


Suddenly, 1like an enormous

explosion,
the revolt of the French working c¢lass
has burst on a startled bourgeois Europe.

Already it has ochanged +the political
climate of Furope as sharply as the ris-
ing of the sun after a long arctic night,

Sparked by the militant actions of
Trotskyist, Anarchist and Maoist stud-
ents, and fanned by the viciousness of
police brutality, the flames of revolt
soon spread to the working class. It led
to a great conflagration prepared by the
long accumulated, bottled up discontent
and frustration of the workers.

The working class had seemed drugged erd
demoralised by years of relative prosp-
erity. It had remained confused and gqui-
escent,under the control of conservative
labour leaders, through the many crises
that have rocked French post-war capit~
alism.

Now, with little warning, it rose to its
feet, pulling its trade union leaders -
"Communist", Cathclic and "Socialist" -
and political leaders helplessly behind
it. Effortlessly it brought the country
to a standstill., By instinet, without
any real leadership - and initially
against the 'leadership' -~ it seized
and held the productive forces of soc-
iety, wrenched from out of the powerless
hands of the capitalists. It proceeded
to enact what will surely go down in
‘history as the dress rehearsal for +the
French workers' revolution,

Factories, mines, docks, ships at sea
and in port, theatres, offices - all
were swiftly occupied and placed under
the control of workers! committees.

All correspondence, reports, articles,
etcs, should be sent to the Editor,
Rachel Matgamna, 31, ILecester Road,
Cheetham, Manchester 8.

chorus

Grave-~diggers and
clerks and taxi drivers, petit-bourpeois

girls, bank

as well as proletariat, +trade uniomists
and  non-unionists, the whole of +the
french working masses were in action.
Journalists refused to lie to order, and
arinters censored their employers' press.
Journalists and technicians at the ORTF
(Television network) revolted against
the role of whore assigned to them by
the system, XEven the farmers joined in,
S0 did schoolchildren, who took over the
schools, following the action of students

who had seized universities, And they
were Joined by the teachers!
Everywhere the Red Flag was hoisted,

Everywhere enthusiasm, marches, demons-
trations of strength.The Internationale,
sung too often discordantly by Stalinist
functionaries, now thundered its command
vigorously in its real tuns in millions
of voices, in every street of every
city, and across the borders: "ARISE, ye
starvelings,..." And not only the
*starvelings' arose: the vanguard were,
and remain, the best paid of all ~ the
workers of the giant state-owned Renault
plants,

The rulers of the rest of Burcpe and the
world have looked in shock and horror at
this stupendous dJdemonstration of +the
bower and revolubtionary instinet of +the
working class. Their journals are still
not sure whether or not to believe it.

“For decades now, have they not preached,
have their 'thinkers' amd hacks not pro-
claimed - and proved,no less! =~ that
the industrial working class is dead as
& revolutionary force? Had they not, as
late as May 12/13, carried articles cel-



ebrating the 10th. anmiversary of the
army coup that raised De Gaulle to power
and gave France 'stability'? Is not this
western Burope, in the year 1568; is not
the number of cars ard TV sets growing?

Are not the capitalists in possession of
a vast bureaucratic army of effielent
lieutenants within the labour movement
to police it and keep the working elass
within the banks of bourgecis soeiety?
Are not Lenin amd Trotsky long since
dead and buried?

Thus it seemed. And then, before their
fearful eyes, the working class rose
sudderly from off its knees - and

gripped French capitelism by the throat:
By their rising the French working class
have answered not alone the bourge¢isie,
but all +those within the labour and
Marxist movement who had proclaimed or
tacitly accepted that the epicentre of
revolution had moved away from Western
Europe for the next historical period.

It can now no longer be doubted that the
conquest of power by the workers of Eur-
ope is firmly on the agenda. The French
proletariat has smashed down the
barriers, ‘the mentel ones as well as
some of the physical ones., The road is
opening up.

Everywhere now, with a serious internat-
ional fipancial and economic  crisis
building up, the capitalists are asking:
Where next? The ground moved abruptly
urder the French ruling class - whose
turn next? CGermany, Italy, Spaine....
Stalinist eastern Europe again threat-
ens to boil over. The USA is already in
turmoil,

Britain? The Lebour ministers look over
their shoulders nervously. The British
working class faces all the same prob-
lems as the French workers, who have al-
ready won the promise of big economie
concessions as a result of direct action.
The lessons will not be lest on many
British workers, as yet still afflicted
with a feeling of helplessness. We must
make sure they're not losti

A nunber of articles in this issue deal
in more detail with this milestone event
in the history of the working class. All
that must be sald here is that, aiven
the entrenched power of pro-capitalist
burcaucrats (some misnaming themselves
as 'Commubists') in the French labour
movement, the full wvictory which was
objectively possible was not to be ex-
pected. To achieve this goal the class
will have to shake off the shackles of
the labour buresucracies and prepare a
revolutionary organisation equal to dits
drive for control of its own life.

Not the least value of the strike move-
ment is that it has given a great impet-
us to the work of reconstructing a gen-
uine communhist movement in France, There
is every possibility of a qualitative
breakthrough by the Trotskyists in the
coming period. That in turn will be a
decigive stage in preparing the condit-
ions for suceess in the next round, To
the degree that this hepmens this Gener-
al Strike will have been a-decisive stecp
forward on the road to the conquest of
POWET,

MEANMVHILE - IN FRANCE AND IN BRITAIN -

THE STRUGGLE CONTINUES !




