties and Chear
projects are closely related to the attitude of
most workers towards the institutions of
bourgecis democracy. Granted, cynicism
about parliamentarism and bourgeos
politics in general s widespread in the
warking class. But Tony CHf is wrong to
say that 'the working class couldn't care
less about democracy’. The
Eurccommunists, for example, are well
aware of this, When the French Communist
Party formally deleted the words
‘dictatorship of the proletariat” from its
programme, Georges Marchais explained
that French workers asenciated
‘dictatorship” with Hitarism. This, of
course, was a dodge, since no sana person
assnciates French Communism with Hitler.
What Marchais resily meant was that many
workers fear 3 Russian-style dictatorship,
far tha anti-huresucratic currant in the
working class now commands real
strength.

The nse of this current has been guite
positive, and offers  revolutionaries
enhanced opportunites. But o crestes
problems too. Hundreds of thousands of
workars fear that any future upheaval may
lead 1o & dictatorial regime, and that fear
has been one of the major obstacles 1o
sociglist revolution for decades now. That
& why any contempt for workers'
democracy in theory — and any violation of
it in action — is fatal to revolutionary
strategy. That's why the Fourth
Intermational has developed its theses on
socialist democracy. It isn't 8 matter, as
Harman sugpests, ol ‘becoming well
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established on the parismentary terrain’,
but of consistently integrating into our
strategy the theory and practice of workers’
democracy.

The politics of the Fourth
International

Harman alleges that both the Mag-cenirists
and the Fourth International (Fl) have
moved 1o the right in recent years, and
have baen plunged into crisis by the genaral
drift to the right in the working class itsaif,
His case sgainst the Mao-centrists is well
reasoned, but his primary target is the FL
He espacially denounces i1s French section,
the Revolutionary Communist League
{LCR}, for its position on the Union of the
Left. In o doing, however, ha exposes bwo
al the weakest aspects of his organization:
its attitude to the united tront and to the
demand for & workers' government.

According 10 Harman, whan taced with
a reformist  workers' — gowarnmenl,
revalutionaries should: ‘an the one bhand
maintain thelr own complate independence
from the government and urge the class 10
do the same; on the othar hand fight for
demands of a limitad character... alongside
workars who have illusions in that
government,. (4}

For Harman, it is out of the question to
demand that the reformists take state
power, even against their own wishes. He
argues: ‘At one paint, Alain Kriving, one of
the LCR leaders, went so far as 10 argue
that the reformist leaders were frightened
to form a government because it would
threatan tha system. This was after tha left
had dona quite well in the 1976 (ocal
glections. He wrote, “In such a situation,
tha workers are right to say to the CP and
tha SP: we've given you the majority, use
it. It's possible 10 throw out this minonty
regime by basing yoursell on our struggles.
CP-5P take your responsibilities™ [Aouge
17.3.76). A few months later, he want on to
suggest that if a left Union government
were formed, revalutionaries would have o
keep quiet about thelr criticisms of it when
it ceme 10 mass work." (5)

This opportunism fall within the contaxt
of the LCR's ‘mechanical’ view of what
would happen if a Union of the Left
government did come 1o power. The LCR,
Harman writas, ‘developed a fantastically
mechanical view of what a Left Union
government would mean, transcribing in1o
the 1970s what happened in 1936 when ...
within a few days a huge wave of factory
occupations had followed. Now that
scenario was jusl possible in tha 19708 —
hut rmore likely was a British-type scenario,
with a left-wing government trying 1o cool

4}

down tha struggle and gatting away with
measuras a right-wing government naver
could’. (B)This crntique betrays @ promine
ultraleftist concepton of the united front
and of the problem of workers’
govarnment. When revolutionenias
raprasenl a small minority and the masses
follow the reformist parties. it i generally
necessary 1o fight for the workers' parties
10 take power in onder precissly to braak the
Musions of the masses In no way would wa
support or teke @y responsibility for such a
povernmant. But it would be futile simply
io maintsin the independence of tha
revolutionary left and advance purely
gconomic demands. Revolulionaras must
fake 8 position on tha question of which
parties sre to rules, which is, incidentally,
exacily what the Brtish SWP does at eery
gloction when it calls for the election of @
Labour government,

Harman distorts the LCR position when
ha writes that the French supportars of the
Fl tried 1o ‘tooe down’ thair criticiams of @
latt reformist governmant. The guolation
he produces says nothing of the sort. It
simply points out that revolutionaries can
cail for the overthrow of such a govemment
gnly if it is genuinely possible to replace it
with @ revolutionary workars' government.
The electoral wvictory of e left reformist
coaliion including the Communist Party
would be met by mass enthusiasm in any
European country, just as it was in Chile.
Wa should not forget that when Allende
came 1o power he took quite a few
measuress in the interests of the warking
class, Such measures should be supparted
by revolutionanes, who would, howsver,
continue to pont oul that the govemment
would ramain incapable of satisfying the
most profound demands and aspirations of
the workars unbess the bourgeois state was
destroyed.

