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Red Mole

TUC RETREAT
LETS IN GOVERNMENT

The dispute over the railwaymess" pay
claim and over the blacking of loeries in the
Liverpool docks has not been a5 spectscuiar
as, for example, the shootings s leelnad,
the previous miners’ strike and so on. Newer-
theless the outcome of these struggies &
having important effects om the form which
the class struggle will take in the mext few
years.

The first thing to note is that the gosem.-
ment has in no way allered s fandsmeatal
policy with regard to the tactic of dealing
with the trade unioss. M has spped the
accepted norm for wage inceesses by 3
few percentage pownts but that s all The
basic strategy of the gowermmest n still not
to seek 3 deal with the leadens of the rade
union burcascracy . but mather to weaken
the trade wmon mewemest as 2 whole. It
is preascly @ sech 3 stastion that the hope-
henoes nd hasdregtcs of the TUC is
shown most clesrly  becamse i is 2 situation
m whsch roem for smsocwvre is virtually nil.
The previows stsation which the TUC in
perticular sought was one where it was the
arbstrator between the men engaged ina
struggie and the employers. The two great
‘conciliation” services for the bourgeoisie
were the government and the TUC. They
were supposed to stand outside both parties
in a dispute and arrange a ‘just’ settlement.
Now, however, this is no longer the case.
The government no longer even makes the
pretence of being neutral, and intervenes
directly and immediately on the side of the
employers. In that situation there islittlerole
for the TUC because its only real role has
been as messenger boy between unions and
. and where the government does
not want to talk then the TUC has no mes-
sage of importance. The situation of ‘free’,
‘independent’bargaining, and therefore the
idea of ‘impartial’ arbitration by TUC and
government is now severely dented.

The big political danger for the ruling class
in all this is of course that the worlung
class will draw lessons as regards the matwre
of the law and the State, Of course the
implications of the Industrial Relations Act
have been spelt out on paper for 2 year and
a half, but the working class does not have
legal training. It is only now, when the act
is actually being used, that it can clearly
begin to understand what all the fuss was
about. From now on a long drawn out and
bitter fight is certain.

Amongst the first to feel the reality of this
new situation have been the TUC and the
‘left” trade union leaderships. Previously
they appear to have thought that they could
maintain an apparent image of militancy
simply by doing a lot of talking and making
a few empty gestures. Tribune probably re-
flected their opinion when it said that it was
*“out of the question” that the government
could use the Industrial Relations Act against
a work to rule. Now they have been brought
down to earth with a jolt. The,£55,000 fine
on the TGWU ensured that. This has been
rapidly followed by the finding that a union
is responsible for all the acts of its members,
and reports that the TUC will be held in con-
tempt of court if it expels the National Union
of Seamen. Their windbags punctured, the
TUC has begun to beat a hasty retreat. The
government is indeed correct in believing
that the decision to allow unions to appear
before the NIRC will only be the thin'end
of the wedge to complete de facto recogni-
tion of the Act. The Union leaderships of
the railwaymen have of course already gone
a long way down the slippery track by their
recognition of the Court’s ruling. Once how-
ever the TUC embarks on this course it has
to face new dangers—this time from the

left. The fear of the TUC leadership must

be that if they do comply with the Act the
leaderships of the TGWU and AUEW, in
order to maintain their own positions in

their unions, will start a process of differ-

estuting themselves from Feather and Co.,

The first mgn of thes may be the decision of
the AUEW conference 1o oppose any recog-
nition of the NIRC._ at the same time that
Feather o hinting that wnions will be allowed
to appear and defend themnelves in the
Court. Typically, however, the AUEW
also decided to call on the TUC to set upa
fund to pay any fines incurred under the
Act—when to pay is de facto to recognise
the right of the Court to impose such fines.
Once however the facade of unity is des-
troyed anything could happen. An event-
ual split in the TUC along purely political
Eines could not be ruled out.

The Labour Party is caught in even more

of a cleft stick. If it is to become an al-
ternative government to Heath in the eyes

of the ruling class then it must show it can
keep control of Scanlon and Jones. The

best way to do that would be if the TUC

can maintain its own internal unity. To
achieve that, however, Feather must be able
to give some indication that the Act will be
removed from the statute book by any future
Labour government. But the ruling class is
extremely unlikely to swallow that, and it is
hardly likely to accept Jack Jones’ scheme
for the setting up of ‘independent’ arbitration
machinery as a substitute. What is likely to
occur is simply vague promises of ‘modifica-
tions’ to the Act which will satisfy neither
working class nor bourgeoisie. Wilson is in
fact relatively trapped in a dead end with little
obvious way out. The Labour left is equally
trapped. Not one significant dissenting voice

Lorry is blacked by Liverpool dockers

|

came out against Callagan’s assertion that the
law must be observed in the railwaymen’s
dispute.

THE NEED FOR RANK AND FILE
ORGANISATION

In a situation where trade union militants will
be squeezed by government, employers, and
trade unions, caution is likely to become the
watch word. On the one hand many militants
are likely to think twice before launching even
a local struggle which will run into head on
conflict with the government and power of the
State. On the other many trade unionists will
be swayed by arguments about ‘not being res-

ponsible for dealing the union a financial blow’.

Isolated unco-ordinated actions are hardly
likely to be successful in such a situation. A
more solidly built rank and file organisation
to fight both the government and inside the
union will be needed. There is almost certain
to be the intensification of a process which is
already underway—the creation of rank and
file movements, newspapers, tendencies and
groupings. The success of these will depend
on how far they are capable of thrashing out
a real programme for struggle. But-from now
on one thing should be clear—it is impossible
for any rank and file organisation to avoid
the question of government. It is not possible
to fight the power of the State simply through
one or a few trade unions. The only way the
trade unions can be defended is through a
struggle at the level of government and the
State. To convince trade union militants of
this fact is the task of revolutionaries in the
coming period.
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Can you outline the origins and the details
of the engineers’ claim in Leeds
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~Whast 4o you thenk of the decason of the
National Committee to refer the claim back
to the districts?
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CarTy on doing singpng work, Wimca s recog
mused th h he industry 2 3 specalised
ob for slingers. The manapgement claimed
hat clst had estabhihed that slinging was

part of a fitter's job and that they expected
them to continue doing this work. Our local
District Secretary suggested that the fitters
this work but
the fitters shop stewards disagreed and re-
fused to acce ;T thus suggestion. The mana-
with written sus-

should in fact continue to do

gement then issued six men
pensions. | immediatel
all the shop stewards in the establishment
agreed that we had to support the
six suspended men. The shop stewards then
asked the men in their departments to stop
work and not resume until the suspension
had been lifted. Thirty minutes later we
were all informed that payment of wages had
been stopped and that if we weren't prepared
to start work again we might as well all go
home. We regarded this as meaning we were
suspended

y called a meeting of

and we

What is the situation at the factory now?
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—~What has the attitude of the men been to

the idea of using occupations as a tactic?

myself 1o a certain extent, We didn’t think
that the work (o rule sult in a con-

frontation so quickly. When we were all sus-

nn-'..ui Ie

pended we had to take a decamon quickly and
we hadn't given this much thot So, when
I suggested to the workers that we ought to
occupy the factory the lads were a bil per-
plexed and wondering what it was all about

the oc-

It's only now, after nearly a week ol

cupation, that they are beginning {0 of ganise

themselves and some of the shop stewards are

beginning to realise that there is some ment

to this type of industrial action as against the
rthodox strike situation where we would all

go down and man picket lines in the cold and

wet

Factory occupations seem to be becoming an
mcreasingly popular tactic amongst workers
generally, yvel a few vears ago the idea of
factory occupations would have been regarded
as ridiculous. Why do you think there has been
this change of attitude?

I think there has been a
attitude of workers gene
Worker
LOCY ever -
3 few years ago they took as the

f events. | see the trend to-

ations as just one more

step in the of the general increase in
militancy and workers insisting on a far greater
say in the running of the industries in which
they work

ind are refusing 10 toserale

things which
natural cour

wards facto

Do you think that the victory of the miners
strike had a big impact amongst other sections
of the working class?

Oh yes, without a doubt the miners strike

was a corner stone in this general trend. There
was a danger that with the advent of the Indus-
trial Relations Bill and the defeat of the Post

t this militant trend could

Office workers tl

- he P— stoaey 1

bee T he ners put a2 ¥
s and they gave 2 i of conti-
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rrosard 30d were 1ok amg that the peaduium
" 20w feaniag the other way and that the
employers were getting the upper hand with
the help of their Tory government and the In-
dustrial Relations Act

The government have taken their time in
wung the ladustrul Relations Act but the re

ENGINEERS PAY CLAIM

cent attacks on the railwaymen and the T&
GWU suggest that they might now be intend-
ing to use the full force of the Act against
the Trade Unions. Do you think that the
government are now going to intensify their
attack on the Trade Unions and continue
their policy of a direct confrontation?

ell, the government’s whole philosophy is
to attack the working class movement, so 1
don't think there has been any change in that
respect. | think they have been a little clever
and have been biding their time to find a sec-
tion of the working class they think they can
defeat with the Industrial Relations Act. They
could have invoked the Act against the min-
ers and there's no shadow of a doubt that
they would have received an even greater de-
feat than they did. Quite frankly, I think they
h.n-e taken a terrific gamble in trying to use it

painst & section of the T&RGWU in the Liver-
{ n] docksbecause | don't think they can de-
r.:: the dockers. The question of the railways
is a different kettde of fish. The NUR has
never really been militant. We’ve always had
2 lot of midnight confrontations with Sidney
Greene making noises which very rarely ever
got anywhere. | feel that the government
think they can use the Industrial Relations
Act against the railwaymen because they have
a good chance of getting the railwaymen’s
leaders to back down and 1 think they’re right.
It was the same with the Post Office workers.
The government knew they were on a good
thing in taking on the P.O. Workers Union,
a union with very little history of militancy,
and they defeated them overwhelmingly.

—Do you think there is a danger that the rul-
ing class will turn to people like Harold Wilson
in an attempt to do a deal with the Trade Un-
ion leadership and integrate the Trade Unions
instead of taking them on in a direct confron-
tation?

Yes, | think that this isa serious possibility

A lot of people thought that the Trade Unsoms
would be weakened by legislation. This =
chkearly not the case. There is more mdastiras
strife than there was before. There & certamlly
a strong possibility that overturned will be made
to certain leaders inside the Trade Union mowe-
ment who would be only too willing to respond

Interview by Ron Thompson.

MANCHESTER
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S almost deadlocked. Since the report in the
sl Red Mole was written there have been
several new occupations. There has also been
one settlement - at Daxy Metcalfe in

uly, the second plant to be occupied.
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About 30 firms,
the Engineering

. Most of

sttled 5

mot include something on all points are &
being ratified by the AUEW engineening
gistrict committee. Also those which mclude
concessions on hours contain a ‘no pubbaty
chause as the individual involved don

want to follow in the footsteps of Scraggs

and be thrown out of the E.E.F

An example of the role of the E.E.F. 1s

a large engineering firm in East

Manchester, Mather and Platt. One of the

directors - Morton - is the chairman of the
wal E.EF. A very bad settlement, involving
niy money, nothing on hours and condit-

ons, was accepted by the stewards on

Monday. |7 April. The next day, at a nation-

al level, the E_E F. announced the sending

cise of

i £1 million plus to its member firms in
T8us area to help them fight the claim,
And on the same ocally, an offer of

concesssons on all three points at one
Openshaw factory was withdrawn by
management after a ;-":--:. call from the
manapement 8t Matner and Platt. This is
concrete evidence that, mven the way the
unions &re fighting the chaum * firms are
bound to breach the soidanty of the E.E.F.,
especially because the E.E F. position is a
negohating one. But on the umion side
weaknesses in particular factones, and a lack

£ dxspute in Greater Manchester

of information, are causing discontent among
Th mer
Besides its unevenness, and other limits on
the way the claim is being fought, has been
the t the sit-ins are being conducted
d diplomatically”. Given the
C itation between the State and the
unions - NIRC vs TGWU and the railway
cers - one of the best things that could
Greater Manchester would
have been for a similar confrontation to be
fought through to the end by the workers.
A defence of Sharstons when the Court gave
an imjunction against the sitters-in as tres-
¢cisive ejection of the manage-
from the factory, would have had a
powerful effect in putting pressure on the
also defy the NIRC. Unfort-
snately this hasn’t happened,and in one or
Iwo cases - such as Hawker Siddeley Aviation
if fter there was an effective
f the workers to lock out
a leading union official
hurned down 10 the factory to speak against
! and the decision was reversed.

uappened In
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Al other places the workers have been in a
wood, and nothing along these
aid hawe been possible.