"I hate the revolution like sin" said the hangman of Germany's 1918 Revdlution, the
Social-Democrat Ebert, Less direct, but equally clear affer the events in France, is
% the recent statement of the parliamentary leader  of the Communist Party of France,
Robert Balanper; "When we talk about revolution we now think in terms of a politieal
¥  struggle in which our party agrees to fight the bourgeoisie with their own weapons",
&  And only with their own weapons: even during a mass insurrectionary strike of ten
: millions, with moss petit bourgeois support, with the bourgeois state almost paralys-
ed and the workers in ocoupation of the factories. The CPF leadership does not, of
course, operly hate the revolution. Its feelings are repressed, producing a sort of
"hysterical blindness': it simply refuses to sec the revolution, even when it looms
suddernly in front of it, as blg as the side of a battleship. '

There was, we are told, no revolutionary situation in TFrance: only ultra-leffts say
there was. Since what is ultra-left at any given moment is determined by +the current
policy of the (P, which is forever shifting to the Right, the ultra-left gets bigger
all the time, It now includes those bourgeois journalists who have depicted the real
situation and the actual roles of the participants in events,

In 1920, for the benefit of some real ultra-lefts, Lenin defined the cardinel condit-
ions for rewvolution:

"For revelution it is necessary that the exploiters should not be
able to live and rule in the old way. Only when the 'lower classes' do not want the
0ld, and when the ‘upper classes' cannot gonbtinue in the old way, then only can the
revolution be victorious. This truth may be expressed in other ways: revolubtion is
impossible without a national crlsls, affecting both the exploiters and the exploited.
It follows that for revolution it is essential, first, that a majority of the workers
{or at leost a majority of the class conscious, thlnklng, politically active workers)
should fully understand the necessity for revolution and be ready to sacrifice their
Lives for it; secondly, that the ruling classes should be in a state of govermmental
crisis which draws even the most backword masses into politics (a symptom of 2 Very
real revolution is: the rapid, tenfdd armd even o hundred fold increase in the nunmber
of hitherto apathetic representatives of the toiling and oppressed masses capable of
waging the politicol struggle), weakens the sovernment and makes ot possible for rev-
clutionaries $o overthrow it." (LEFT WING CGOLNISM, p.56)

Which of the above conditions obtained in France? Was there an objectively revolut
ionary situation in France? If so, how and why did it develop, what happened to it,
and what comes next?

ECONQMIC SITUATION

In 1967 the standards of the French workers were scriously cut: social security chare
ges were raised by £250 million, extracted from the workers. This was t0 help prepar®
French capitalism for the fiercer competition which will come with the end of intern-
2l EEC tarrife on Jyly lst. Consumer pricesiiad elready in ten years risen by 45%, by
far the fastest of all the EEC countries. And woges? Whereas national wealth since
1958 had risen nearly 50%, workers had benefited little. One fifth of the total ind-
ustrial labour force had a take-home pay of less than £8 a week. "While money wages
have risen steadily, real wages have levelled off during the past year ¢¥ two,because
of a fall @in the total hours worked., The total wage rates have actually fallen din
real terms.® (TIMES 24.5.68) Similarly with the masses of small farmers, who face
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ruin in the BEC: "the position of small farmers, far from being relieved,has actually
worsened." {Ibid)

Despite expansion, France's economy is side: +the only west Buropean country in which
the share of employment in manufacture has declined, With a decline in industrial
investmant, France finds herself at the bottom of the class for industrial expansion,
Particularly so in building, leading to the most chronic housing shortages in Western
Europe, Against this background, the deflationary cuts of '67, merging with the world
economic slackening, generated the highest lovel of unemployment in 15 years ~ by
January 1968 it was half a million, having increased in 12 months by 32% (by 51% in
the Paris region, and 59% in the run down horthorn mining arcas.) Most indicative of
e sick economy, and a sick system, is that 23% of the total unemployed are youths =
many of whom have never had a Jjob.

Side by side with this very high youth upatployiment, the mumber of students in Prance
has trebled to over half a million in ten years: but university facilities have not
kept pace. As a‘result the failure rate is 20% and a high proportion of the rest sim-
ply drop out. In Paris there are 156,000 students, with frightful overcrowding. They
had geod reason to join the international student revalt,

Thus we see a sick economy and apprehension at prospects, presided over by a rather
nakedly aloof, unresponsive autocratic regime., But Britain too has big problems - and
we must look tc the revolutionary tradition of the French working class and its reve
clutionary consciousness to explain why it was the French workers who revolied. These
traditions were a decisive element in the combustion,

A REVOLUTTONARY TRADITION

France's labour movement is marked by a revolutionary temper - expressed in spont-
aneous outbursts of slass action going right back to the first workers' state, the
Paris Commune of 1871, and also in the allegiance of the workers to what they
have regarded as the revolutionary party. Already in 1936 a similar wave of sit-in
strikes engulfed France, %0 be hoodwinked by the bourgeois Popular Front government,
and the CP. In 1944 the ammed communist workers of the resistance started +to take
ove the country. They had disarmed the Paris police and begun to take over the facto-
ries, only to be again deflected from their purpose by the leaders of the Communist
Party, who entered the bourgeois coalition government and disarmed the workers, help-
ing the bourgeoisie to rebuild their state. 4goin in 1947 a mass strike wave hurled
back the advance of de Gaulle's then neo-fascist party.

Traditionally the CP is the workers' party, and gets 25% of the total vote. Thorez,
its late leader,claimed primacy in developing the theory of peaceful roads t0 mocial-
ism., After its expulsion from the govermment at the beginning of the Cold War, it
again assumed the role of an 0ld socizl-reformist party in opposition, biding its
time and the workers' time too, It differed from an ordinary social democratic party
only in its allegiance to Moscow and in its rigidly undemocratic intermnal regime. It
has, partly because of its unrestrained methods,effectively retained control of  +the
working class, using demagogy and smashing down with violence of wvarious types and
degrees on any opposition to its class-collaborationist policies. It suppresses the
sale of Trotskylst literature to this very day by systematic thuggery, which inc-
reased sharply in the last year as the tension built up.

Besides the (P, there is a variety of bourgeois and petit bourgeois ‘left' parties,
some gleaning workers' votes. In the last threec years efforts at unity have led to
the formation of a Federation of the Radical and Socialist Left, composing the Soc-
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islist Party, Republican Clubs,and the rump Radical Party (ie worn-out bourgeois lib-
erals) Egsentially a re-allgnment of the parliamentary riff raff of the 4th Republic
it is led by one Mitterand {11 times a Minister, Colonial Minister in 1950-51 and a
defence witness for 045 leander Salan at his trial). They plan finally to merge into a
social democratic party, with a predominantly petit bourgeois base, Collectively they
dispose of 4% million votes, but that is ro match for the amalgam of Rightist groups
making up de Gaulle's party. And so the Left Federation's eyes have turned -~ to0 the
pariah party, the CPF.