Revolutionaries would demand that the
government meet the demands of the
workarz, and participata in  their
maobilizations precisely so as to outflank the
refarmist leaderships. They would strive 10
impel the workers' struggles beyond the
limits sat by the reformists, while defending
the government againsl raaclionary
sabotage. They would do everything
possible 1o foster the self-organization of
the proletariat, in order 10 prepare for tha
inavitable  confrontation with the
bourgepisie. Nothing in this perspective
suggests ‘tail-anding’ the refarmists.

Kriving's argument that the reformists
were afraid to base themsebves on tha mass
struggles of the working class in order 1o
come to power seems evidently correcl,
The leadership of the French Communist

Crins gf the Enropean Left

Party was evan prepared 1o saorfica its
own alectoral chances in onder to maintain
its organizational strength against the
Soclalist Party.

Finally, il = hedicrious 1o suggest, as
does Harman, that the victory of the Union
of the Left in France would have meant na
mora than the victory of tha Labour Party In
RBritain. The expectations of the workers in
such 8 government, precisely beceuse of
their ‘reformist  fllusions’. would  havis
triggared a mass mobilization, like that
which fallowed the victory of Popular Unity
in Chila. That is why tha possibility of
cuttlenking such a govemmant Lo the left
would have been so much greater than the
passibility of bullding & big opposition 10 a
Lahour govarnment,

The tasks of revolutionaries

in their polemics against the Fourth
International, the comrmades of tha SWFP
repeatedly make the pont that particuler
transitional demands do not solve sl
political problams. Political programmeas
have no magical powers. The farmulation
of programme thus requires the closest
attention to the agency ol socialist
transformation: the working class and its
daily struggles. Here tha comrades are
knocking at an open door so far as the
Fourth Interngtional is concerned, It 18
evident that the formulation of a political
fine af march for the proletariat must be
combined with the assambling of the
working-class forces to camry out this
programme of ection, But this combination
cannal be brought abait simply by arguing
for ‘sn orientation 1o the working class’,
necessary though that is. It is alsg
necessary 10 assess the relationship of
forces accurately, and to formulate politi
projects and slogans that give the ma
strugghe a focus, |
The political situation in Europe canna
ba characterized with such simphe farmulas
as ‘shift o the right' and ‘stalling of
mass struggle’. Immense reservas
working class militancy still exist, as
shown by the steel strike in Britain, 1
spate of struggles against austerity in Hal
and the fight of building warkers and othen
in Spain against the Moncioa pact. There
a layer of vanguard workers, most of wh
have not jcined revolutionary organizati
or broken with reformism definitively,
wha distrust the reformist leaders and an
prepared to act outside their cont |
European capitalism is still in a period
grava instability, and the orgenizational a
political strength of the working
ramains largely intact. The economic
of Western capitalism is getting w
rather than better, We are therefore in
period of prolongad struggfes that
rapidly amain explosive proportions if
gains of the workars' movement are pul

They must be cantralized and di
towards a genaral sirike 10 Imposa
workers' government. This slogan, in
view, represents a vital weapon in
gvery country: for a Labour
Britain, for an SP-CP govarnment
France, ltaly, and Spain,
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Review of recent left

publications

By Ric Sissons and Ron Ward

In the last issue of (nternationa’ we promis-
ed 10 report regularly to our raaders on new
books of interest. As this is the first issue of
the new yaar, we will start with a brief sum-
mary of radical publishing in the second
half of 1979,

While most of thesa books come from
socialist  publishing houses, several
astablished capitalist firms still seem to find
left-wing titles & lucrative area. With so
many new praducts sround you might have
missad soma of thesa:

On Trotsky: The works of Emest
Mandel, Trotsky (Mew Left Books, E2.96),
and Duncan Hallas, Trotsky's Marxism
|Plute Press, £2.50), are discussed in depth
glsewhara in the raviews section, Hutchin-
son published a serious biographical study
by Ronald Segal, entitled The Tragedy of
Laon Trotsky (£12.50, cloth), but it adds lit-
tla 1o Isaac Deutscher's trilogy and s mar-
red by major political weaknessas, Segal
fails to discuss any of Trotsky's political
contributions of the 1330s — tha Fourth In-
ternational warrants ona pagal Howavar,
our latest information s that Penguin may
publish this book in paperback in 1380,
MNew Park has begun a five volume collec-
tion of Trotsky's Military Wiitings. The first
toma is C10, paperback.

On Gramsel: Quartat published a selac-
tion of Letters from Prison 13.96), while
Lawrance B Wishart, who have done mosl
to make Gramsci's writings available in
English, brought aut a short work by the
ltalann Communist Party's foremost
historian, Paclo Spriano; it is entitled An-
tomio Gramsci and the Perty: The Prison
¥ears (£6.95, cloth).

On Lukdes: Just before Christmas,
Merlin Press published part three of
Lukécs's Ontology. Its title is Woork (£1.801.
In Movembesr NLE published Michaal
Lowy's study Georg Luwkdcs — Fom
Ramenticism to Bolshevism (£10.50, clothl.
Despite its price, it is an excellent contribu-
tion to the understanding of Lukécs, Mean-
while, in Decemnbar Pluto brought out The
Young Lukdcs, by Andrew Arato and Paul
Braines, two of the editors of the Amarican
magazine Telos. This work examinas the
genesis of Lukdcs's History and Cilass Con-
sciousnass and Its impact during tha thir-
ties.

On Sartre: For those imerestad in the
work of French philosopher Jaan-Paul Sar-
tra, twio new intarpretations ara availabla,
Istwvan Mészaras has written a first volume,
Tha Work of Saritra: Saarch for Freedom
(Harvester Prass, £4.95), while Mark Poster
has alaborated on Sartra’s Marxism |Pluto,

£2.95). The latter is part of a serias that has
airmady considered Althusser, Gramsao, and
Trotsky. In this volume Poster critically ax-
amines ona of Sartre’'s most influential
works, tha Critigue of Dislectical Reason.

Or Political Economy: The sagerly
swaited Political Economy of the Welfars
State, by lan Gough [Macmillan £4.95), du-
by appeared, sold out, and was reprinted.
Here Gough develops the positions that
have been debated so hotly in the Con-
ferance of Socialist Economists (CSE) and
olsewhare, In the same serias Macmillan
glso published Norman Ginsburg's Class,
Capital and Social Policy (E£4.95), which ex-
plains, through an analysis of the develop-
ment of housing and social security, how
socigl policles intreduced in response 1o
working-class pressure have been used 1o
further the intarests of the ruling class
Lesley Dovyal's Political Economy of Health
{f4.86) has receivad quile e favourable
responsa, She traces in detail the expan-
sion of capitalist madicine, its centrality to
tha maintenance of a health labour forca
snd 88 B form of social control and capital
sccumulation; end the abject failure of im-
parialism to come to grips with world haaith
prablams. SWF member Dave Widgery has
written & populsr account of the presant
crisis in the Health Service, called Health in
Danger (Macmillan Crisis Points, £3.95).
The CSE is expanding its publishing vaen-
tura, and the two mast recant books pro-
duced are a collection on Value adited by
Diane Elson, which amempts to resolve
some of the differences over Marx's theary
of value, and Struggle over the Stare, by
the CSE's state apparatus and axpenditung
group. Both are paperback, al £2.50 each,
The CSE, along with the Netional Deviancy
Confarence, held a conferanca in January
1979 on Capltalism and the Rule of Lew.
The pepers have hesn published by Hut-
chinson Education, at £3.95.

Two waorks an Capital have recently ap-
peared, The first is FAesding Capital
Folitically |Harvastar £3.95), by Harry
Cleaver, and ths second is Rersading
Capital, by Ban Fine and Laurence Harris
IMacmillan £3.50]. Ink Links has mads
availabla in English for the first tima Rubin’s
magnum opus, A History of Economic
Thought (£5.95). Rubin, one of the
foramost Soviet economisls in the Twen-
tias, disappaared into the Stalinist camps in
tha following decada.