On the Socal Security front (the biggest

of all) there is also deadlock. A
clzims commiltees have, on our
recommendalon, been set up in individual
plants to organise claiming. These have been
very successiul in winning claims and putting
pressure on Lhe Socal Secunity to pay out
more than their “£4 maximum’ for single
strikers, as well as reverse their blunt refusal
to pay out for marmed men as well as their
dependants. Following a deputation organ-
1sed by ourselves and the Gorton and
Openshaw Joint Shop Stewards Liaison
Committee, appeals against Lhese decisions
have been flooding into the Social Securnity
offices. As the regional office in Manchester

- =
SATIAC

i N

number «

daims that it can oaly deal with around 6
up to 20,000 appeals could

prove rather embarrassing

about 30 settlements, 25 sit-ins, and

the extension of the struggle to other areas -

to Leeds, Oxford and other areas by the

umon, (o a2 national level by management -

there s stall a knng fight ahead.
Manchester IMG

Workers occupying the Kearns-Richards
engineering factory in Altrincham.
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THE EVOLUTION OF THE
LABOUR RIGHT

It is a fault of our analysis that we have con-
centrated our attention on the evolution of
the Tories and the Labour Left to the exclu-
sion of 2 serious consideration of the Labour
Right and Centre. This can lead to bad mas-
understandings such as merely posing the an-
ti-Common Market policy of the Labour
Party in the context of Wilson'sopportunism,
In fact, this policy is only one aspect ol a re-
orientation of Labourite strategy and a con-
sequent deep split in the Labour Right.

A convenient point of departure for an exa-
mination of the Labour Right is the early
Fifties. The Bevanites, in the wake of the
1951 election defeat, launched a senes of at-
tacks on the Labour leadership, who were
being stoutly defended by union bureaucrats
such a5 Lawther, Deakin and Willlamson. But
while the T. U, Barons could deliver the block-
voles to save the Labour Right, they were to-
tally unable to provideany ideas to coveroveribe
ideological nakedness of Attlee and Mornson.
The political fight was waged over two major
issues. foreign policy and nationalisation, The
Left argued for & socialist foreign policy based
on critical support of US. impenalism and
against German rearmament. The Rightargued
for a socialist foreign policy based on a less
critical support for US. impenialism and for
German rearmament. [he nationalisation
issue was polansed between the options of
more Morrisonian nationalbisation and a long
‘shopping-list” of industries (0 be taken over
or a short “shopping-iist’. The arez of debate
was completely shifted by the group of Right-
wing intelectuals around Gaitskell which in-
cluded Jay, Jenkins, Crosland and Healey

Gaitskell was unpopular within the Constitu-
ency Parties, then a stronghold of the Lefl.

He did, however, impress Deakin of the TGWU
because of his extreme anti-communism which
had led him to denounce “‘one-sixth” of the
1952 Annual Conference delegates as commu-
nists. The Gaitskellites savaged the Left argu-
ments unmerafully. There was no such thing
2 3 “socaks” foreige policy bus Britak fo-
reign policy should conust of total support of
America and the Free World in its fight against
the Communist menace. The debate around
nationalisation was similary transcended by
stating that Britain was no longer a capitalist
country. Furthermore — “The power previous-
Iy wielded by the owners of property has now
largely, though not entirely, passed to a class
of managers—working directors, managing
directors and higher grades of salaried execu-
tives.”! From this analysis it could be shown
that there was a difference between ownership
and control and therefore nationalisation be-
came irrclevant. The Labour Left were de-
feated in the realm of ideas and then organisa-
tionally routed by the block-vote of the Trade
Union Right. In 1955 Gatskell was installed as
Party keader and in 1957 the policy statement
Industry and Society was adopted which en-
capsulated the ideas of the ‘revisionists’.

The ‘revinionist” Right had captured the Party
_nd destroyed the Labour Left but its classless
pragmatism still failed to win electoral success.
The ‘revisionists’ decided that it was necessary

to npout the vestigial remnants of “socabsm”
inherent in the fabric of the Party, Jay evolved
schemes to stop trade-umson partiGpation in
Party Conferences. Labour was foo mach asso-
ciated with the working-class aad “we are in
danger of fighting under the label of s class that
no longer exists™.2 This stzand = revisionist
thinking was a clear break from the wdeolopcal
norms of Labourism. It theestened the basis

of the Labour Party. wiich, from the start, has
been based on an allance of Eberals, trade-union-
ists and socal-democmats. The sevisionist assuult
was continged by Gatskell who washed to for-
malise his grevioes wmiciones by removing the
comm:l ment to pobic ownendup expressed In
Clause 1V of the Party Comstitetion. Between
March asé July 1960 Gaitskel suffered a senies
of bumkatamg defeats s the Centre and the
Unions sevoibed. It mas not merely that a left
CETTE: was rumasng wroagly & the trade unions,
{here wese defections from B previously solid
right-wing backen as the AE U N.UM. and
N.UR. swung apleas! b,

The aliance betwees Lbe Labowur and the Trade
Union Right was se-establshed 10 fight off the
unilaterabsts in 1960 and 1961, The right-wing
Campagn for Demecratic Socalism had broken
the power of the Left @ the Constituencies. The
battle was won and the Labour Left in full re-
treat but Gaitskell realised, particularly with the
rise in industrial militancy, that no Labour lea-
der could sever the ink with the trade unions
or even, over 3 long perod of time, carry on a
fight against the union leaderships without saw-
ing off the branch he was so comfortably astride.
In 1962 Gaitskell was forced to reassess his stra-
tegy of tryiag to turmn the Labour Party into an
explicitly bourgeois party with a middle class
base and took refuge in an extraordinary display
of patriotic ranting on the Common Market
issue. Overnight, he became the hero of the
Centre and the Left. The sacnificial offering to
seal the covenant was his own revisionist Right.
The initial manifesto of the C.D.S. had pledged
support for the needs of the big bourgeoisie:

we are convinced Europeans. certaio that
Brtam s destsnees are inexincably bound up
with those of a resurgent and united Europe™.
Roughly three quarters of the C.D.S. came
out against Gaitskell but they were isolated
and suffered a defeat even more severe than
that inflicted on the Labour Left in 1961. The
disorganisation was such that no revisionist
candidate could be found to compete for the
leadership on the death of Gaitskell and the
inheritor of these crises was the “anti-Gartskel-
hite™ Wilson

In fact Wilson proved to be a faithful disciple
of Gaitskell. He, for a time, successfully syn-
thesised the two styles of the old leader. The
plan to tumn Labour into the party of govern-
ment by attuning it more finely to the needs
of neo-capitalism than the “Edwardian” Tories
had a populist rhetoric grafted onto it. The
1964 programme, The New Britain, was the
entirely revisionist document that made no
demands for nationalisation bul was very sirong
on modemisation and vigour; yet il contained
enough vaguely radical verbiage to enrapture
the Tribunites. Wilson's strategy was to change

Labour from a party of protest into the nor-
mal bourgeois ruling party along the lines of
Swedish Social Democracy. The crisis of Bri-
tish Capitalism made such a strategy, which en-
tails the Labour Party balancing with one foot
on the shoulders of big capital and the other
on those of the Labour Movement, impossible.
The lack of money for welfare reforms and
the necessity to smash wage militancy toppled
Wilson from his precarious perch so that he
fell with both feet on the side of capital. /n
Place of Strife opened a wider chasm between
the Party and the Unions than the controver-
sies of the late fifties.

The debate after the 1970 election fallure was
mainly carried out by the Right and the Centre.
The strategy of Labour as the party of govern-
ment had failed. Workers and capitalists had
turned against Wilson. The Constitueacies had
become depopulated as the working class came
to see the unions as their most effective weapon
of defence.3 Roy Jenkins, very carly in the dis-
cussion, demanded that Labour should not
change its course, that it should regain the con-
fidence of the capitalists and therefore must
continue to support British entry in the EEC.
Above all, the Party should not give in fo the
temptation of leftist demagogery . He spoke
on this theme to the 1970 Party Conference:
“We must not expect a full-scale peaceful re-
volution every time a Labour Government &
elected. If we do, I think the occasions on
which we are elected will not be as frequent a5
we should wish to expect. We must keep owr
radical cutting edge. But we should now see
our role as being able to make substantial pro-
gress at frequent intervals rather than cataclys-
mic jumps forward at extremely infrequent in-
tervals.”

The most fierce antagonists of this view were a
tendency that had also emerged from C.D.S.
the Labour Populists. Jenkins was pilloned as
a progressive liberal, an admirer of Asquith, a
defender of civilised values and a supporter of
such middle-class causes as the Arts Council and
the Race Relations Board. To this was opposed
populism. Crosland argued the case against the
liberal progressives. 1 have long been locked in
conflict with a middle-class element on the left
which seems to me to show an elitist and even
condescending attitude to the wants and aspira-
tions of ordinary people. . . The need for a po-
pulist streak in our thinking becomes greater as
the social composition of the Parliamentary
Labour Party changes and college graduates
{often lecturery) mcreasingly outnumber trade
union M.Ps."% Roy Hattersley, a firm sup-
porter of Jenkins, has written an article in The
Guardian describing the history of American
populism and ending with the ominous messag
that populism does not win elections. Itis,
however, the populist current that is making
the running in the Labour Party and two majoi
themes have been developed; nationalism and
participation.

The case for Labour populism was first argued
in an extended form by Haseler and Gyford.S
Their starting point was a dissection of the
thesis that Labour must turn itself from a party
of protest into a party of government. They
pointed out that Labour had very regularly pro-
vided governments and that, within the context
of a democratic mixed economy, it was highly
unlikely that any party should govern conti-
ntiously. If, on the other hand, Labour alien-
ated itself from its working class base, as it had
done from 1964-70, then the possibility of re-
taining the present percentage of success in
elections would be slim. The cause of the elec-
tion defeat was “liberal progressivism™. Liberal
progressivism was internationalist and believed
in individual rights as opposed to class rights,
Labour populism stood for a patriotism ap-
pealing to popular sovereignty. Labour’s “‘con-
cern for permissive legislation, the arts, higher
education and technological efficiency could
not mask its failure to deal adequately with
housing, unemployment and the cost of living."
These views may seem surprising from ex-
C.D.S. supporters but they claim Gaitskell as
their inspiration. His views “contained serious
populist messages which appealed to large sec-
tions of the British working class. Gaitskell's
defence of a national nuclear policy, his in-
grained suspicion of Britain's commitment to
join the Common Market and in his articulation
of this view his use of the phrase ‘a thousand
years of history’ were hardly liberal, progres-
sive or international and not, on the whole,
likely to inspire his middle-class supporters in
the Parliamentary Labour Party.” This whole
theme finds its expression in the anti-Com-
mon Market rhetoric of Labour, Aftera
period of Government characterised by sa-
vage attacks on trade-unionists the Labour
Right seeks to re-establish its links with

the working-class by a retreat to the chau-
vinism that is structurally built into the Bri-
tish Labour Movement.