The CP alsc wants unity. Not revolutionary unity for struggle in factories and
gtreets with the fcllowers of the Federation - but a2 parliamentary unity with
the cynical scoundrels like Mollet and Mitterand who dupe and betray the petit bour-
geois and the non-Commnunist workers. The CP supported Mitterand for President in '65,
as a gesture of good will without making demands. TIn the '67 election they formed an
alliance agoinst the Goullists, collectively gaining 59 seats. Rochet, (CP Secretary)
made it clear that their policy was neither for communism nor socialism - but for
"an end to the regime of personal power" and "a 1little bit more justice for the work-
ing man": mild reformism indeed! Both the Loft Federation and OP in fact accept +he
de Gaulle constitution imposed 10 years ago by the army - +they merely wish to ocut
bonaparte down to the size of a strong president by revoking Avbicle 16, The biggest
practical difference between the CP and LF is that one looks east to Moscow and the
other west to Washington.{CP supports de Gaulle's foreipgn policy, LF opposes it!)

But necessity makes strange bedfellows. Sharing a perspective of a peaceful, endless,
road to an other-world 'socialism' the CP and LF have a lot in common: to be precise,
49% of the vote in 1967. With a growing bond of mutual utility, things were looking
bright. Time would smooth out the disagreements on foreign policy. MWeanwhile the el-
ectoral margin would grow,the General would rgt older and maybe one day die: all was
well and getting better.

But then the bloody workers went and spolit it all by taking things into their own
hands..... For them, of course, things had been bad and were getting worse.

THE UNLONS

Not more than 30% of France's workers are unionised, split into three blocks: Force
Quvriere, 'Socielist', 600,000 members; CFDT, Catholic, 750,000 merbers; and the big~
gest and most important, the oG,  Communi st 1900, 000, (11; had 5 million at the end
of the War.) The colours of the CGT banner are red and yellow: red for the workers
and their aspirations, yellow for the stelinist bureaucrats and their way of 1life,
Were the CP and OGT revolutionary, with a realistic perspective of mobilising the
workers in class struggle, then the discontent of the French workers would have dev=-
eloped openly in mass struggles, But the antics of the CGT in day to day industrial
issues have made them past masters at repressing the militancy of the workers, para-
1lleling industrially the Cf's role politically. It deliberately divides the workers,
factory from factory, grade from grede, conducting scparate,isolated, limited strikes
instead of serious struggles. Such demoralising tactics as half-hour (!) strikes in a
single shop, token one-day general strikes and cxtreme timidity in demands (with one
fifth of the workers on less than £8 a week) have contributed to the explosive frus-
trations and led to the fall-off in membership since the war, As unemployment grew,
as social shortages like housing remained chronic and social benefits and rcal wages
were cut, the meanderings of the CGT only masked and dispguised the resentment and
thus prepared the violent and sudden charaober of the explosion.

Last Autumn they called for a general strike agoinst the cuts, a token strike like so
many others. There was little response. This must have encouraged the bureauvcrats +o
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explain thelr own bchaviour in terms of working class apathy. They forget, these
bureaucrats who are addicted to commands from above, that the working class isn't an
crchestra to play to order, that it must devclop confidence in idtself and 1in its
leaders before it will respond - and there had been too many token strikes in France.
The whole behaviour of the CF and +the CGT since 1944 and earlier, and particularly
the industrial antics of the CGT, had beer designed +to destroy any confidence in
thedir own gbility to win. They needed a fighting lead, the prospect of a struggle

rather than a charade, to rouse them with the hope of winning., This hepe the student &
movement, with its maghificent struggle on the barricades and in the streets, 3in the
great tradition of the Commune itself, gave them,

]

STUDENT  GUERLILAS

The students, free from the restraint of an ingreined loyalty to the CP, were respon-
sive to revolutionary propaganda (Trotskyist, Costroist, Maoist) which helped +them
develop the revolutionary elan to face the state in pitched battles, When they
stood up heroically in protest against police ocoupation of the Sorbonne, they were
joined on the Might of the Barricades (May 10th) by many unemployed youth, attracted
by their militancy. According to the Assistant editor of LYEXPRESS these fought most
bitterly and, of the 30,000 on the barricades, were the last to retreat. {TIMES:29,5)

The heroism of students and uncmployed against the brutal polico riveted the attent-~
ion of the workers, who loathe the police, especially the strike-breaking CRSs.h wave
of sympathy swept through the working class. To head off moves for serious solidarity
action the unions called a one-day tcoken genersl strike ~ one more token gtrike, Bub
the response on May 13th was anything but token, 10 million workers, three times and
more the momber organised in trade unions,strick to 'celebrate' 10 years of de Gaulle. &
Meanwhile the student's insurrection, and the very threat of the general strike had

forced the govermment to retreat: it capitulated -~ +the students had won. -
%
And the workers, who had earlier ignored the call for a futile pseudo struggle, under
the baton of the tame CGT cureaucrats, suddenly had found a blueprint for their own
needs ~ they too would go out to win. The single spark of student action had landed
cn dry tiwkr.
Meant by the leaders as a safety valve, May 13th
only convinced the workers of their own strength.
Immediately an aggressive mood built wp.In spite
of the general return ordered for May 1lhth, some
strikes conbinued. Prom May 16th the takeovers
began, Workers selzed Sud-Aviation; the students
seized the universities. The workers in thc most
militant factory in the country, Renault,Billan-
court,took control. By the weekend a million workers throughout France had seized the
big plants ~ the Red Flag was hoisted over the means of production. The strikers dem-
anded wage rises,shorter hours and "a real policy to deal with unemployment!, 4 great
wave was rising, onc which placed in question the very foundations of the capitalist i@

system: its property.
THE EREARGUARD OF THE ADVANCE

This was entirely spontaneous. The CGT and other unions had remained in the back-
ground. Now the CGT endorsed the strikes and takcovers, moving quickly to eakch up
with the runaway workers. But it made plaim that at that stape, with onlv s million
out, it was not ealling a general strike. But still the strikes continued to spread
like a grass fire. Desparately now the CGT fought for control of the workers! movem—
ent. "The behaviour of the Communists has been fascinating to watch. From the beglnn-