Finally at two extremes of the
publishing spectrum there ara tha latast CIS
raport, The Wealthy (85pl, and Professar
Peter Townsend's massive Poverty in the
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United Kingdom (Penguin £7.951.

Four quire differant autobiographies
relating t@ East Europsan themes have
recently appearad. Thea Russian Chigma
lInk Links £5.95) Is now available in English
for the first tima, both In its completa form
and in paparback. Tha authar, Ante Ciliga,
was a mamber of tha Politbure of tha
Yugoslav Communist Parry and becama an
oppositionist in tha twantes and thirias;
his hook vividiy recounts life in the camps.
Similar insights. but of a more recemt
period. are to be found in No Jaid for
Thought, by Lev Kopelev |Penguin E1.50).
Also from Ink Links come Chid of the
Revolution (£4.95). The author, Wolfgang
Leonhard, broke with Stalinism in 1348 and
here recounts his axparience of lite in tha
USSR in the 1830s and 1840s. Finally,
Andrew Rothsteln, a former Cormmunist
Party mamber, has written a documantary
study of Douglas Young, the British Consul
at Archangal in 1319 and surely the only
British diplomat to publicly oppoza British
participation in tha attack on tha Bolshavik
revoiution, The story is told in When Brtain
invaded Soviet Russie (Journayman £2.75).
Of more contemparary interest, Marlin has
published Samizdat Register N (£3), and
Allison and Busby, Fisera's, Workers Coun-
cils in Crechosloveiia (£3.95). Zad Press's
expanding st of titas pertaining lo the
Third World continued wiith Paefestinians:
From Peasanis to Revolutionaries (£2.95),
by Rosamary Sayigh, which studies the life
of the Palestinians in the camps of
Lebanon. Also worth noting is that Mathan
Weinstock's excellent Zomism: False
Messiah {ink Links £4.85) has now ap-
peared in paperback for the first time.

Three important works on art and
culture have appearad in paperback: Dave
Laing's Marxist Theory of Art (Harvester
E3.95): John Willett's excellent study on
popular culwre in Weimar Germany, The
Mew Sobriety (Thames and Hudson £4.95),
providing a waalth of detall about working-
class art, theatre, film, and writing in
Europe during the twantias and thirties;
and & sacond adition of the work on Rod-
chanko published by tha Oxford Mussum
of Modarn Art [E4.85). The latter, designed
by David King, is a heavily illustratad collac-
tion of one of the most importamt in-
fluences on sarly Soviet culture. But
beware, the second edition contains some
omissions as compared to tha first —
among thaem tha photomontege of Trotsky!
Media, Politics and Cwiture, adited by Carl
Gardner (Macmillan £3.95), is & collection
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of articlas taken from a seres of forums
orgenised by IMG media workers.

Finally, Socwalist Register, the annual
from Merlin Press (E3), continues the
discussion on tha history of the SWP with a
reply from lan Birchall o last year's cri-
tigue by Martin Shaw. Revolutionary Marx-
sm Today INLB E2.86) ks a stimulating and
often controversial collaction of interviews
with Emest Mandel concerning the gamut
of problems facing revolutionaries today.

Back in print

Readers will no doubt have had the trying
axperiance of finding that a desired book is
out of print. Many titles reappear without
much notice and slip back on tha shalves,
Here are some recant ones:

Mandel, An Introduction to Marxism
{previously called From Class Sooely fo
Commurism) (Ink Links £2.500.

Milton, John Maclean [Pluto E3.50).
Biography by his daughrer,

Laurie, Benesth the City Stresiz
{Granads £1.95) Brilliant account of civil
dafence in Britain,

Firestona, The Diafectic of Sex
{Ferninist Prass £2.50). Very important early
faminist work.

Farrell, The Orange State (Pluto £5.95),
The history of lreland since 1918,

Berger, Art and Revolution, Permanant
Aed, The Foot of Clive, 4 Painter of ouwr
Time, and Corkers Freedom. Writers B
Readers Cooperative, of which Barger is a
|'m:u'rnl:|e:=|r have republished virtually all his

Tmukv,mrmofmumﬁm
tron (Pluto £7.95]. The classic work.

A few to look out for in the
spring

The tollowing ere & small selection of soma
al the radical lities you can éxpect 10 588 In
the bookshops in the next months:

Alfisonr and  Busby:  Sociabsm,
Democracy and Self Management (£3.95).
A collection of essays by former Secretary
af tha Fourth International Michel Raptis
(Pabia).