The second theme of the Labour populists is
participation. This was a thread that ran
through the first serious attack on the Wilson

Government, again writfen by a group pri-
marily of the Right and Centre.6 One con-
tributor commented acidly on the elitist
ethos of the Wilson Government: “Almost

the only decision in which the public has

felt it has had a say in'1968 has been the re-
tention of the Esso Tiger.” Wedgwood Benn
saw the failure to redistribute political power
as the reason for the *70 election defeat.” The
drift away from the Labour Party had its co-
rollary in the growth of groups such as edu-
cational campaigns, amenity groups, noise
abatement societies and shop stewards move-
ments that were seen as more relevant and
effective than working through the party
svstem, The task of the Labour Party was to
relate to these groups and to turn them into
its allies. The key question was that of work-
ers’ control, which is seen as an anti-authorita-
rian gesture, need not be revolutionary, indeed,
it is not of necessity anti-capitalist. *“The old
crude industrial authoritarianism is now being
attacked as directly by modern management
thinkers as it is by the trade unions who are
determined to change it.”” Modern industry
requires a sophisticated information that feeds
back conmtinuous reports on how the system

& functioning.

Benn argues that workers” control is merely an
extension of suffrage, or “voters’ control”,
Workers' control *means the power to plan
their own work and to hire and fire the im-
mediate plant management just as M.P.s are
hired and fired by the voters.”” Benn spices
this with ‘leftist’ noises about Mao and Black
Power and vigorous attacks on consultation and
participation, Benn warns us that it is impermil
sible to present his version of workers® control™
asa panacea. “With real power will come real
responsibility for dealing directly with some
of the outer realities of our competitive world,
including the inescapable market mechanisms
and other inter-connections which will set
severe limits on the freedom the new power wil
bring." Benn has succeeded in exposing stra-
tegies of workers’ control that limit themselves
to anti-authoritarianism and refuse to pose the
question of the state and the productive rela-
tions,as sophisticated exercises in participation.
It is particularly worrying that the Institute of
Workers” Control has welcomed Benn's ideas
and failed to expose their integrationist logic.
It is also necessary to see that Bennis evolving {
strategy that could be exploited by sophisticati
representatives of big capital. “The gap betwee
some of the best of management thinking . . .
and the workers' demand from below for real
power at the place of work, is now so narrow 1
to be capable of being bridged . . .”" It is possil
to see Benn as having, in a very imaginative wal
reintegrated the “managerial revolution” con-
cepts of the revisionists of the early Fifties int«
a Labourite strategy for the Seventies.

Marxists have correctly interpreted successive
Labour Governments as agents of bourgeois
power. It would be totally incorrect to assums
that Labour politicians consciously operate wi
thin this conceptual framework. Not only are
they buffered from reality by the consoling
myths of bourgeois ideology (which also ensur
that it is not possible to pose ideas that do not
fall within a capitalist framework) but they ha
to get the majority of the working-class to voli
for them. And if they fail to get those votes
they are then of no use to the capitalist class.

Therefore the Labour Party has adopted an an
E.E.C. stance which is clearly opposed to the
needs of big capital but will rally wide suppor
amongst the labour movement. It is quite like
that, in order to regain popularity amongst thi
working class, the Labour Party will engage in
series of radical actions, e.g., leading rent strik
against the Tory Rent Act. The limitations of
any such left shift are also apparent. Labour ¢
not win elections in the face of outright and ¢
sistent opposition by the capitalist class. It is
most likely that the nationalist strand in Labo
populism will have to be moderated and an an
biguous acceptance of the Common Market e1
gineered before Labour can again form a govel
ment. The failure of the Heath confrontation
strategy with the unions could be the signal f¢
Labour to be allowed to try a policy of emase
ting shop floor militancy under the banner of
“workers’ control”. Whistle stop tours of fuf|
U.C.S. and Fisher-Bendix situations and the tl
of participation can become an ace card for L
if Kearton, Stokes, etc. decide that open conf
tation with the unions cannot work and an inl
grationist strategy is necessary.

A. Jenkins
NOTES:

1. C. A. R. Crosland, New Fabian Essays, 1952

2. Forward, 16 October 1959,

3 Jenkins and Marshall, ‘Whatever Happened t9
Labour Left', The Red Mole 36.

4. The Sunday Times, 4 April 1971.

-7 Haseler and Gyford, Social Democracy: Bew
Revisionism, 1971.

6. Matters of Principle: Labour’s Last Chanee, |

1. A. Wedgwood Benn, The New Politics, 1970



NUS: REVOLUTIONARIES
BEGIN TO ORGANISE

The April conlerence of the National Union
of Students was beld in Birmingham be-
tween 10th and | 4th Apeil to the sound of
the hammer blows of the ongoing State of-
fensive against students unions and mili-

tant students. A1 this most crucial of con-
ferences the communist dominated executive
failed to pose, let alone solve, the key prob-
lems facing NUS and its constituent organi-
sations. Instead they managed to reverse
even the small beginnings of a correct policy
which had been forced through at the spe-
cial conference in January. But this ostrich-
like approach didn 1 this time go snamywered.
Although not vet {inding support smoagu
the majority of delegates the Lumson Commul-
tee for the Defence of Stadents Unsons (LC-
DSU) brought to the fore the comctrns of
those students in the colleges facing the real
brunt of the State’s attack.

REFORMISM AND UTOPIA

The essential theme of the confereace was
that of complacency. The stage was set by
Digby Jacks, the C.P. President, in his open-
ing remarks. We have forced the Government
to retreat on the guestion of student union
autonomy,opined Jacks, now the NUS must
go on 1o bigger and better things—grants, the
binary system, Vietnam, etc. must now be
taken up by the student “movement”. The
complete lack of understanding as to the na-
ture of the attack on students unions and the
complementary soggy tokenism on important

Dighy Jacks, NUS President.

extra-student ssues couldn’t have been more
clearly revealed than by these remarks. While
Jacks was pontificating in this utopian fashion
Vice-Chancellor Carter at the University of
Lancaster was in full flight against radical
staff and students alike. Students at Ports-
mouth Poly were sharing with Lancaster stu-
dents an assault by the Courts, and other bub-

bling struggles at Northern Poly, Thames, LSE

and 0 on were simply enjoying an enforced
wacational truce. In direct contra-distinction
to the executive opinion that the attack has
been thwarted, or even that there is a lull,
these struggles indicate that the attack s =
pemsifving. It is not mere executive dishonesty
of even its bureaucratisation that leads them 1o
this completely wrong assessment of what &5
going on. It essentially flows from their re-
formist politics.

If one starts from the view that the State o#
any of its parts is neutral in the class stroggle;
if one starts from the view that there s not &
fundamental identity of interests between alf
the agencies of the State; if one starts from
the view that one arm of the State can be
used against another; if one starts from the
view that democracy under capitalism is sny-
thing other than bourgeois democracy, then
one gets executive and CP conclusions. In
this way the limits of the struggle are deter-
mined by the enemy, the State. Any attempt
to go beyond their fiats or their law, any ai-
tempt to defy their constitutions and their
Courts is ruled out from the beginning. In
this situation all that can be offered is the uio-
pia of democratic control, of participation
effecting those transformations which op-
press us.

THE EXECUTIVE PRESCRIPTION

e action of the executive i the coaference
sad 1he resuiting ‘poboy” for the NUS 20 meet
Ihe Sislc’y offensve sere procsely wnthas (RS
framewort  Proclaming s otrstica to beat
back sny nasty Tory proposals, & mmsted, in
reversing 2 LCDSU amendment, that college
authorities were potential allies in fighting
these antediluvian elements. In line with this
policy it opened the way for it 1o negotiale
u} the Goorrpmest wthout a8 prencely,
caling s specad coaference explaEning its res-
wen

Om 1he guestion of so-called ‘public account-

ability” of students union funds. the executive
argued in another amendment that this could
be effected through ‘democratic channels’ and
the government be alldwed to ‘specify the pur-
poses for which the finance could be used’. But
it is important to ask, what do these democratic
channels amount to? A system of workers'
councils representing the class which produces
the wealth of this society? Not a bit of it, Itis
exactly those State agencies which are the in-
stigators of the attack in the first place. In
other words, the executive would have it that
the very force which we are fighting should be
allowed to call us to account at will. Public
accountability cannot be other than State ac-
countability.

One might have hoped that the emergency
motions, on the situation in Lancaster (and
one, not discussed, on the situation in Port-
smouth Poly) would at least have brought into
guestion the role ascribed to college authorities
by the CP. In the event, however, the execu-
tive went one stage further in the opposite direc-
tion. Not content with confusing the issue in
relation to that arm of the State which college
suthorities represent, they went on to make

an analogous mistake in relation to the Courts
and bourgeois law., The Courts had made an
order Lo forcibly evict from occupation the stu-
@#ents at Portsmouth Poly, the Director of Pub-
B¢ Prosecutions had indicted nine students at
the University of Lancaster. Rather than ini-
tating a campaign of resolute exposure of the
paraphernalia of bourgeois law_its content and
fenction, they were content to accept these as
the Limits of the struggle and simply call for a
fight for “academic freedom’ which in the con-
feat means so much hot air. The nearest they
ot 1o suggesting anything was to offer to
Shack” the University of Lancaster with all the
hstoncal success that that sort of tactic has had
# Homsey and clsewhere.

THE LCDSU: A SOLID BASE IN THE
COLLEGE

Theoughout all this, the LCDSU was of course
ssounting its opposition. The LCDSU had been
established at the previous November confer-
eace on the initiative of the IMG after it had be-
come clear what sort of fight the executive was
goieg to mount. Siace thea it has attracted
other forces around @, mcluding 1L.S. At this
posference. 1t fell tself sufficently sirong to
offer an oppositional siate (o that proposed by
the CP. Of course there were no illusions that
the LCDSU ticket would actually win the elec-
tions. In the event, the average 15 per cent sup-
port guned by the LCDSU slate showed that it
had wor ssgmificant support up and down the
country., Al the forces round the LCDSU had
got the most basic questson nght: that the
Thatcher proposals were only one element of

the Srate’s attack on the political autonomy
of students unions, There has been, however,
no clearly agreed programme for fighting the
offensive. Or, rather, the particular platform
on which the LCDSU was established has re-
mained rather abstract. A certain amount of
confusion was revealed at this conference which
needs 10 be cleared up if the LCDSU is going to
be capable of leading the struggle.

WHAT SORT OF LEADERSHIP
IS REQUIRED?

Leadership is not essentially telling people
what to do. It is not the issuing of “calls

to action”. Leadership is in fact offering a
perspective for struggle. What certain com-
rades, particularly in the IS, tended to sug-
gest was that the answer to most problems
was that of more militancy. But this is to be
very confused. It is not that the CP and the
present executive just refuse to make a call
for mass occupations of the colleges, or for
mass demos on the streets. The latter, they
have in fact done. The point is that, in prin-
ciple, they cannot offer a perspective for
struggle in the colleges which has a chance
of success because, as we have explained
above, their politics exclude it.

What the LCDSU needs to do is not to make
the call to mass occupations its sole reply

to all questions. It is to clarify for students
the nature of the enemy, why he is fighting
autonomy and all questions of that sort whilst
delineating the forces at the disposal of stu-
dents, their potential allies and so on. In
other words to provide answers Lo all the
questions which will arise: What is the State?
What is the relation of college authorities to
it? What is the nature of law and the courts
etc. in capitalist society? How can we fight
against them? So too with student worker
solidarity. What sort of links are possible
with workers? What is the social nature of
students? Is NUS a trade union? And so on
and so forth.

It is the clarifying of these questions and the
working out of a policy based on it which

is what the April Council of the NUS should
have done. It didn't do this. This is why the
LCDSU has called a conference provisosally
for May 13th 1o do precisely these things

It is vital that all militants attend and sort

out these questions so that we are armed in.
this vital struggle against the State,

_J. R. Clynes.