AF



-7 =

ing of the crisis they have been more concerned to crush the guerilla  challense on
their left than to overthrow M.Pompidou's government"., (CBSERVER 26,5.68)

The students, who had detonated the workers' revoli:,were the first target in its cam-
peign to reassert its control. At the beginning of the upsurge L'Humanite (the CP's
daily paper) had denounced them; now it resorted to demagogy about outgiders interfer
ing in the affairs of the workers. Cohn-Bendit was consistently referred to in their

usually chauvinist press as “the German", Students were refused the right to partici-
pate in workers' demonstrations., When on May 17th they marched to Billancourt they
were refused access by CGT officials (but the workers came out over the road to greet
them: see picture p.17). Iater,the only official COT posters ab Renoult were numcrous
warnings against .. sellers of 'ultra-left'! literatureld student plan to march on the
Radio building on the 18th to protest against Government news control had to be can=
celled because the CGT denounced it as a 'provocation' and warned all workers agesinst
taking part. Yet despite all this,the CGT armd C2 had to run very fast just to keep up
with the growing wave of workers' action. "The paradox which umderlies this control-
led chaos is that the Communist Unions and the Gaullist govermnment they appear +o be
challenging are really on the same side of the barricades... only in this way" (ie by
endorsing strikes) "can the apparatus which leeds +the Commumist unions veteain its
control and probect its base from contamination, ZXconomic dislocation and ineredible
inconvenience are the price which French society is having o0 pay to head off an ins-—
urrectionary movement which no one saw coming and few have yet understood® (OBSERVER,
19.5.68) By mid-week 23%,5.68 the peak of the wave was reached with 10 million workers
in possession of the factories up and down the land: control seemed to have slipped

- out of the bourgeoisie's hands.

TWO FERSPECTLVES

By its scope, tone and temper the mass strike was insurrectionary - the workers'drive
was clearly for a total reconstruction, It raised inescapably the Big Question: which
class is to rule? A choice of two perspectives faced the workers: keep physical cont-
rol and take over entirely and go forward; or else settle for big concessions by way
of ransom from the powerless bourgeoisie, which would =~ for the moment - gladly make
themo

To attain workers' power the necessary steps were: a)to prepare organs of workerst
power by generzmlising the factory committees (already talking meny decisions not nor-
mally taken by workers)into local,regional and finally a National council of workers?
deputies - thus opposing an embryonic workers' state to the bourgeois state; b) begin
to actually run the factories, urder control of the workers! councils; c¢)decisively
smash and dismentle the bosses! state and consolidate the new order as a Soviet state,

Was this physically possible: what was the relationship of forces? The workers had
the factories, On 23rd the Police Union declared itself in sympathy with the strikes,
and unwilling o be used against them. The unknown quantity was the army: because of
military discipline the only way to test the conscript soldiers is to confront +them
with a struggle which foreces them to choose -~ and gives an opportunity to cross over,
In THE TIMES Charles Douglas Home wrote: "In an extreme emergency the troops could be
brought into operation, but it is appreciated that they could be used cnly once, and
then only for a short while, before the largely conscript army was exposed to a psy~
chological battering in a general campaign of subversion which it would probably not
withstand." (31.5.68). This would confirm all past revolutionary experience.

The nominal armed strength of the bourgeoisie was: 83,000 police including 13500 CiS;
61,000 gendarmes; 261,000 soldiers in France and Germany. In a clash they could only
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firmly rely on a few batallions of regular soldiers, and presumably the CRS.Bubt there
were 10,000,000 strikers, and over 400,000 merbers of the CP alons. Yet the CPF and
their apologists say the workers would have faced massive defeat hed they attempted
revolutions actually, it is clear that with a minimum preparation, during the mass
strike, +the bourgeois state could have been smashed and dismantled. The stronpest
element of 'material' force that protected the bourgeoisie was the reformist, social
democratic routine,the anti-revolutionary legalist-pacifist theory, and plain funk
of the CPPF leadership.

4 party aiming at leading the working class to power in that situation would face the
following tasks: 1)bo raise the slogan of g workers' and farmers' government, as the
immediate objective of the strike; 2)popularise the idea of workers' councils of self
administration, to organise the life of the country and begin to elaborate a counter-
state, leading to dual power such as that in Russia between the rise of the workers®
Councils (soviets) in FPebruary and their victory in Cctober 1917; 3)it would begin to
form workers'! militias, initially its own cadres, drowing in militants from all the
factories - -thus arming the workers for an uprising to disarm and suppress the paral-
ysed organs of bourgeois power and esteblish the workers'state. 4 revolutionary party
would have propagated this long before the upsurge. Bubt even in the middle of the
strike, such a programme of action, by a party with the ear of the masses, would have
galvanised the workers - and at least led to a period of dual power.

WHAT ROCHER'S M“REVOLUTIONARTES" DID

But the "revolutionary party"chose a different course: initially it did not even dare
pose the resignation of de Gaulle and his government as an objective of the strikel
Amidst the greatest workers'! movement for decades,and France's
biggest general strike ever,the C/ GGl concentrated on rebbing
wage concessions! Running hard to keep control of the workers
and to isoclate the students and revolutionaries, the CGT and
CFIT from the start of the wpsurge demanded talks with the
Government! (The MORNING STAR, 25.5.68, took Fompidou to task
for being slow to reply!) The Catholic CFDT went further than
the "Communist" union in demanding structural reforms +to the
system, as well as bread and butter concessions: and in fact
they remained consistently to the left of the CGT!!

By the morning of May 27th they had got their Big Concessgions:
10% 2ll round increase; 35% rise in minimum wage; progress to
a 40 hour week; social security cuts rescinded, etc.(By way of
a tip Seguy was promised that henceforth the CGT too would he
eligible for government siubsidy for the training of its offic-
ials!) The size of these concessions is the measure ©0f the
bosses' desparate need to ensble their labour lieutenants +o

placate the workers,

The bappy band of bureaucrats, smiling and piving the thumbs up sign for the
cameras, hurried +o Billancourt, symbol of ILebour Militant, to bring the
glad tidings ~ and call off the strike. But the proletariat is an ungrateful class!
Seguy and Franchon the CGT bosses were shouted dJdown, and their 'big concessions!
scorned. ALl over France the same thing happened: the workers refused to call off the

strike. They wanted more =~ in fact they wanted cverything. But the CP and its union.