Jak Links: Divwded Mation, Divided Class
(£3.50). A collection on ireland adhad by
Austen Morgan and Bob Purdie. Also:
Thesas, Resolutions and Manifestos of the
Ficst Fowr Congresses af the Third Intsrns-
tional (£16 cloth),

Lawrence & Wishart: Capitelism, Cnziz
and Infiation, by Bob Rowthome, and

Gramsel end the Siefe, by French Com-
miunist Party dissident intallectusl Christine
Buci-Gluckmann. Bath cloth, the latter £14.

NEW LEFT BODKS: Aesrhatics end
Politics, praviausly in cloth, s dua out in
paperback, but NLB's most important title
will be Perry Anderson’s reply o E.P.
Thompson's The Poverty aof Thaary.
Anderson's esgerly awaited response will
be put directly inte paperback (£3.95.

PLUTO PRESS: An updated version of
Eamann MeCann's Wer and an lrish Town
I£1,86) Is a must: also Rosdolsky's classic,
The Making of Marx’s Capital, in paperback
at £4.95.

VIRAGD: Cathy Forter has writien @
datailed biography of Alexandra Kollortm,
which will soon be out in paparback at
£4.95.

WOMENS PRESS: They celebrale thoir
second birthday with a new novel by Marge
Piercy called Vida (£4.56]; among their later
offerings are The Transsexvel Empire
(F2.95], by Janice Raymond,

WRITERS & READERS: Continua the
baginnars saries with Trotsky. The cartoons
are by Phil Evane, the 1axt by Terig &li. Also
promised is a naw cnllaction of essays from
John Berger amitled About Looking (T6.86
clothl.
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“The Bolsheviks
come to power”

By Dave Bailey

Alaxander Rabinowitch
The Bodsheviks Came o Power
NLE, 19

by Dava Bailey

Mast of the Europesn lar lefl paries expsl
dissidents for thair views at the first sign of dil:
ferenca, The resubt Bs tha division of rewolu-
tionaries inlo o multitude of sects. It i often sald
that Lenin built & party abls 1o win power in the
Octaber Aevalution precisely by expelling evary
‘oppartunigt” and “reformist’ from its ranks. In
reality, however, the Bolshawvik Party was rather
different.

Tha main theme of Tie Bolsheviks Come o
Powsr is that the Bolshevik Party of 1917 “bore
litthe resemblance’ 1o the convantional view af &
party ‘by-and-large united, autharitarian, con-
spiratorial’ and ‘etfectively conirolled by Lenin',
According 1o Professar Rahinowiteh, the party's
imternal e was relatively democratic’, ‘tolerant
and ‘cpen’. Indeed, he belioves this to have een
one of tha chief reasons for the parny’s success
in Octobear,

A subsidiary aim of the hoak s to show that
the aims af the Bolsheviks weare shared by the
mass of the workers and soldiers ol Fefragrad
This Is well known. The resl velue of The book,
which concentrates on tha tactical disputes in
the party between July and October 1817, is thar
it demonsiraies that the Bolshewiks decicded their
palitical course by dislogue rather than by the
modern methods af splits, hessy hunting and
the expulsion of dissidents. And the differences
ameong tha Bolsheviks at this time were senous

The political chalcas facing the Bolsheviks n
197 wers difficult and critical. In July, almost
avery worker end soldmr in Petrograd, angry
with Kaergnsky's order for an oHensive against
the Germans, ook 1o the sireets demanding an
end 1o the war. Some Bolshaviks wanted o turn
these armed demonstrations inlo an iNSUMTec-
tign. Lenin's policy was 10 conlinue pressing the
Manshaviks and Sociel-Revolutionaries 1o
remown the capitalist ministers from the govern-
ment and take power — a peaceful policy
bacausa as a result of the strength of the
Febinuary uprising thesa ministars governed only
by permission of the Soviel leaders

The July demonstrations wend bloodily sup-
prassed by the government and the Sowiel
leadership. Lanin fled to Finland; other
Bolsheviks were thrown into prison. Had thae
countar-revolution triumphed? Had tha Men-
sheviks and SAs sold out complately? The Sixth
Cangrass of the Bolshawk Party heid in lave July
answared yves. Lenin now dacidad that the parmy
must meke plans for an armed upsing, But
when General Kornilow ettacked Petrograd in
August, the situation changed once mare.