For any information ebout registration for the
LCDSU conference, marerial already submit-
ted, erc. or any information abowt LCDSU
write c/o Students Union,Northern Poly,
Holioway Road, London, N.1.

RACE RELATIONS INDUSTRY

The magazine ‘Race Today’ will continue to appear

despite the split in the

It is too crude to see racism as being totally
advantageous to the capitalists (nor do they
see it as such). It is true that racism helps
them in that ultimately it leads to the de-
moralisation of the working class as a whole,
However, on the other hand it is wasteful
for capitalism both in economic terms of
under-used labour resources and in political
terms of potential and actual black revolt,

The solution to this problem adopted by
one wing of the ruling class is the usual liber-
al tactic of trying to diffuse the whole situa-
tion by throwing in a few reformist sops.

T his is one explanation for the vast race-
relations industry that now exists in Britain;
but it is precisely because reforms cannot
abolish racism, which is itself a product of
capitalism, that there are also divisions and
antagonisms within the race relations in-
dustry.

‘INDEPENDENT’ MACHINERY

Apart from the various strands within the
State machinery, which constitute a good

part of the race-relations industry, there are
also various so-called “independent’ bodies
who see themselves as examining the ‘race
problem’. The main ones are the Runnymede
Trust and the Institute of Race Relations.
However, blacks can do without such ‘inde-
pendence’. Thus:

1. As regards financial backing, the LR.K.
is heavily financed by foundations such as
the Ford Foundation and the Gulbenkian
(which is controlled by the Portugese govern-
ment). The Runnymede Trust is mainly
financed by the Joseph Rowntree Social

Institute of Race Relations

Service Trust, which on the one hand sup-
ports liberation movements in Afnca, in-
cluding Frelimo, and on the other has as
Chairman W.B. Morrell, a director of Pearson
Longmans Ltd., whose interests include Long-
mans Rhodesia Ltd., Longmans South Afnca
Ltd. in Capetown, and a 50 per cent holding
in South Africa’s Financial Mail Lid}

2. As regards the individuals who run the
I.R.R. and the Runnymede Trust, here again
financial interests predominate. For instance,
13 of the 20 members of the Council of the
I.R.R. are representatives of owners of inter-
national monopoly capital and its various in-
terests; one F, Seebohm, & a director of Bar-
clays Bank and has prevented Racr Today
from publishing an article on Barclays.2 A
similar situation prevails in the Board of Trus-
tees of the Runnymezde Trust Indeed, what

is more, there are close links with the State
machinery in that Mark Bonham Carter,
chairman of the Community Relations Coun-
cil, is on the Council of the LR.R.

3. What this financial backing etc. means
becomes clearer when one examines the arti-
culated politics of the Ruanymede Trust and
the I.R.R. The Runnymede Trust clearly sees
its role as ‘cooling down' racial conflict of any
sort within industry so as o prevent wastage
of industrial resources. Thus it has set up the
Runnymede Trust Industrial Unit. Thus it
boasts (in its 1970 Report) that, **The Insti-
tute of Directors and British Institute of Ma-
nagement have published reviews of the Unit’s
publications in their journals. Relations with
the Institute of Personnel Management and the
Industrial Society are close and cordial”. Thus
its Director—Dipak Nandy—was sponsored by

the U.S. Department of State on a visit to the
1F.S.A. to examine their race-relations industry,
and was voted by the magazine Personnel
Management as “‘the man of the moment”.

INSTITUTE OF RACE RELATIONS

The main indication of the policies of the
I.R.R., particularly on immigration control, is
found in the study it has produced by Deakin
{who is also on the Advisory Committee of
the Runnymede Trust). The Marxist argument
is that immigration control is against the in-
terestsof the working class as a whole, both
black and white, because it erects racist divi-
sions in the fight against capitalism, However,
the liberal argument against control is always
to justify the ‘need’ for immigration by using
some empirical criterion—which is inevitably

a capitalist criterion. Thus Deakin comes out
against control on the grounds that immigra-
tion has “proved beneficial to the economy™,
i.e., the capitalist economy. Likewise he takes
to the logical conclusion the liberal argument
that “we” need blacks because they do all the
dirty jobs, by arguing that black unemploy-
ment is of benefit to the white working class
by taking the burden of unemploy ment from
them-the most demoralising of all arguments.
There is no mention of the way in which
capitalism causes unemployment and forces
blacks into the worst paid jobs.

RACE TODAY

However, what makes the situation at the
I.R.R. more complex is the existence of its
magazine, Race Teday, which is run by the
Institute’s staff and which the controlling
Council tried to close down on the grounds
that it was non-objective, that it was actually
on the side of blacks, and that it was being
run by revolutionaries. This came to a head
with an issue of Race Today which came out
against the Rhodesian settlement,

In fact, however, whatever the subjective in-
tentions of the staff of Race Today, the poli-
tics of the magazine come out as an incredibly
mystifying liberal hotchpotch. The reason why
the magazine is so mystifying is because of the
totally eclectic nature of its content. Thus:

1. Some of the articles are indeed of an ex-
cellent nature in that they coistantly expose
many acts of racism which the revolutionary
press, with its own usual chauvinism, general-
ly ignores. Similarly it has made many valid
criticisms of the Race Relations Board etc.

2. However, on top of this is a completely
liberal analysis of issues. For instance, the
editorial on Rhodesia regrets that British (i.e.
imperialist) troops were not sent into Rhode-
sia (February 1972). Again the Rhodesian
settlement is explained in terms of a ‘sell-out’
by the present Tory government (January
1972), not in terms of a consistent history of
imperialist exploitation by all British govern-
ments of which the settlement is merely a
continuation.

3. Finally there is an editorial policy of print-
ing “all spectrums of opinion”. This is why it
carries adverts for the Conservative Bow Group,
and articles¥rom members of the Monday Club
like Max Hanna (January 1972).

FUTURE OF LR.R. AND RACE TODAY

In fact the business interests on the Council
were defeated by the membership of the LR.R.
They have now threatened to resign; and will
probably take their financial backers to the
even more openly class-collaborationist Runny-
mede Trust. However, it is difficult tosee where
the 1.R.R. and its staff can now go—provided
they can get mony to go anywhere, Thus there
is talk of it “*serving the community" and mov-
ing from Piccadilly Circus to Brixton, However,
given the eclectic politics of its staff many of
whom are self-professed liberals, it will prob-
ably end up alongside the Student Christian
Movement and other assorted political para-
sites on the poor in the soggy morass of ‘com-
munity politics’.

~5.C.

NOTES:

5 These facts taken from Robin Jenkins's pam-
phlet, Production of Knowledge at the L.R.R.,
and also from Time out.

2. The Observer, 26 March.
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FROM CLANDESTINITY
TO STATE POWER

Al the outbreak of World War Two, the revo-
lutionary forces throughout Eastern Europe
could hardly have been weaker or in greater
disarray. Where communist |
all, they barely maints *nuous clandes-
tine life (the anti-Stalinist left had no organ-

ized presence whatever). The Polish C.P.,

never very significant, had actually been dis-
solved by the Comintern in 1938 and its exiled
leaders murdered. The Hung had
been virtually eliminated from Hungary itself
after the defeat of the Commune in 19 and
its exiled leadershiptoo was decimated in Sta-
lin's purges. The Bulgarian party, strong in the
early twenties, was severely defeated in 1923
and driven underground entirely in 1934; it did
however, maintain a certain clandestine presence,
and played a resistance role—though not a
decisive one—during the war. The Yugoslay
party, also strong in the first years after its
foundation, from 1919-21, was savagely re-
pressed thereafter, and its exiled leadership

once again was almost totally destroyed in the
puzges it did, however, continue to exist as a
clandestine force within the country and was

to emerge as the leading force of a successful
mass liberation struggle during the war. Albania
did not yet have a communist party at all—it

was only to be founded in 1941, The Ruma-
nian party was quite insignificant, and there

wugh they toppled

Il not met their

they

es existed at

ned at

an party
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o Do endence that # really existed as an oTgan-
ired force inside Rumania itself. The Czechos-
lovak partv alone enjoved a legal existence for
most of the inter-war period, and remained a
mass party: but it was driven underground

by the German occupation of 1938 and early
1939, and then paralysed by the Molotov-

Rib p pact. Thus by September 1939
nowhere in Eastern Eure pe was i 1 icga
ommunist party, and only in B ra, Cze
hoslovakia and Yugosiavia was there even a
andestine organization of any significance
By 19435, the situation could hardly have been
more dramatically different. In Yugosiavia and
Albania the communist parties had led parti-

san wars which had liberated large areas of the
two countnes, held down important German
lorces, and won the mass of the population fo
socialist objectives. In Bulgaria, Czechosiova-
kia and to some extent Poland, communist
parties had played significant roles in anti-
Nazi resistance and thus won a considerable
social and political base; in the case of Cze-
choslovakia, the previous mass character of the
party combined with this resistance roie to
give it the greatest proportional working-class
tollowing ever enjoyed by a communist party
in @ capitalist country. In Rumania, Hungary
¢ Russian-occupied zone of Germany,
unist party leaders arrived in the wake

* Red Army and were given key positions
of power. Above all, throughout Eastern Eu-
rope the presence of Russian troops and the
terms of the Yalta agreement meant that bour-
geois lorces were effectively impotent (only in
Czechoslovakia were they indeed even really to
altempt a hight to hold onto power).

TRANSITIONAL SOCIETIES

8y 1949 the means of production had been
nationalized throughout East Europe, and com-
munist parties were everywhere directly in po-
wer, It was now clear that none of the countrics
of the area could any longér be capitalist. But
Of course they were very far from being socialist
It is a theoretical heritage of Stalin’s “‘socialism
in one country™ to equate socialism with nation-
alization of the means of production. Socialism
means first of all a classless society: even the
most fully democratic workers’ state does not
constitute a socialist society. A classless society
requires not only the suppression of private
ownership of the means of production (as has
already been achieved in the existing deformed
workers’ states), but also a level of development
of the forces of production—possible only on a
world scale—that would enable commodity pro-

duction, moncy and the state (the workers® state)
to wither away. While the working class is able
to overthrow capitalism in one country, it can-
not build socialism in one country, or one sec-
tion of the world. The societies which it estab-
lishes are societies in transition from capitalism
to socialism. It was a transitional society that
was created by the wictory of the October re-
volution, and will be a transitional society that

s installed in the aftermath of revolution here
in Britain. Thus, no longer capitalist_ the states
of East Europe after 1949 embarked on what
given impenalist world domination, direct plun-
der of their resources by the Soviet Union, and
their relative economic backwardness combined
with political shackling of the working class and
bureaucratic mis-management by a parasitical
and repressive ruling stratum of privileged func-
tionanes—was bound to be an extremely long-
drawn out process of transition to socialism: a
transition whose accomplishment was in any
case ultimately impossible within the national
confines of the countries in question.

I'he Fourth International, at its 1951 Third
World Congress, after a crucially important dis-
cussion during the preceding three years, desig-
nated the countries of East Europe as deformed
workers’ states. The designation first of the
Soviet Union, and subsequently of the thirteen
other countries where capitalism has been over-
thrown, as deformed workers’ states has stood
the scientific test of history, insofar as it has
prowvided the sole theoretical elaboration on the
basis of which it has been possible to construct
and conduct a revolutionary political practice
not only towards and within the ‘workers’ states
themselves but on a world scale. However, the
term also contains a crucial ambiguity; while
the state for Marxists, is always and everywhere
an instrument of the power and domination of
one class over other classes in society, what
characterizes deformed workers’ states is pre-
cisely the political expropriation of their “rul-
ing class” —the proletariat. This contradiction

is the root cause of the particular instability of
bureaucratic rule— its vulnerability to the violent
social and political convulsions which are ende-
mic 1o it, its oscillations between “left™ and
“right™ policies on both domestic and foreign
fronts, its ideological somersaults, ete. The tran-
sition from capitalism to socialism has turned
out not to be in any sense a peaceful process of
cumulative economic growth and consolidation
of new social forces and structures. The very con-
trary has been the case. The experience of East
Europe during the past twenty-five vears is just
one illustration of this.