~ built over decades on talk of socialism = stood four square across their  path,
diddering and wriggling. And so, instead of advance, there was stalemate,

o
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And now? Who could control the workers and end the bosses' pericd in Linbo? The
General seemed eclipsed, and there was nothing remotely resembling a govermment in
sight.The students and revolutionaries,despite the CP's anathemas,were gaining: "The
incredible success of the student leaders was t0 relly.... thousands of young workers
disgruntled with the stick-in-the-mud unions.." 0 a mass rally on the 27th. Despite
a nunber of CP counter-meetings 30000 attendéd,demonstrating the chasm that separated
the timid leaders from large sections of the workers.But what was to be done?! Mitte-
rand on May 28 hurried in with a solubkion to harness the workers'energies in the best
interests of capitalism and of ..., Mitterand: a Provisional Govermment to supplent de
Gaukle immediately - headed by Mitterand,with Mendes-France as fremier. Naturally the
CP agreed - but it had t0 haggle with these bourgeois politicians in whose small

shadow it chose to walk,for a promise of a place in the new Government., A mass demon-
stration for "a change of policy opening the way to progress and democracy" covered
raris, 2 miles long,on the 29th., It looked as if by sheer strength of the mass move-
ment the Left leaders and the CP would be 1lifted intc +the saddle - despite their
earlier reticence.

But then de Gaulle came back on stage, having mot Massu and arranged for CRS rein-
forcements and tanks to converge on Paris. On the 30th May he made his second, bell-
igerant, speech, drawing confidence from the proven timidity of his opponents and
their sbility to dupe and confuse the masses,rathcr than from any other real strength
he and his class possessed. Recognising that the strike must end either in insurrecte
ion or collapse, he said in effect to the cowardly social democrats of the C¥: ‘'Att-
empt to take power, or put your hands upl! EKnowing his opponents,and perhaps prepar-—
ing their retreat, he announced a Gensral Eleotion.

THE VANGUARD OF THE RETREAT

Within 2 hours of the ultimatum, in a situation where they were not merely strong enw
ough %o boycott any election but could actually prevent it beineo beld, the heroes of
the GfF announced that they accepted this election, stege-mansged by the Gaullist
state! "There was (in de Gaulle's speech) also an element of bluff: had he really the
power to break the strike if it continued and made elections impossible? ... (How in
any case could {the proposed election) have been organised in a country paralysed by
strikes - who would have printed the voting slips?)..." (OBSERVER 2,6.68) De Gaulle
could safely bluff. He was aware of one great asset: the inbred socialw-democrat-.
ic inertia and fear of action of the CP, whc had publicly proclaimed their intentions
by malntaining their dog-tail relationship with Mitterand and Co. The demand for . de
Gaulle's and the govermment's resignation, so belatedly adopted, was now dropped like
hot contrsband., The other 'lefts' followed, with varying degrees of protest, where
the Cr led: "Even before the cabinet had announced its promise to respect last week—
end's wage increases, the trade unions, disassociating themselves from ths students,
were engaged in back to work talks with their employers". (Ibid)

With de Gaulle's speech and the non~response of the workers' parties, his supporbers
raised their heads: "Paramilitary Committees of Civic Action sprang up here and there
across the country, in one or two areas celebrating +their legitimised thuggery by
firing a few shots at trade union or (P office buildings..." The police, which had
vacillated, now regained their loyalty to the force which appeared strongest, in face

. of the (P's feebleness: Yat least we now Inow where we are", was the general police
reaction to de Gaulle's speech, as reported in THE TIMES (31.5.68). And the Gaullists

took to the streets, 500,000 strong, some chanting: "Cohn-Bendit to Dachau"., (He had
habitually been referred tc in the bourgecis press as "the German Jew"; in yeply the
students and young workers took up +the slogan "We are all German Jews", and young
Algerians, meking a distinction which many 'lefts' have yet to perceive, between Jews

and the reactionary State of Israel, chanted that they too were "German Jews"),
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Having accepted the elections, the CF again ignored all but bread and butter dissucs,
It explained to its militants, as it did the loatest summersault, 'we have not changed
- 1life has'l! Meanwhile the police began to break up the strikes, starting with the
post offices, radio, TV and fusl. The COF stood on the sidelines -~ warning against
'Ultra-left provocateurs'. It M"warned today that General de Gaulle had threatened %o
use 'other means than the elections'" ... Yet "the Communists would enter the elect-
oral battle with confidence and (the CPF) called on everyone to guard against giving
any opening to provoecations wherever they mipght come from, ... Concellation of last
year's social security cuts will not now be part of the present settlement, because
the povermment hes said the issueshould be discussed in the new National Assembly.®
(Statement of the CFF, as reported in the MORMING STAR 1.6.68)!} Iack of shame or
self consclousness is one major asset these people possess!

Thereafter the C?, guided no doubt by the notorious injunction "one must know how +to
end a strike", enerpetically set about getting the workers back to work, splitting wp
their unity (by instructing everyone %o return to work as soon as their separate
settlements were made) and isclating the hard corc to face the now increasing viocl-
ence of the police, which was to result in several deaths., The Party's mind was on
the coming elections, as that 'ultra-left' hish Tory paper the SUNDAY TELEGRASH put
it: "Now there can be elections. The enersy and viclence generated by the upheaval
can be canslised into a campaipgn for votes" (2.6.68). That is, of course, pretty
much what Balanger said in the first place.

WAS REVOLUTION POSSIBIE?

Betweon May 16th and 30th,as we have seen,
and even after that, there was a mass wor-
king class movement openly striving for
more than Just wage concessions. There was
active support from the petit bourzeoisie
in town and country. (Western farmers of-
fered the workers cheap food for the dur-
ation, )The state was almost totelly paral—
ysed =~ even the police wavered. bject~
ively,had the movement developed in accor -
dance with its own drives,the ruling class
would no longer have been able to rule,
and in fact +their rule was momentarily
suspended., There was a deep, long germine
ating national crisis, an eruption of 20
years of working olass frustration, The
deepest layers of the normally unorganised
masses were brought into action by +the
strugple. Conditions were unigquely favour-
able for a relatively easy takeover by the
workers,

One elecment was lacking t0 +transform s
revolutionary upsurge intc a revolution:
the 'subjective' factor. The organisations
of the working class of all shades and
stripes held it back, dersiled it, solit
it w, and allowed the bourgeoisie to ride
ocut the storm,regain the power of its pol-
itical limbs and re-establish its suspend-

ed control. The workers' organisations
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were not merely passive or negative, bub actively hostile to the interests and +the
drives of the working class. The decisive role in maintaining the bourgeoisie in powm
er fell once again to the Communist Party of France.