At the General'sapproach, the Menshaviks
and SAs. together with every conceivably mass
organisation of workers, soidiers and saiors,
took up arms. The Bolsheviks hasitsted, then
jodiread in, Petrograd became an armed camp and
Korniloy was defeated by an impressive display
of working class unity.

The Korniloy experiencs revived the hopes af
soma Bolsheviks that the Mensheviks and SRs
milght yat be persusded to expal the bourgeois
ministars from the gowsrmmant, The Soviels
would then bé sowergign, the revolution could
proceed peacefully, and the Balsheviks tum their
energies 1o Soviet pariamantarizam. Unforunate-
Iy, the Mensheviks and SRs, after some hesita-
ton. renewed their support for Korensky s ooak-
tian with the bourgeosis minisiers. Lenin was now
convinoed that the bourgaoisls would ramain in
the government unless the Bolsheviks took h
ypon themselwes 10 organize its armed over-
throw. Mareover, the Bolshaviks were beginning
0 win majarities in the Moscow and Petrograd
Soviets, and the paazant war, which the
Bolsheviks supported, had begun in earnest,
Afer a furious internagl struggle the Lensmsts
finally got thair way at the historic Central Com
mittea of Octobar 10; the ncumection wae an,

Fresh disagreement broke out in September
and Ocrober: this fime over how the uprismg
shoubd be caried owt. Should the party call on
the massas in its own nama, or usa tha authority
of some sowiel body? Should the Bolshewiks sail
& battieship up the Neva end prrest the govern
ment withaut furthar delay, as Lanin demandad,
ar follow tha more cauticles plan, devised by
Trotsky, and eventually adopted, to amest tha
government on the pratext of protecting the Se-
cond Mational Congress of Soviets plannaed for
late Cotobe?

" These were saricus tactical conflicts, and
behind soma of them lay differances which
Rabinowitch rightly calls ‘programmatic™. They
came into the open during the debate in
Septembar owar whether 1o baycott tha
Democratic State Conlerence, and, mors Spoo-
tacularly, when Zinowey and Kamensy opposed
the Ocrober uprising itself.

What was tha natura of these differances?

Bafore 1917, both the Bolshewiks and the
Mensheviks hield the wview thal the coming
revolution in Russia, i successful, would twm
Aussia into a damacratic capitalist country. Tha
main difference berwsen tham was that the
Mensheviks believed the libersl bourgeoisie
should straightway hold palitical powar, whareas
the Bolsheviks envisaged a “Jacobin® interude of
warker and peasant dictatorship,

However, in 1917, Lenin changad his mind
about the goal of the Russian revolution. Believ-
ing the sacialier revalution in the Wast ta ba ar
hand, he adopled Trotsky's wesw that @ revolu
tivnary government in Russia should take aver
private property and start to buld socialism.
This, o coursa, ruled oul a bourgecis
democratic rapublc. I meant the permanent
tranesfer of povwer to the workers and peasants.
Here wes something that the Mensheviks and
SRs would never accept. Zinoviey and Kameaney,
Lanin's aldest and closest lieutenants, resisted
Lanin‘s change of mind and remained s keen as
aver for tha Balsheyiks 1o maintain the bloc with
tha parties favouring & democratic capitalist
mpublic, S0 it wes that they nsisted on atten-
ding the Democratic State Conference, opposed
the Octobar insurrection, and ware caught dur-

ing the uprising negotiating with the Manshoviks
and SRs for a coalition of the three soviet parties
[oven after tha Mansheviks and SRs had joined
Krasnov's Cossacks 1a crush the Bolsheniks)

In effact, these right-wing Bolsheviks were
still trysg to persade Tha Menshovks and SRe
of waditional Bolehsvisrm: brask the coaliten
with the bourgecis liberals and form an ail
worker and peasent coaliion thal waonld omate 3
bourgeois-democratic republic,