Although over-all advances have been made

in industrialization throughout the area,

with growth rates which have intermittently
compared favourably with the advanced ca-
pitalist countries, Japan excepted, even the
crude economic record, when looked at clo-
sely, is an extremely unhappy one. And of
course the incapacity of the bureaucratic
regimes of East Europe to develop their coun-
tries’ economies successfully is a further cause
and effect alike of their social and political
deformations and vulnerability

When we turn to the political apparatus of
these countries, we see reflected in the nature
of the ruling bureaucracy the contradictory
nature of the state in the existing transitional
societies. This bureaucracy is compelled to
defend the heritage of the social revolution—
social ownership of the means of production—
against both the penetration of foreign capi-
tal and the growth of private capital domes-
tically, even where these are Frankenstein
monsters of its own creation. For it is on the
maintenance of that social ownership of the
means of production that its own social posi-
tion and privileges depend. At the same time,
the condition for the bureaucracy to main-
tain its rule is the continued total political
passivity of the proletariat. It jealously de-
fends its political monopoly, and moves swif.-
ly against forces that threaten this—both inside
and outside its national boundaries ( witness
the Warsaw Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia).
But its stability is always a precarious one-
hencethe violence of its repressive apparatus.
Whenever there is any mass movement against
it, there are immediate and widespread reper-
cussions within its own ranks. The inability
of this party and state bureaucracy to solve
the economic and political problems which
confront it has led to a series of events over
the past four years which signal that what is on
the agenda in East Europe is not some “res-
toration of capitalism” but the re-entry of the
proletariat onto the political stage and the be-
ginning of the end of bureaucratic rule. So
long as the working class in the countries of
cast Europe identifies its state with the bu-
reaucracy that has usurped it, the bureaucracy
will be able to buy time. Now, clearly, that
time is running short.

FAKE CALM SHATTERED

For 1968 was a turning-point in East as
much as in West Europe, and the past four
years have seen a continuous escalation of
class struggle in the area in sharp contrast



Russian tanks in Prague put paid once and
for all 1o the theory of “evolution of the
buregucracier ™

10 the seeming calm of the preceding decade.
After Stalins death in 1953, the stability of
the East European regimes appeared for a
time to hang in the balance. But Russian
tanks put down the Berlin workers’ nsing of
1953 and the Budapest rising of 1956, and
the threat of them was a powerful weapon

in the hands of the Polish bureaucracy in
contammge its own internal crisis in the same
year of 1956. At the same time, the Stalinist
old guard was replaced at the top of the Po-
lish and Hungarian parties ( in Czechoslovakia
all potential replacement leaders had been
Killed in the trials of 1950-54; in East Ger-
many the situstion was too exposed—in the
Dulles era~to permit any breach in party
unity). By the end of 1956 a new equilibrium
had been achieved by the ruling bureaucracies
in East Europe which was to last for twelve
years ( with the exception of the elimination
of Rankovic in 1966, no East European re-
gime Was to undergo an internal crisis through-
out that period).

If the events of 1953-6 were to encourage
spontaneist illusions of a mass upsurge that
would simply sweep away the bureaucratic
regimes and install workers' democracy—illu-
sions developed most clearly in certain mytho-
logical exaggerations of the significance of the
Budapest workers' councils—the following
decade was to encourage evolutionist illusions
in the capacity of the bureaucracies for self-
regeneration, and defearisr illusions that re-
volutionary activity outside the ruling parties
was impossible. The only consistently revo-
lutionary perspective vis-a-vis the bureaucratic
regimes was that based on the complex of in-
ter-related theoretical and practical principles
first elaborated in Trotsky's writings from
1933 on and notably in the programme of the
Fourth International - principles which have
underpinned the latter’s analysis of the bu-
reaucracies and its strategy towards and within
them ever since. The most important are:

1. the rejection of the idea that Stalin-
ism, and the bureaucratic regimes installed by
Communist parties in power, were the inevi-
fable result of the victory of the revolution in
backward countries dominated by scarcity:

2. the rejection of the idea that the hu-
reaucratic regimes would be gradually ‘liber-
alized’ or *de-Stalinized’ by the ruling strata
themselves (or sections of them) under pres-

sure from the masses, economic progress,
elc.,

3. the rejection of the idea that the par-
ties of the Third International could be re-
generated by revolutionaries working within
them;

4. the rejection of the idea that the
anti-buresucratic struggle in the USSR, and sub-
sequently the other workers' states, could be
waged in isolation from the anti-capitalist and
anti-impenalist struggle in the rest of the world,

The four-fold basis of the F. 1. position was

that a political counter-revolution had taken
place in the USSR; that a political revolution
was required 1o re-establish (or establish pro-
perly for the first time) Soviet democracy; that

& new revolutionary party was required both to
kead the struggle for the political revolution and
to kead the struggle for socialism after the poli-
tical revolution; and that the revolutionary strug-
gle, in the epoch of imperialism, is necessarily
world-wide - socialism could not be built in one
country after the political revolution any more
than it can without it. It is important to be clear
about these positions, since they constitute not
only the correct basis for analysis of, and strategy
in, the USSR and the bureaucracies, but also the
fundamental point of disagreement with those
who are defeatist —characterizing the bureaucra-
cies as inevitable products of their history— Lop-
portunist—looking for change only from the
hands of the ruling cliques—-, or spontaneist—ex-
pressing a “faith in the masses™ which in prac-
tice means simple passivity.

THE 1968 WATERSHED

Since 1968 events in East Europe have borne
out the above positions with a vengeance. They
have demonstrated the actuality of the political
revolution; the way in which “liberalization™ un-
leashes forces which escape the bureaucracy’s
control and threaten its power; the blind alley
of atiempts to develop oppositional positions wi-
thin the ruling parties; the huge potential of
working-class combativity and at the same time
its ultimate powerlessness in the absence of revo-
lutionary leadership; the emergence of the first
nuclei of organized revolutionary opposition to
the regimes—nuclei which consciously identify
both with the Bolsheviks who made the Ocio-
ber Revolution and with the revolubonary van-
Buards kading the fight to overthrow capitalism
and imperialisa in the rest of the world. The
three fundamental elements in the new situation
in East Europe are the impasse of the bureau-
cralic regimes, the growing militancy and poli-
lical conscaousness of the working-class and the
beginnings of the formation of new revolutionary
vanguards,

IMPASSE OF THE BUREAUCRACY

During the Stalin ers apologists for the bureau-
cracies - hardly able to defend their political
order—expatiated rather on their economic and
social achievements. In Khruschev's day, they
added a pious faith in the political perspectives
opened up by “de-Stalinization™. Now, all these
heady claims ring equally hollow. On the eco-
nomic front, the bureaucracies were capable of
presiding over basic industrialization and “pri-
mitive socialist accumulation™ —by dint of a re-
pressive organization of production, imposed
norms and quotas, and at the expense of the
living standards of the masses. But this first
phase once completed, the bureaucracy finds it-
self in an impasse. Whether it clings to some
modified version of “administrative" planning or
whether it extols “market socialism™, its econo-
mic performance proves to be meagre and unbal-
anced. On the one hand, the Novotny years in
Czechoslovakia were years of economic stagna-
tion. At the other extreme, the period since
Yugoslavia’s 1961 and 1965 “liberalizations” of
the economy has seen the country ship from the
world’s fastest growth rate in 1952-60 to a rate
below the world average andlittledifferent from
that of pre-war Yugoslavia (nottospeak of some
million workers exported to work in capitalist
West Europe and half a million unemployed in-
side the country even by official figures).Onthe
social front, “liberalization” meansthat increased
economic inequality is reflected in the growth of
private medicine, a market in housing, and edu-
cational stratification. The shortages which have
persisted in all the social servicesduringthe period
of administrative planning are now compounded
by the adoption of criteria of profitability in the
economy 4s a whole.

As for the perspectives for political“evo-
lution of the bureaucracies™ the Warsaw

Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia made

clear that they are gloomy indeed. Under very
considerable mass pressure, the Dubcek regime
had decided to carry through certain fundamen-
tal political reforms, The projected new party
constitution established the right of tendency,
and legalized revolutionary organisations inde-
pendent of the party. Censorship and centralized
vontrol of the media had been virtually abolished
vnd the beginnings of workers’ control were ap-
pedring in the factories, These reforms meant
the end of the enforced political passivity of the

revolutionary activity. This—and not some im-
aginary danger of the restoration of capitalism—
was the motive for the Russian invasion, and
indeed for the complicity in that invasion by a
wing of the Czech bureaucracy. It offers, too,
the explanation for the subsequent course of
events. It was popular militancy organized at

the factory level against the invasion that forced

upon the Russians a change of tactics: instead
of installing those who had invited them in
power, they were forced to turn back to the lib-
eral wing of the party in order to diffuse the
mass revolt. Furthermore, the abject capitula-
tion of the Dubcek leadership in the face of the

invasion made clear both where its true interests
lay when forced to choose between the Kremlin

and the Czechoslovak masses, and why it is that
genuine militants in the communist party were
compelled to recognize that any revolutionary
opposition in the future could only be organ-
ized outside the party—(as Jiri Pelikan makes
clear in his interview New Leftr Review 71).
That is why today they are either in exile or
inCzech prisonstogether withother militants,

PROLETARIAN RESURGENCE

The impasseofthe bureaucraticregimesoneco-
nomic, socialand political frontsalike coincides
withaqualitative change inthe degree of militan-
cyandthe political consciousnessof the East Fu-
ropean proletariat. On the purely economic
level, Popov's article (translated in Interna-
tional, 7) gives a unique account of strikes in
Tecent years in one East European country—
Yugoslavia. But the really important change
by comparison with the demands raised by
the German, Polish and Hungarian workers

in 1953-6 has been in the political character
of working-class action in the last few years,

It is true that the East European proletariat
has by no means freed itself from all the
consequences of the long political expropria-
tion which it has suffered, Decades of poli-
tical repression, lies, falsified history, cari-
catured Marxism, censorship and opportu-
nistic foreign policies in the name of prole-
tarian internationalism could hardly fail to
reduce workers to a cynicism and despair that
cannot be dispelled overnight. Moreover,

it is not just the sheer weight of their exper-
tence of Stalinism that impedes the forms-
tion of revolutionary consciousnéss in the
working class of East Europe. There is also
‘the fact that the workers are committed to
the gains they have won through the over-
throw of capitalism; they do not want a re-
turn to capitalism and will if the occasion
arises take to the streets to prevent it. But
they often identify the bureaucratic state
that expropriated the bourgeoisie and nation-
alized the means of production with their
own state, Such an identification permits
cynical manipulation by party leaders. The
confrontation between Gierek and the work-
ers of Szczecin (see New Left Review, 72)
offers the most blatant example of this, in
which Gierek shamelessly plays on his work-
ing-class origins and on the objective nature
of the state as a workers’ state to de mobilize
the workers’ intransigence. Tito, too, has
shown himself a master of the tactic of mobi-
lizing the working class to defend *“its™ state
against rebellious students—the very students
who raise demands for the reappropriation
of political power by that same working
class. This is doubly paradoxical in that it is
the workers and not the students whom the
Yugoslav bureaucracy really fears; as Tito
said a propos the Zagreb student strike of
last winter, “Today the students, tomorrow
the workers™,

But despite these obstacles to the develop-
ment of a new revolutionary consciousness
among the workers of East Europe, the events
of the last few years have shown that in fact
when the working class begins to move,
cynicism and despair quickly disa ppear and
thereisa rapid development, indeed an effer-
vescence, of political consciousness and acti-
vity. The events of 1968 in Czechoslovakia
saw the beginnings of democratic election of
trade-union leaders and steps towards the
transformation of factory councils into real
organs of democratic workers’ power. The
fruits of this were demonstrated by the key
role played by these bodies in organizing
resistance to the Warsaw Pact invasion. But
the most dramatic and significant case is that
of Poland. When the workers rose in the Bal-
tic ports in December 1970, they presented
not just a few economic demands to ‘their’
party and government, but issued a political
programme. They demanded: 1. separation
of party and state; 2. independence of trade
unions; 3. democratic election of workers’
delegates; 4. democratization of the party
statutes; 5. limits on the mandates of those
elected; 6. freedom of the media, Moreover,
the workers” organization created during the
strike in, for example Szczecin assumed Full
control of the political and economic life of
the city.