Theé Paris correspondent of THE ECONMIST described it thus: "The French Communists

did everything in their power to control the revolutionary wave, and once the General
had made it plain that he would not abdicate, to direct it back to electoral channels,
On the night of May 3Cth there was a risk of confrontation between the armed forces

and the army of labour. Next morning the risk had vanished because the army of stril-
ers had been dispersed. M.Seguy, the boss of the Communist-dominated CGT, could not

demobilise his followers. But, followed by other troade union leaders, he divided his

troops intc separate batallions, each secking additional gains, particularly in
wages, from its employers. What had begun to look like a frontal attack on the stobe,

rapidly decame a geries of individual skirmishes. And L'Humanite, the Communist Daily
started to use the languame of an election camiaigne. oses The Communist decision to
call a retreat and the General's speech marked the turning point in the orisgis,

They were more decisive than the big Gaullist demonstration that followed the Gencr-
al's speech on May 3lst." (8.6.68)

Instead of focusing the movement of the workers on the goal of workers' power, the
most extreme demand the G dared make was for a change of bourgeols regime, renoving
the mild bonaparte de Gaulle and putting in Mitterand as fresident and Mendes France
(Premier when the Algerian War started) as Prime Minister., Instead of workers!
soviets, pressure on the bosses' parliament, (which pressure drove the centre to the
Right). Instead of revolutionary leadership, traitorous meneouvring to frustrate the
workersyt desires. Instead of unity of workers, students and farmers in action, delih-
erate attempts to divide them and confine "unity" to the parliamentary tops. Instead
of workers'! militia, the most cringing selfw-shasement and cowardice hefore even the
threat of the wviclence which it was by no means certain de Gaulle could dinflict,
Instead of being the left party the CP and CGT were usually to the right of both the
Catholic unions and Force Ouvriere -~ and even of the bourgeois radical ‘'socialist!
Mendes France., And +the final dinfamy: the govermment's ban on the Trotskyisi
Maoist and Anarchist groups which sparked the movement, didn't even call forth a
whisper of protegt from the CF or CEE.

What could have been a great revolution looks like ending as a lost election,with the
bourgeoisie and de Gaulle strengthened.There is a cruel dialectic during such periods
in the relationship of the three main classes in society. The petit-bourgeois rallied
to the workers, propelled by their own dissatisfoction. Had a revolutionsry momentum
been maintained they could have been taken along even to the point of strugsle for
power. But many may now rally behind the entrenched Party of Order in disillusion
with the Party of Revolution which didn't even dare put forward a poliecy. The G's
policy of lepgality at all costs, having pessed up the revolutionary potential in the
strike, by nc means assures it of glectoral wvictory: +the opinion polls show a swing
to the establishment. Agein let the Paris Correspondent of the ECONOMIST, who shames
the pseuvdo-marxist apologists of King Street, explain: "A genersal strile is a tactic
for seizing power, not for persuading voters. If the left had seized power, it would
now be the new order itself;but it stopped half way - after frightening many floating
voters amongst the middle classes"(8.6.68). If they lose the elections they will nat-
urally say it proves there was no revolutionary situation., The point however is that
t0 let capitalism canalise revolutionary encrsy intc the rigged channels of its ins-—

titutions; or to see 'Revolubion' only throush the reversed telescope lens of the
bosses' legality; or to try to filter an axplosive mass revolutionary ferment through
the slit in a bourgecis ballot box is to forego forever the prospect of workers!
power, These institutions are specifically designed to prop up cepitalism - not to
Inock it down.



Though it seems unlikely,victory for the CP and LF at the polls would make them pris-
oners of that bourgeois state {army, police, judiciary, civil service, etc)which they
declined to break up in May, and of the laws of a capitolist economy =~ at a time when
Fremch capitalism will be in big trouble. This would expose them further. Therefore
victory is the most favourable outcome to ensure that the lessons are leapned by the
workers, opening up - at last - the road to rapid advance of the revolutionary left,
(Assuming 1)that Mitterand and Company don't double-cross the (P, thus giving it an
alibi, and 2)that de Geulle would let them form a goverrment. )

Though cheated of full victory the pgreat strike leaves the workers with massive gains
which will whet their appetite. Attempts to take back the concessions will mesn sere—
ious struggles, a pericd of great instebility and continuing class struggles. What
mey prove to be a pre-revolutionary period opens up.

The press testifies to a growing mass left opposition to the Communist Party: "a sig-
nificant revolubtionary movement has appeared almost sponbaneously to the left of +the
0¥ ... in Party cells eveiwhere there are discussions bordering on revolt. The Comm-
unist leaders face their biggest crisis yet." (ECONGIIST 1.6.68) According to the
scant informetion availeble, the French Trotskyist proups, with the exception of the
Healy/Lambert tendency, have formed a United Front, shedding all but principled dif=
ferences to face this new situation and its possibilities. A growth of right wing and
fascist thug organisations is to be expected, particularly to the degree that a rev-
olutionary left gains ground from the (2T,

MASS STRIKE MEANS REBIRTH

The mass strike, the self-mobilisation of the masses, is the 'natural! regenerative
process of a stagnant labour movement, The similar French strikes of 1936 inaugurated
a period of big struggles, Unfortunately the workers were not +hen victorious -
again primarily because of the role of the CPF., Dut it was much more vigorous then
than today, 30 years and an infinite number of treaocheries later: now its senile re—
version to social democracy is undisguised and the divisions that rend world staline-
ism lower still furtherits ability to rat with impunity., A real commundist movement

will be built in France, and it will finally scttle with the stalinist !flic' of
capibalism -~ and go on to settle with thelr masters., The rejuvenating strike and
its effect on the labour movement has already given a magnificent boost to this work,
Finally, for a description of the regenerative process involved in any mass strike,
one can do no better than quote Trotsky on the 1936 strikes:

"The strike has everywhere
and in every place pushed the most thoughtful and fearless workers to the fore. To
them belongs the initiative. They are still acting cautlously, feeling the ground un-
der their feet, The vanguard detachments are trying not to rush ahead so as not to
isolate themselves. The echoing and re-echoing answers of +the hindmost ranks to their
call gives them new courage. The roll call of the class has become a +trial self-
mobilisation. The proletariat was itself in greatest need of +this demonstration of
its strenpgth. The practical successes won, however precarious they may be, cannoct
fail to raise the self-confidence of the masses to an extraordinary degree, particul-
arly among the most backward and oppressed strata,

"That leaders have come forward in the industries and in the factories is the fore-
most conquest of the first wave. The elements of local and regional staffs have been
created. The masses know them, They know one another. Real revolutionists will seeck
contact with them. Thus the first self-mobilisation of the masses has cutlined and
im part brought forward the first elements of revolutionary leadership. The strike
has stirred, revitalised and regenevated the whole colossal class organism, The old
organisational shell has by no means dropped awoy. On the contrary, it still rvetains
its hold quite stubbornly. But under it the new skin is already visiblel

Scan Matgamna




The great social earthqueke which shatt-
cred the calm crust of French capital-
ism's Fifth Republic has sent out shock
waves throughout Europe and the world.,
Even on the political seismograph of the
blinkered dreamworld of the British Left
we can expect at the very least to see a
slight ripple recorded. If so, a number
of conceptions which have sat around for
years undisturbed by anything bigger
than a chat over a pint will have a
flood of light shed on them,

Among these are two conceptions of Work-
ers' GControl - conceptions aparently
diametrically opposed, and yet having a
great deal in common, At one pole is the
militant syndicalism which, spurning
politics, satisfies ditself with +the
spohtaneous take-over and running of
factories, mines, etc., the Ffirst steps

of which we saw taken in France. At the
other end is a variety of more or less
bureaucratic "workers'" control measures,
These come in all shapes and sizes from
the ritual demand for more "workers'

representation® (ie union bureaucrat re-
presentation) on the Boards of national-
ised@ industries, to elaborately ornate

Owenite project-mongering.

The syndicalist sapproach forgets that
the politics it spurns is socialist pol-
itics, leaving the field clear for bour-—
geois politics - liberal and even fas-
cist, The 'projects' (eg Plan for Steel)
are put forward in a well-mecaning propa-
gandist spirit, but tend to take +the
form of demands and resolutions +o be
instituted at some future date, rather
than part of the struggle now., (So abs-
tract and divorced from the concrete
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class struggle is the dominant form of

this propaganda in Britain, +that it 1is
actually carried out in association
with, and even under the chairmanship

of,trade union bureaucrats - the nec-
essary enemies of real workers' control
and even militamt rank and file action.)

Even on this propagardist level, it
cah be useful in a limited way, in en-
couraging the idea that the workers and
not the so-called ‘'experts', managers,
etc., should meke decisions both on fac-
tory and national offairs. But it does
not go very far in this direction, and
mach of the good is dispelled by the
illusions it fosters in the c¢lassless-
ness of the system: the whole assumption
is that working class gains can be made
through institutions set up in Whitehall
- whereas if anything of the kind is
instituted, by kind permission of the
bourgeoisie, it can only be with the
express aim of serving bourgecis inter-
ests.

TRADE UNIONS AND THE STATE

The more directly bureaucratic variants
(at Board level) are simply and nakedly
a means of bringing +the +trade union
movetient closer to the bourgeois state.
Ag Trotsky wrote in 1940

YThe management
of railways, oil fields, etc through
labour organisations has nothing in com-
mon with workers' control over industry
for in the essence of the matter the
management is effected through the lab-
our bureaucracy which is independent of
the workers but in return is completely
dependent on the bourgeois state. This
measure on the pert of the ruling class
pursues the aim of disciplinirg the
working class,making it more industrious
in the service of the common interests
of the state,which appear on the durface
to merge with the interests cf the work-
ing class itself. As a matter of fact
the whole task of the Wourgeoisie con-
sists in liquidoting the trade unions as
organs of the class struggle and subst-
itubing in their place the trade union
bureaucracy, as the organ of the leader-

ship over the workers by the bourgeocis
state

(TRADE UNLONS IN THE EPOCH OF IMPERTAL-
IST DECAY. )

What practically all the recent oomp=
aigners for workers' control have in
common is complete obliviousness to the
class character of the state.If workers!
control is put forward without stressing
workers' power in society as a whole as
the condition for it, then the whole
vroject is planned to take shape elither
with the acquiescence of the bourgeois

state, or in its teeth. If the former,
then it will not be workers' control,
but the workers controlled.

Recent examples of this abound, in
this and other countries. The National

Dock Lebour Board set uwp in 1947 hed
equal union {T%GWU) representation in
the running of +the dock labour force.
Whieh simply meant that the Undon eagor—
ly joined in such 'working class! proj-
ccts as sacking and disciplining dockers
and organising scebs to break unofficial
strikes - +he only ones known on the
docks in any case, German capitalism
makes large scale use of such devices,
And in France it dis likely that +the
promised measures of "workers' particip-
ation' will be harnessed to the profit-
sharing (read productivity) schemes dev-
eloped by De Gaulle to overhaul French
capitalism,

If workers' control is to0 be against the
state, then workers'control alone is. cne
tirely inadequate. It can be a dangsr-
ous trap, occupying the workers in the
factories while the bourgesois state pre-
pares for a reaction to smash them down.

The class nature of +the state under
which workers'! control is envisaged is
the vital issue. In losing sight of this
whole question, while discussing how
workers! control in the factories -~ as
a steble arrangement alongside bourgeois
(individual or state) ownership - ocan
'work!, these advocates of workers' con-
trol reduce it to a purely reformist de-
mand, As such it can be confusing in

&
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stable periods, eand downright reaction-
ary in revoluticnary ones.