Unfortunately, Rabinowitch’s teatment of
thase, the mast fundamental differances among
the Bolsheviks, m sketohy and inadequate. This
may have something 10 do with his evident belief
that an ei-socialist comlition wes shll feasble n
|lata N7, The Bolshevik Insurrecdon, he writes,
‘prevanted the creation by the [Sovietl congress
ol a socialsl coalition govarmment n wiuch the
moderete socielists might hive hod o strong
wakza'. In reality, howaver, 5 caalition of this sort
had already become imposaible, the divergences
barween the Menshaviks an the Bolshewiks hav-
ing became tod wide. Futhermare, Rabinowitch
under-gstimates the extent 10 which the workers
themselves fuvoursd @ povernment of the
Bolsheviks gs distinct from 8 coalition of all the
Soviet parties. Finally, ha cwveraoks the fact that
il the Bolshaviks had not organised tha armed
averthrow o the Prowsional Government (and i
wis this, rather then the timing of the uprnsing,
which angered the Menshaviks and SHsl it
would not hava fallen, ar least nat o the lafr.
Keransky no longer considerad himsell bound by
tha instructions of a Soviet Congrass, azpecially
ane with 4 Balshevik majarity

That differances existed amang the
Bolsheviks = not a newly-discovared fact. Trot-
sky discussad tharm at langth in his Hicrory of the
Russian Revolution, Lessons of Ocrober, and
alsewhere. A recent book by RV, Daniels, Sed
October, covers much the same ground as The
Bolshevike Come o Powsr. Yar no othar ac-
count shows in such a detalled way thatr innee-
party stroggle, Tar from Dedng resticted 1o tha
Central Committee, raged at afl levels of the
Bolshevik organization. A creative ralatdonship
berween party lsaders, party members and the
broad masses was indspansable o victory.

This iz not 10 say that the party was without
discipline. Controversy was heated and tha
danger of bolching the revolution by a wrong
decision was obvious to ell. And yet, by and
lerge, the party respacted a common disciplina.
It s trua that durdng the July Days, az
Rahinowitch has shown in an earlier study,
Freludge o Revolution: The Petrogradg Bolsheviks
gngd the July 71917 Uprizsing, some of tha
hothaads of the Milltary Organization and the
Petrograd Committee were daing their own
thing. The indiscipline of Zinoviey and Kamanay
in Octobar is, of courss, wall known. Never-
thalass, thess occasions were rane, and the
Bolshewiks remained the most cohsrent and ef.
fective of all tha popular parties in the revalution,

Mor does inner-party democracy cancel the
importance ol cenain leading individusis., The
ralas of individuals in the histonical process should
naver ba under-estimated, Without Lenin®s Agpril
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Theses, the Bolshaviks would not have made tha
Ociober Bovolution. Without his rastraing, thers
wauld have been a disaster in July, Without his
vociferous campaign in September and Ootober,
the party might not hava turned to insurrection in
time {for Trotsky did not have Lanin's inlfuence
amang the old Bolsheviks). The nerve and judge-
mant of Lenin and Trotsky contrast sharply with
Lisbkrescht's foolery in Berlin on Novembar 9,
1918, and his repeat performance In January
1518. These three men batween them eltersd the
course of European history, Mevertheless, Lenin
wirs shaped by the party, which did not hasitate
o appose his views, somelimas for the better, I,
for axampie, the Bolsheviks had followed to the
latter his adwica to pre-ampt the Soviet Con-
gress, they may have bunglad the revolution.
One thing is certain: aparty run by command and
blind obedience would have made a fiasco of tha
Rusgian Revalution. (With regard to that other
greal leader, Trateky, Rabinowitch falls 1o deal
wilh Troisky's perspectives an tha Russian
revoiution, or to fully rehabilitate him as the
organizar of the October Revolution, giving 100
much importance o the effect of Lenin’s arival
8t the Smolny Institute on the mnght of Ociober
24-26.)

The tolarorce of wide-ranging differsnces
within the best revoiutionary party of the cantury
sursly holds lessons lor the fissile lefi-wing par-
ties af 1oday. Fore axample, in his Aistory of the
Bussian Revohtion, Tromky refers m the right-
wing Bolsheviks s ‘centrists’. In Lessons of Oc-
taber, ha describes them as a ‘social damocratic’
terdency in sharp opposition 1o the proletanan
revolution’, Their line, ha writes, would have
paralysed the party in October. Tha workers
wiould hava risen without party leedership and
the revolution i all probability ended in blood,
And yel, s Rabinowilch mahkes claar, Thare was
naver any suggestion that Kamenew and Zinoviey
should ba expalled merely lor expressing thei
vigws, Lenin raised tha quasticn of exputsion on-
Iy when they Arake party discipline — which they
did by publishing & public attack on the Cantral

Commities in a8 rivel paper, and by disobeying
arders in October 1o stop negofiatng with the
other parties for @ coalition.