NEW VANGUARDS

But the Polish workers’ rising of December
1970 also demonstrated the ultimate impo-
tence of spontaneous working-class revolt in
the absence of revolutionary leadership, The
third crucial element in the new situation in
East Europe is the emergence for the first
time of nuclei of an organized revolutionary
opposition to the bureaucratic regimes. Since
Kuron and Modzelewski wrote their Open
Letter to Communist Party Members in 1965,
successive student manifestoes in Czechoslo-
vakia, Yugoslavia, and Poland, above all since
1968, have aimed to furnish a programme for
proletarian overthrow of bureaucratic rule.
These manifestoes have demanded the re-
placement of the bureaucratic state by a wor-
kers’ state organized on the basis of councils
of workers’ deputies; an end to the political
monopoly of the communist parties; the abo-
lition of the political police and the replace-
ment of the standing army by workers® militia;
an end to censorship; an end to inequality; in-
dependent trade unions; a foreign policy based
on proletarian internationalism.

Of course, these manifestoes are limited by

the very fact that they are the work of students
—and the bureaucracy uses all the resources of
state power to isdlate those students from the
working class. The security police who keep
‘outside agitators’ away from the factories of
East Europe are no less determined than the
guards at the Renault works in France. But the
role which can be played by universities as cen-
tres of revolutionary organization under re-
pressive regimes—from China in the early twen-
ties to Belgrade in the late thirties to Latin
America today—needs little stressing. And
when the working class begins to move, as was
clearly shown in Czechoslovakia in 1968 and in
Poland in 1970, the divisions between students
and workers are quickly overcome and the
workers pul forward very similar demands to
those which appear in the student manifestoes.
The essential point is that its total political
monopoly is a life and death matter for the
bureaucracy. A margin of freedom of poli-
tical expression inevitably leads on to a mar-
gin of freedom of political organization, for
which it is & necessary precondition. The Rus-
sian bureaucracy demonstrates its awareness

of this by the ferocity with which it represses
the slightest expression of political opposition,
But this is the weakness, not the strength, of
the bureaucratic regimes. The Polish insurrec-
tion of 1970 showed how vulnerable they are
if they go on in the old way. The Prague
spring, or the events in Croatia last year,
showed that the political consequences of
‘liberalization’ are fatal for the bureaucracy’s
hold on power. Thus the room for manoeuvre
of the regimes of East Europe is extremely
limited, and they can only try to steer a mid-
dle course which holds out no rosy longterm
perspectives,

PERSPECTIVES

But there is a further lesson to be learnt from
the Prague spring, and it is one about which
the revolutionary vanguards of East Europe
are in no doubt. It is that the bureaucracies
maintain their own deformed variety of inter-
nationalism, even if they deny it to the wor-
kers. The Prague spring, like the Berlin up-
rising of 1953 and the Hungarian explosion of
1956, was crushed by Russian tanks. The
Russian leaders cannot extend their policy of
peaceful coexistence to the fraternal countries
of East Europe. In Rumania and Yugoslavia
too, the threat of Russian invasion is cynically
manipulated by the regimes to maintain ‘nation-
al unity’ and domestic order. The Warsaw Pact
invasion of Czechoslovakia showed clearly that
events will not be able to develop to a point
where political revolution is on the agenda wi-
thin the confines of a single East European
country. The overthrow of the bureaucratic
regimes will require concerted action by the
proletariats of East Europe, whom their rulers
bend every effort to insulate from each other.

Finally, it remains only to stress that the strug-
gle of the proletariat of East Europe is an inse-
parable and vital part of the world-wide strug-
gle for socialism. We have seen that 1968 was
as much a turning-point in East as it was in
West Europe. A revolutionary upsurge in the
East will shake not only the bureaucratic
regimes, and the Russian bureaucracy in par-
ticular, but also the communist parties in the
West. The establishment of a real workers’
state in East Europe would pose as much of a
threat to imperialism as to the Kremlin, In

the last few years, Vietnam and Cuba, France
and Italy, Czechoslovakia and Poland, have
been separate fronts in a single global conflict.
Those fighting for the political revolution in
the bureaucracies and those fighting to over-
throw capitalism in the rest of the world are
fighting a single struggle, in which a victory
anywhere is a victory everywhere.

Mndaat ML . Adrie 8 -



SPAIN

Interview with leading comrade of LCR - Spanish
section of the Fourth International

Samce the struggle of the SEAT workers in
Barcelona last October, there have been ma-
sor mobilisations of workers over the remewal
of the Collective Contracts, as well as student
struggles. What is the significance of the new
wave of workers' struggles, given the sharpen-
g crisis of the regime?

Ewer since the struggles agamnst the Burgos
tnal in December 1970, the Franco regime
increasingly political mass
> context of the present

f the SEAT stnke

n real advances in exem-
»5 such as the Michelin strike at

3 strike at Za-

h_i ve

ys) and the Eles

both of them in the Basque
the ( imetsa strike in Barcelona
& ssor step forward came with the struggle
Ihe Bazan workers at El Ferrol, because of
Bewr kevel of combativity, the fact that the

reat lessness of the ( .L\.[ ve Lontracls was

of the soli-

oen up Ve W CaAuse

sty movement throughout the region and
i country as a whole. At the same time, the
u pde Of the repressive forces again showed
e real nature of the "iberalisation’ advoca-

by some of the forces supporting the re-

Husions

. B well as Lhe [aisceness Ol al

Bt 1he repme can be overthrown by peaceful
=2

. beear 5 are very significant politically,

movement, despite its orga-

nisational weakness, is hopnnang concretely Lo
face the need L0 prepan generalised, nation-
wide struggles to push the crss of the Franc

regime 10 a deqsive
What is the real importance of the student

struggles in the sirengthenmyg of the student
movement?

If sivident struggies wemen™ very unified or
co-ordinated o the pemad from December "70
o December lasd year, ol the 10th Decem-
ber district smcmibly af Barcclona and the first
struggics of The medical adeaty in Madnd,
there wan 3 real spsarpe of 1he student move-
me=d lesding 1o The Jamaary-February mobil:-
saaions & soldanity with the modics. They
prodeced » e cased response 1n Oppo-
shos 19 the sappbcataon of the General Fduca-
taxn Law i specaly o sehecison procedures),
and to the peoscace of the powscor 1n the uni-

I'he mass
radicalisation

whoch took place = comlsoslations with the
pobice, and ¢ soldanty action

to other sreas of straggie (ot her
schools and bospaial medical staff), drove
the povernmest back forcag it to lift penal-
tics imposed on the medecal students,

¢ rewilasg ITpreIsOn

e € IS0

universities,

the (P called for a sinke
ted by other
It had a real

On 14 February
of all teachers, whach was suppor
organisations mcluding our own
effect in the schools, and even in religious
teacher training Ia Madnd the day
of action was unsuccessiul because of the

colleges

closing of the unversity

Later on, although the mobilisation for the
days of action on | and 8 March was smaller
than in February, it was possible to give the
movement a new impulse and organise for
future actions. Through all these struggles, the
student movement has become much stronger

and more pohticised than in its best years of
struggle belore 19649,

What part did the LCR take in these mobilisa-
tions?

I'he LCR participated in certain workers’ strug-
-tsa in Barc where the
sinke ugh the Assembly and
the clection of a committee responsible to all
the workers

gles, such as Comm clona,

wis conducted thr

In every factory where the LCR intervenes,

we try to achieve unity in action with other or-
ganisationsto helptheextensionof thestruggle
andsolidarityaction.and wealso stressthe need
toorganise self-defence fromthe beginning of the
struggle given that there wili certainly be con-

frontations with the repressive [orces.

In the student struggles, in Madnd the LCR
has played 2 very important role in the mobili-
sations of the past few months. To organise
solidarity with the medical students, when the
began, the LCR called for the for
mation of Action Committees which brought
together some 400 students: they posed the
need to broaden the movement, hold a general
Iy of the whole university, and they cal-
led for demonstrations with self-defence pick-
ets, etc. The CP on the one hand, and the Ac-
tion Committees on the other, were the main
political forces. On 1 March, in Madnd, the
CP's student organisation and the LCR student
committee issued a joint call for a day of strug-
gle, which represented a step forward m umty
of action in the student movement, but was in-
adequate or ambiguous in some respects ( how
should the day be organised? the problem of
self-defence, etc.). There were lightning de-
monstrations and actions in the various facul-
f1es. *

moveéement

assemb

Again in Madrid, on 8 March, the LCR propo-
sed joint actions to other organisations (the
CP, the maoists); despite the fact that most
refused. there was a public demonstration,
with self-defence pickets protecting the de-
monstrators against the police presence in the
area, On the same day the LCR held a clan-
destine demonstration with 600 students,
Finally on 15 March, the LCR called for a
demonstration in solidarity with tne El Ferrol
workers, which was joined by some 800 people

including CP members and guite a number of
young workers.

In view of the extent of all these actions, how
do you envisage the forthcoming struggles, and
in particular May Day?

I'he present political situation is very tense and
there will be mobilisations of a political nature
in the coming months. Already the Building
Workers" Commuission in Madrid has called on
the workers in this branch (some 100,000) to
go on strike in the week 24-29 April; and there
will be actions in other sectors too.

The LCR will work with all its strength to en-
sure that these actions are well-organised and a
major step forward in the radicalisation of broad
layers of workers. In the case of the building
workers’ strike, many worker militants have al-
ready weighed up the experience of recent stri-
kes and are prepared to organise better this time,
despite the CP’s role in holding them back, es-
pecially from protecting the strikers against re-
pression and organising the movement demo-
cratically.

So we hope that May Day will have a political
importance and a mass character sufficient 1o
encourage the workers' movement to deal deci-
sive blows against the dictatorship. For its part,
the LCR will be calling on other organisations
to organise a day of solidarity with the Indo-
chinese revolution, linked to the current inter-
national campaign. Given the situation in Spain,
we also see this as a part of the preparation for
May Day.

NOTE:

The CP leadership is being obliged to employ more
subtle tactics with its left wing because of the weak-
ness of its organisational hold over the workers' van-
guard, and because the extreme left, despite its divi-
sions, is growing stronger. The 14 March Mundo
Qbrero (CP newspaper) rc!cr\ to unity of action with
the LCR in Madrid in the following terms: “The CP
Committee for Student Organisation and the LCRStu-
dent Committee have published a joint call for a strug-
gle against the General Education Law and a call to
strike on 1 May “without this meaning that deep stra-
tegical and tactical differences have been forgotten’.”

The above interview first appeared in  Rouge, news-
paper of the Ligue Communiste, French Section of
the Fourth Internarional

VIETNAM

Not only an offensive
against Nixon

e pllensve launched by the Vielnamese
Bheratson forces cont es unabated. On at
st two duficrent fronts—the Central High-
s, where the capital city of Kontum is
ander mepe. and on Highway 13 in the South

L pugfpetl army s delfences continue to
has been demon-
I'he bombing
wth has fatled to stem the offen-
e and Nixon now has a totzl of 130 B-52
zone, the highest figure

yet m the whole war

bomiers 1n the war

b North Vietnamese Workers® Party has
pesponded to the renewal of the bombings
by escalating the of and by carrying
time dunng the war, naval
11 '»"_u} son the U.S _\cwmh Fleel
stationed just off the shores ol
They have further declared that

-~

iensive

wt, for the first

\tf."..i."‘._

tar from the resistance weakening as a re-
sult of the iu-\q\_\ air attacks, it would be

““Each factory, each con-
sirachon stc, each state farm, cach co-aper
ative, each government office, each school,
each city street, must be a combat trench
where everyone is ready to fight and to smash
any military adventure of the U.S. aggressors
and their henchmen!™

While the Vietnamese themselves have
wamed against any illusions t
the latest offensive would lead to
victory, the
of the ot!

» the effect that

re can be no doubt that the timing
NsIve poscs a scinous Challenge to
the section of the Amencn ruling class which
the White House. The options
d the Pentagon warlords are
uted: either the complete destruction
of the North by using nuclear weapons or a
gending more troops
course, withdrawal after the acceptance
a lacesaving device. Time has run out for
the US. admunistration and Nixon realises
full well that the scale of the Vietnamese
Miensive and the renewed bombing of the
\l wth has already apset hus chances of re-elec-
tion, which appeared so bright after the visit
to Peking. In that sense the latest offensive

is represenied an
before hivon and
very hm

re<cscalabion in terms of

i
ol |

could well be the last major offensive be-
fore the NLF flag flutters over Saigon and
Hue

Despite Chou en Lai's brave talk there can
be no doubt that Nixon"s visit to Peking en-
couraged his belief that the Chinese govern-
ment had now come of age and could be
trusted in much the same way as imperialism
has depended on Stalin and his successors
since the mid-Thirties. Nixon’s forthcoming

visit to Moscow, which the spineless bureau-
rats in \.1,-\ ow refuse to call off, must have
r_..-" ¢t encouraged him to think that a mas-

sive bombars !n.r:n! might finally cow the
Vietnamese into an unsatisfactory settlement.

Nnamese ol

In that sense the Viet ensive is also
directed against Big Power diplomacy and is
oné¢ of the wayvs i \.\huh the Vietnamese mi
litants have expressed their views on the re-
cent antics of both Peking and Moscow
After all it wasn’t so long ago that Maoist
‘theoreticians’ were declaring that it was
“Soviet social-imperialism™ which was the
greatest danger to the “peace in Asia”, The
implication being that U.S. imperialism was
only a “secondary contradiction™. Fortu-
nately the Vietnamese did not countenance

rubbish of this sort and their response to
Nixon is also a response to his past and
future hosts.

A few weeks after bombing Hanoi and Hai-
phong, Nixon will be feted n Moscow. This
is the measure of Comrade Brezhnev'’s ‘prole-
tarian internationalism’. Instead of aiding
the Vietnamese and using the Soviet Air
Force and Navy to fight against attacks on a
fraternal country (of course our C.P. friends
will say this is ‘ultra leftism’, but then why
is it that imperialism can act with impunity
to defend its client states while the most
powerful workers’ state remains passive?),
all the stress is laid on the ‘diplomatic offen-
sive’. Soviettankscould besent tocrushthe wor-
kers and students of Czechoslovakia in the
name of combatting imperialism, but where
imperialism really exists and is fighting, there
Messrs. Brezhnev and Kosygin are satisfied
with mere words in defence of the Vietnam-
ese while they prepare to welcome Nixon to
Moscow.

NEED FOR INTERNATIONAL
SOLIDARITY

In the face of the attitudes of Moscow ana
Peking, international solidarity with the Viet-
namese remains an important task for all re-
volutionaries and socialists. Given the fact
that the French and Italian C.P.s refuse to
mobilise the workers in solidarity with the
Vietnamese struggle, the burden falls on the
shoulders of the extreme left. Recently

there have been big demonstrations in France
and Sweden and smaller ones in other Euro-
pean countries, In the United States the Na-
tional Peace Action Coalition mobilised thou-
sands and thousands of people in several ci-
ties (50,000 in New York alone); in many
American universities students went on strike
and as The Guardian remarked, chanted an
old slogan with new vigour: “*Avenge Hanoi,
Avenge Haiphong, Victory to the Vietcong.”
In Britain alone the response has been margi-
nal and restricted largely to the C.P. and the
I.M.G. For opportunist groups like the LS.
and the S.L.L., Vietnam is a reminder of the
fact that the colonial revolution still remains
undefeated and that it is the Vietnamese who
are today in the frontline of the struggle against
the most powerful imperialism the world has
ever known, Even though, of necessity, our
solidarity with the Vietnamese can only be
limited we have to re-start a process of educa-
ting ourselves and the revolutionary left as a
whole in the processes at work in Southern
Vietnam, so that when Saigon falls its signifi-
cance is not lost on the British left,

Clarissa Howard



IRELAND

NEW
STRUGGLES -
NEW FRONTS

In the weeks since the imposition of direct

rule the Tores have had a chance to assess the
effects of the abrogation of Orange Law, apd
the achievements of Whitelaw. As the last is-
sue of The Red Male pointed out, the key ele-
ment which foroed them to change their stra-
tegy was the fact that they could not defeat
the IRA without first solating it from the mass
of the Catholic mimority (a2 difficult and long-
term task), and the effects of the Provisionals’
rencwadmilitary campaign had made it obvious
that some desperate short term remedy was re-
quired. When the Unionists stood out against
the transfer of secunty the Govemment had no
choice but to push past them.

Butin trying to persuade themtoaccept Heath's
package, and in trying to minimise the resist-
ance within the ranks of their own parliamen-
tary party, the Tories lost vital time. The re-
newed military offensive has gained an impetus,
which although it wavered, was not significant-
ly affected by the new policy. The attitudes
of the minority have not been deeply affected
either, e.g. the supposed mass resistance by the
women of Andersonstown to the carrying on
of the campaign was simply a propaganda froth,
which hass disappeared leaving no trace on the
course of events. The British press made much
of this story; of course. it failed to report the
fact that the Stormont Mmustry of Community
Relanoss was seshodmag Womes Together”,
and thar thes orpanmatos has 2O sEppOrt with-
in the Catholic ghetioes. The Britnh govern-
ment ts well aware of the bollowness of such
stunts, which they promote solely for home
consumption.

IThe continued hugh kevel of mulitary struggie,
combaed o2k the dorp weptacnmm of the
ooty towanrds iy =macksentony of the B
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pose precisely those mesvures whick will des-
troy any hope of a breach between the IRAand
the masses. The shooting of Joseph McCann,
and the reaction to it, was symptomatic of the
dilemma which the Army faces. If it sits back
and waits the IRA will have a breathing spell
during which to train volunteers, and streng-
then its defences. If it attempis to hit back at
the IRA, even on the level of one sortie into
the Falls, or the arrest of only 2 handful of
volunteers, it will disperse any remaining il-
lusions within the ghettoes about Whitelaw's
intentions, and fan hotter the hatred for the
Bntish army, and the government which
stands behind it.

THE FREE DERRY COMMUNE

It has been during this period, when the Tornes
hoped to achieve a de-escalation in the strug-
gle, that the most important political initiative
has been taken; the announcement by the Pro-
visionals of a system of direct elections to esta-
blish a popular authority in the barricaded
areas of Bogside, Creggan and Brandywell,

In making a proper assessment of this develop-
ment it is important to emphasise the very par-
ticular nature of the Derry ghettoes. The gec-
graphical layout of the city makes it easy to
barricade off and defend the catholic areas.
The proximity of the border makes supply lines,
and a potential reserve of defenders much
closer. It is in Derry that the contradictions of
the Northern Ireland state have been most
mercilessly clear: its catholic majority had

been gerrymandered out of any power within
the city, it suffered from the economic decline
of the area west of the Bann; even in good times
its reliance on shirt manufacture meant an
abysmally low level of male employment. As
Northern Ireland’s second city the discrimina-
tion it suffered in cofnparison to Belfast under-
lined, for its nationalist inhabitants, the real
nature of their imprisonment within the Orange
State. It is no accident that it was in Derry on
October 5th, 1968, that the RUC Riot Squad
bore down on a peaceful civil rights march,
beating their shields with their clubs and
screaming “‘Fenian Bastards™; thus plunging

the North into the crisis from which it seems
likely never to recover, In Derry too the
bloodiest event in the struggle so far, the mas-
sacre of thirteen men, took place.

Official IRA patrol in the Turf Lodge Estate
in Belfast, which the Army denies is @ ‘nogo”
area.

T'he pushing forward of the resistance in Derry
is of prime importance. The establishment of
community control is one of the ways in which
the masses of the oppressed minority will be
drawn into a revolutionary struggle and thes
resistance will be consolidated. Free Derry wil
not only be a powerful exampie for the e

of the Irish people, but will be a focus for
sofiderrry whioh would prevent the dmistegry-
uoe of 1he mmoniy, sad reactinvate sapport s
the Soumth

Although the example of Derry is spreading,
{there have been reports of Army action to pre-
vent the barricading off of areas of Belfast), the
fact that the particular factors which exist in
Derry &0 oot exnt caewbere, makics sadespeead
ddopts of the sinategy very dillicuit. Tha w
particalarty 18e case = Belffast, whose
ghettoes are vuinerable 10 both the Bnlish Army
and the Orange thugs. To succeed elsewhere a
greater reliance on outside help would be needed,
thus a2 precondition for an extended “commune™
situation in Belfast would be mass support in the
26 Counties, Britain and elsewhere, and a politi-
cal conjuncture in which the British government
would be unwilling to move against the ghettoes,
Such a possibility is not excluded, but it requires
a much deeper level of political awareness am-
ongst the masses and a broader involvement in
struggle than exists at present, Given time the
Derry Commune could help to create this, but
time is extremely short.

For these reasons British imperialism will
probably attempt to crush the Bogside/Creg-
gan Commune before it develops much fur-
ther. Reports of Paratroop exercises in Bri-
tain, when soldiers were dropped into a hous-
ing estate in Colchester in the middle of the
night, are a sinister hint of the methods
which could be used. It should be crystal
clear to everyone; the developments in Derry
are a dagger aimed 1 the heart of British rule
in Ireland, and are the most important chal-
lenge to the present policy of the Tories. If
resistance in Derry is defeated then the twin
blights of disillusion and fear could begin to
wither the solidarity of the Northern mino-
rity, and the IRA could be separated from

its mass base of support. British imperialism
will go to any lengths to win such a battle,
and could wreak such a vengeance that the
Derry Massacre will seem mild in compa-
rison.

Therefore the more the Tories try to change
the situation the more it remains the same,
As we pointed out in the last issue of The
Red Mole the imposition of direct rule does
no more than eliminate the institution of
Stormont, leaving the Unionist State, and the
contradictions which flow from it, untouched.
British imperialism is going to be forced willy
nilly into further attacks on, and repression
against the catholic minority,

PAPER VANGUARD?

It is more clear now that so far as its impact
within Northern lreland is concerned, the
much feared protestant “backlash™ has been
a paper tiger. This was completely foresee-
able, given an understanding of the Ulster

Vanguard, and its leadership. The pre-condi-
fiom for protestant mobilisation was that
“@eat™ men should call it forth. There is

20 real tradition amongst the Orange masses
of independent political activity; they have
seen their advancement, and the defence of
their privileges as indissolubly tied up with
the Unionist Party and the Orange Order.
While it is true that there have been in-
sumerable splinters from this bloc, either

to the right or left, all have been limited in
size and have been unable for long to sustain
political activity outside the traditional orga-
nations. The same & true of military acts-
vity. There huve always been a fair percent-
apz of famatical extremists but their armed or-
ganisations have been fragmented, mutually
hostile, and limited to 4 small fringe. The pro-
testants always relied on the RUC, and the ‘B’
specals to do the job, Le.. they always relied
oa the Orange State.