The Bolshewik Party was not alana in
tolerating 8 wide range ol views in thei ranks —
& range of differences wider than those which
divida tha lar laft wday imo saparate parties. The
Mensheviks and Bolsheviks, for axample, ware
membars ol cne perty, the RSDLP, until 1812;
the Garman section of the Sscond Imernational
embraced both Lusemburg and Kautsky, Lanin
and Tromky worked in thee Third Intemational
alongside utra-lghists like Bordipa; Trotsky me
mained in the Comintern long efter it had
adopted the theory of gocisl fascism, of
socialism i one country, and neo-Menshevik
perspactives for the colonisl revolubon (Chanal.
It is abss useful to semembar that Marx and the
grarchist leader Bakumin oo-existed for sevaral
years in the First Intermational, which foundared
in 1873 upon Bakunin's organizational proctices
rattar than his palitical views.

Leanin spiit with the Sacand International onky
sfar the himorc betrayel of 1914, which con
yinoed him ol the nead lor @ demanstrative
pubific bessk with the opporunists. Tromky
broke with the Comimtern only when he was
sure. giver the histonic betrayval in Gesmany, that
it had bacoma too ratien 1o allow him to put up a
saniaus fight for his views amang lis memberz,

It = hand 10 befigve that things have reached
thes stege on tha modern [a-kifl. Thes @ Mot o
say there e no senous diferences among us.
Tha theary of smte capimliism, for instance, i
sursly not an examphe of revalutionary Marxiam
Nor s the decsion of many leftists o give
political support to @ bouwrgeos coalition govern:
mant in Micaragua, on the grounda thar it i be-
ing “contralled” by the FSLN {anakogous, this, o
the support given by Stelin e Kamenoy in
March 1817 1o tha Lvov-Karansky governmant,
whigh wiak being ‘controlled” by the Sovier that
emarged from the Fabraary uprising). Bul these
differances are insufficient by thamsalves to
justify saparate partias.

Reviews

A demonstraton of all this wes porhaps fur-
nishad in Portugal in 1974-75. There tha revalu:
tonaries presented the workers with half-o-
dozen far laft parties. No olhi revalution has
witnessed such curious beheviour. In no pro-
.hudun rewolulion of tha past has there been

mare than owo or three workers parlies on tha
sonna, reformist partiss included: two in the Aus
gion (Manshevik and Bolshevik), and two in the
Garman {SPD and USPD). The Sparsh revolu-
fian wes esceptional in having four (SP, CP,
FOUM, and CNT-FAl). Thase parly divisions ex-
pressed. b least Bt some stage, a choice bel-
ween proletarian revolution and cauntes-
renendution. In Portugal, with the sxcepton of
parties ke the MRPF, which acted in 8 counter
revolutionary mannoi, this was sursly not the
casa as far pa pariies ike the LCI, the PAP-BA,
tha MES, or the LUAR, gro concerned, Theds
]

partees harl disagresments over tactics, style,
and sometimens slements of programns, but it
te. in my opinion, that justified the saistence of
separale partiss. Tha Portugusss revoluton hid
no historical idiosyncracy requiring six partios of
the far-left. That was e product of thirty yaars
at seciarian practices on the pan of the Euro-
paan revolutionary movemant, for which the
Poruguese working oloss paid the bill. I thess
far latt parties had fused in 1974 they might hove
been able to chalenge the alamists at the evel
ol government In 1876, A leslone opgarniuinby
Was wasted.

Portugel should be 8 lesson 1o us all. In the
1960, one of the most Imporant lesks ol al
ihase fighting lor & socigist reveluticn is o unile
in & pomman party, disciphmed but democratic,
if, during tha next decade, anather Poriugasl
should find uz in the same disunited conditon
wi are in today, we shall infallibly repeat tha
farce of 1875, In the eyes of hmsfory, whal
criminals we shall be! NLB's decision 1o publish
Rabinowitch's book an the Bolshevik Party is to
ke walcamed.
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May fssuer includes a mujor arlicle by Azer
Tabari dnalyzing the Mrst year of the Islamic
Repuhlic in Iran.

"There has been much recent talk of the *lslamic
revivalism® now taking hold in many countries in
the Middle East. The leftist contribution to this
discussion has been characterized by myriad ef-
forts to demonstrate the newly discovered virues
of lslam, in a veritable cascade of patronising and
self-abregating Third Warldism.""

— Azar Tubari
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