That = why & took such a solid political figure
as Craig to creste the Vanguard, and why he
had 1o have the support of the Orange Order
to do it; the inclusion of the Loyalist Associ-
ation of Workers was a useful, but not essen-
tial, piece of demagogy. Craig and his allies

are extremely reactionary bourgeois politi-
cians, but despite the ragged posturing of the
Vanguard rallies, they are not going to launch

a real struggle for an independent ‘Ulster’, and
they have no desire to lead a violent confron-
tation with either the Catholic ghettoes, or the
British Army. Their purpose in creating this
movement is to put pressure on the Tory go-
vernment. While it cannot be excluded that the
masses they have mobilised will go beyond their
plans, and become involved in violent clashes,
this would be against their wishes, and they
would attempt to prevent and stop it.

Thus one of the recurrent dreams about the si-
tuation in the North, that the protestant work-
ers, finding themselves in conflict with the Bri-
tish troops will suddenly realise their com-
mon interests with the Catholic workers, is
likely to remain just & dream. And the main
target so far as the British Army is concerned
will continue to be the Catholic ghettoes in
general, and Bogside/Creggan in particular,

THE WAR COMES HOME

But in building up & head of steam for his
campaign Craig & turning to a potential re-
servoir of support —in Bntain. The sustained
propaganda of the British press during the
period from July 1970 to February 1972,
when the Army was trying to crush the resist-
ance of the minority by military means, has
had a deep and residual effect on sections

of the British population. It has not only
deepened the sectananism of traditionally
sectarian areas like Glasgow and Liverpool,
but it has won a large chunk of the lumpen
middle class to hatred for the IRA, and sup-
port for “our boys". Within the Tory Party
itself support for the Unionists’ “case’ has
solidified, and there is a lobby for a return
to complete anti-minority policies,

Craig realises that pressure put on the Tories
in Bntain will be much more effective than
opposition in the Six Counties. He recalls
the Home Rule crisis of 1912, and the way

in which the Liberal Government was

forced to back down by a combination of the

drilling of the UVF, and the resistance by
large sections of the British ruling class, and
middle class. The major difference in the
present situation is that the main reason fou
the defeat of the Home Rule Bill was the
development of a deep split in the ruling
class which extended to the whole field of
policy, and in particular was related to deep
disagreements over the attitude to be taken
to the British working class. Such a deep
split does not exist today, nor is it likely to
occur. Nevertheless a lot of effort and
money is being spent on this and similar
campaigns, substantial support could be
won, and this could crystallise a stronger,
more vigorous and aggressive night-wmng )
since the thirties. .

That is why two events should be carefully
noted: -

1) The reception given to the Glosters
when they marched through Bristol recently,
after a tour of duty in Ireland. They had ce-
lebrated their last night in Belifast by going on
a rampage, and terrorising the inhabitants of
Divis Street Flats, The Bristol middle class
turned out to applaud them warmly, The
Gaardian reported that Anti-Internment
League leafleters who tried to present an alter-
native viewpoint were openly attacked. Middle
class suburbia thus links hands with the brutal-
ised Glasgow Orangemen, a mixture which is
not only unsavoury, but which has dangerous
historical precedents. 3

2)  Craig’s plans to hold a mass rally in Hyde
Park on 29 April, followed by a campaign
throughout Britain. This campaign will be a
decisive one; if it succeeds the Tories will al-
most certainly take the decisions necessary to
quell the present resistance in the North, deci-
sions which will involve a great deal of suffer-
ing and bloodshed for the beleaguered mino-
rity. This will also push them back onto the
course of attempting to break the strength of
the organised working class in Britain,

It would be ill-advised to cry “fascism” at this
stage but nevertheless this is a potential poli-
tical development which cannot be ignored,
and which means that the building of a solida-
rity movement with the struggle in Ireland is
not only necessary to aid that struggle, it is
more than ever before directly in the interests
of the class struggle in Britain itself. At no
time since the Black and Tan wars have the
interests of the British and Irish workers been
so closely linked.

THE ISC

The Irish Solidarity Campaign’s conference in
Oxford on 29/30 April will play an important
role in the building of such a movement. The
ISC does not pose as the kind of mass move-
ment which is required, but it can make a vital
contribution by clarifying the kind of prog-
ramme which is required by such a movement,
While striving for effective unity in action, on
the broadest scale, ISC will be trying to lay the
basis for a more solid and continuous mass
movement, which is based on an understanding
of the situation; and which will not be deflec-
ted or dispersed by the twists and turns of Bni-
tish imperialism’s policies in Ireland.

Bob Purdie
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“T'his al0 meant that they tended to abstract
the guestion of revolutionary violence from
the building of new institutions of proletarian
power fully representing all sections of the ex-
ploited and the oppressed. As for myself |
came to realise that faith in spontaneous re-
wolt and denial of the necessity for revolu-
tionary organisation and institutions of dual
power really amounted to faith in the spon-
i deuiruction of captabst mty
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h the Lenin of What is to be done?
nl the Lenin of Stare and Revolution were
indispensable starting points for building a
revolutionary movement. But clearly the last
thing that a commitment to Leninism re-
quires is a refusal of the great opportunities
for the strengthening of revolutionary prac-
tice made possible by the experience of the
various movements of social revolt which have
sprung up in the last few years,

Both in its theory and in its practice the Fourth

International has shown the ability to take

REVIEW

Marxism in Our Time, bx
Isaac Deutscher (Cape, £2.95)

This is an attractive and well-produced

book covering a series of Isaac Deutscher’s
writings and lectures from 1943 to 1967.
The range of the articles both in terms of
time and subject underlines an unsatisfac-
tory aspect of the book—there is no rationak
for its contents nor an underlying concep-
tion uniting them. Yet in some ways, this
can be said to reflect a reality rather than a
weakness of the theme of the book, Deut-
scher was a man who had great talents but
whose thought and actions suffered from

his isolation from political practice. This is
reflected in the book, which combines Deut-
scher’s writings at their most lucid and at
their most mistaken.

Deutscher's immense talents are amply de-
monstrated. His erudition is apparent in

he writes, His ability to explain
in simple and lucid language basic Marxist
concepts (not without gaps, of course) is
shown in ‘Trotsky in Our Time'. His gift
of being able to present complex social

in broad historical perspective

is illustrated in several of the articles, notably,
*On Socialist Man". The book is interesting
and mm

A hﬁciﬂﬁm up on several occasions
is Deutscher's attitude towards the Fourth
International. As is well-known, Deutscher
took a strong position against the formation
of the Fourth International-the two Polish
delegates at the Founding Conference voted
against its establishment; justifying their posi-
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ship from Robin Blackburn and Quintin
Hoare. Afiter detailed political discussion it
was clear that these comrades were in fun-
damental agreement with the programme of
the Fourth International and the work of
its British section. Both Robin Blackburn
and Quintin Hoare are members of the edi-
torial committee of New Lefr Review. Since
NLR is an independent journal of Marxist
discussion and analysis, lhe PC of the IMG

lhc issues which confront it.

The reason that the Fourth International has
played such a significant role in fostering in-
ternational solidarity is that it is able to un-
derstand the political relation between these
stm;dumthlﬁd'l‘mtﬁysthemyof
permanent revolution and his scientific in-

sight into the nature of the Soviet Union. Those
who have rejected or abandoned these pers-
pectives have been unable to respond adequa-
tely to the development of revolution in Cuba

uon i terms of arguments developed by

Deutscher.

But the mistake he made about the formation
of the Fourth International was not an isola-
ted one. It becomes apparent that he did not
fully hold the Marxist concept of the unity
(but mot ideatity) of theory and practice as
praxis. In the article *‘Marxism in Our Time’
he wnites “Practice is sometimes the enemy
of thought. thought sometimes suffers from
comtact with practice. Here is the dialectic

i its crystalline form; basically thought can
exist only through contact with practice; prac
tice cannot in the long run ignore theory.
Nevertheless there are these temporary transi-
tional periods of unresolved tensions between
theory and practice . . .”

The significance of this approach emerges in
this article as he seeks to locate the cause of
what he calls “vulgar Marxism” (a term which
in his usage covers “European social-demo-
crats, reformusts, Stalinists, Khrushchevites,
and their like™) solely in practice. He explains
the vulgarisation of Marxist theory in terms of
the reflection of “the requirements of the
labour movement and of the revolutions that
were m*m banner of Marxism”,

Thus, g to Deutscher, it is the “all-
round " which is the “basic, decisive,
and Wiﬂtheﬂneof“wlgar

Marxism™, u..ihm perversion of
Marxism, in the Soviet Union. This is, of
course, a one-sided explanation, [t is true that
the all-round scarcity lays the basis for the
rise of aphenomenon like Stalinism and

made possible (but not inevitable) its victory

in the Soviet Union. But Stalinist *'vulgar

tion of a social stratum—the Soviet bureau-
cracy —and a rationalisation of its social posi-
tion—sdmething Deutscher only partially

mer Wilhun INe WOTKINg Ciass nas weakeneu
very much more than the position of the latter.
At a time when the trade unions become by

far the most important vehicles of workers’
struggle, recognising the continuing strength

of social democratic ideology is of great im-
portance,

—What role in the revolutionary movement
do vou believe is played by a journal such as
New Left Review?

come, mth mmasms chrity that of encou-
raging the development of Marxism in Britain
and the other British speaking areas it reaches. -
Given the traditional weakness and isolation
of Marxist thought in this milieu we knew that
it was essential for us to insist on the richness
and scope of Marxism and its relevance to
every aspect of building a revolutionary move-
ment. We translated the writings of Gramsci,
the ml.nhu. and Debray; we carried dis-

built into his analysis. Deutscher’s position
leads him to predict in ‘Marxism in Our Time'
that “The social systems” (of the workers
states) “‘will force the leaders into interna-
tionalism even if they are the most chauvin-
istic idiots under the sun; they will push and
drive them aside . . ."

Such an approach does not explain the Phe-
nomenon of the crisis of Stalinism getting
worse as the productive forces in the Soviet
Union develop. Far from the leaders being
pushed towards internationalism, their theory
becomes more “vulgar”. It will not be the
“social systems’ alone that will **push and
drive them aside™ but a product of those so-
cial systems—a greatly enlarged and developed
working class, with a conscious leadership.

It is one of the tragedies of the period we have _pa; jordan

notion that this merely consists in laying down
the correct line.

I think it very important that this work should
continue but at the same time I know that as

far as | am concerned it is imperative to extend
and deepen my political practice. A growing !
awareness of the deficiencies of Maoism and spon-
taneism has helped to decide what form this po-
litical committment should take. Whatever the
nluu.orat times necessity, of isolated theoretic

|

ever ﬂns is possible. m
the fullest sense a militant of the Fourth Interna -
tional. In particular I hope to mtegmtc my |
tical and theoretical work and overcome the dan-
gerous separation from which it has suffered. | :1
am pleased to have found mrsel[ in agraen:uj; ;
with the Fourth International in believing that
this need in no way prevent me from contmuiu_
to contribute to the work of the NLR despite
the fact that many of my comrades on the edi-
torial committee have different perspectives and
priorities from myself. |
41
been through that a man like Deutscher, des-
pite his contributions (thousands of people ’
must have been introduced to Trotsky’s 8|
thought by his writings), and material assist- "
ance to various movements, did not put his |
powers at the disposal of the only organised =
expression of the internationalist tradition of
Marxism—the Fourth International. Deutscher
was quite wrong to think that connection with
the revolutionary movement inevitably leads |
to a situation where “thought . . . suffers |
from contact with practice”, as many exam-
ples show. It is a further dspect of the tragedy
that even Deutscher’s contribution as an iso- |
lated but brilliant intellectual was distorted
by his lack of contact with practice and that
many potential revolutionaries were disorien-
ted by his writings.

IMG/SL FUSION CONFERENCE
27 28 29 MAY 1972

and would like further details:
NAME:

ADDRESS:

OCCUPATION:

| am interested in attending the IMG/SL Fusion Conference as an Observer

Post to: Conferance Committee, 182 Pentonville Road, London, N.1.
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