In France workers occupied the factories
and set up strike committees to take
care of safety, of the choice of which
essential services should continue +o
operate for the workers' benefit, eto.
Such actions, the secd of real workers'
control, are by definition necessarily
carried out as part of class struggle
against the bourgeoisie. (This is hist-
orically the only form of genuine worlk-
ers' control.) For such combtrol by the
workers (even if +they were actually
running the factories as in Spain in
'36) to survive until it was secured
by workers' power, 1t must go on the
offensive, linking up and co-ordinating
the factory committees, setting up &0v~
iets to link up with other sections of
the revolutionary population (small far-
mers, students, soldiers where possible)
organtsing militias to defend its posit-
ion, and so on until the embryo of the
workers'! state can smash the bourgeoigie
and their state and establish  workers'
power.

In this kind of gituation, any syndical-
ist satisfaction with control of produc~
tion or oceupation of +the factories
(even where this has reached a very high
level) can only prepare for reaction =
since the bourgeoismie will not git back
idly., Recently we have seen in Britain
the question of ™Workers'! Control or
Faseism" posed. Bubt workers' control
which does not consolidate as workers!
power would be +the surest way to a
fascist reaction prepared by the ruling
class in order to regain control of'its'
property. (And if workers' control is
in this context being used as a safe
euphemism for workers' power, the con-
fusion this invites is highly danger-
ous, Tfor it perpetuates the unconcern
with the gquestion of state power for the
working class which is common to syndic-
alists and jazzed-up Febians alike in
the workers'! control movement on the
British Left.)

But far worse than passive syndicalism

in this situation is to meke the demarnd’
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for workers'! participation in running
capitalism's nationalised 4industries -
to make this demand on the govermment at
a time when workers have occupied fact-
ories is utterly, consciously reaction-
ary.lt can only be made with the express
purpose of pushing the workers' movement
off the road to workers' power, and of
depriving it of any real control which
it has won, In counterposing its pro-
gramme of nationalisation with & work-
ers' control trimming, to be carried out
by & bourgeois Popular Front Govermment
under the auspices of +the bourgeois
state, the CP in France headed off the
ferment. It wasn't the first 4ime - but
it id to be hoped that it will be the
last., In future +this reformist party
will have somewhat less dinfluence with
the revolutiocnary militants.

The actual level of the workers' control
movement in Britain, despite the pres-
ence in its leading ranks of a number of
tgsoft! Trotskyists, is similarly refore
mist. Its lesson from France is that it
mist mke a complete break with this re-
formism, and rather than busying itself
with lcft Fabian propaganda, set about
ehcoursaging, in day to day struggles,
the development of real class control by
the workers -~ necessarily at rank and
file level, and in opposition +to the
burcaucrats. &b present, the many good
rank and file trade unionists who are
influenced by the movement are not en~-
couraged to develop this gort of strug-
gle, but are diverted into wresoclution-
making and passive propagande.

Incidentally, the spontaneous nature of
the French workers' actions must raise
serious questions as t0 the need for
stremuous advance propaganda (as opposed
to actions) along these lines. A measure
of workers' control does in fact arisc
organically through the struggle. What
is not spontanecous is the series of nece
essarily conscious steps from the early
stages that we saw in France, through to
the final takeover of complete, overall
political power againgt the bourgeoisie.
To do this what is needed is not so0 much
propagarda and plans to convince the
workers that workers' control is poss~
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ible, but rather a clear and conscious
combat party to challenge the organisat-
ions of the bourgeois gtate and its bur-
eaucratic agents in the working class,
and to organise the seizure of power by
the working class.

Such a party will have to make a firm
distinction betwesen reactionary, bureau-
cratic "workers'" control, and its reve
olutionary form - which is neither an

idea nor a plan, but part of the class
strugsle. Bqually, it will have to know
the difference between workers' control
over capitalist production and workers'
power, The former is a step on the rooad

to the latter, which in turn is the only -

wey t0 seoure workers' control and man-
agement of production as a permanent way
of 1ife,

R. Matgamna.

MARCUSE 2 PROPI

IET OR SIREN ?

It is impossible to begin to understand
a movement without an cxamination of its
ideclogy and its foremost thinkers. The
sericus and widespread militancy amongst
students is no exception. Although with-
in the student movement exist a number
of groups with separate clearly defined
ideas {Trobskyists, Maoists, Anarchisis,
etc) the mass of sbtudents appear to have
come increasingly under the influence of
Herbert Marcuse.The fact that he assigns
to students a mejor role in social
change, and that (particularly in the
initial stages) this analysis appeared
to be borne out in France, makes it all
the more important to examine the ideas
of this man, Do they lead forward, ozx
are they a blind alley?

Marcuse broke from revolutionary Marxism
in the early forties with +the definite
perspective that the working class had
no role, was finished, as an organ of
social progress. A recent book of his,
ONE-DIMENSTONAL MAN, reiterates this
perspective, and provides the rationale
for much of the wooliness of the advoc~
ates of STUDEND POWER -~ whose 1ideas,
though useful in mobilising large mm-
bers of students,have strict limitations
when it comes to changing society.

According to Marcuse, modern technology
has reached such a pitch that it has

come to dominate man, instead of being
uscd to free man, It has bought off the
worling class with materizl abundance so
that class conflict is no longer the
motive force of history. Workers . and
owners are both, it seems, equally mere
tools of technology. It has created a
massive fusion of interlocking military,
corporate and political interests. Thus,
effective protest and dissent are for-
ever stifled as far as the mass of peo-
ple are concerned. The system, says
Marcuse, is able to keep men ignorant,

"The goods and services thet the indive
iduals buy, control their needs and pet-
rify their faculties., They have dozens
of newspapers and magazines that espouse
the same ideals. They have inmumerable
gedgets that keep them occupled and div-
ert their attention from the real dissue
- which 4is +the awareness that they
could both work less and determine their
own needs and satisfactions." Thus, man
rejects a1l thoughts +that challenge

"socicty's" rationale. Man becomes a
"one-dimensional™ being -~ a total cone
formigt. Bverything works to prevent man
from having his "individual conscious=-
ness® expanded about his own nature,that
of othcer men and of the materisl world,
Thus Moarcuse alternstes between blaming
the  uncontrollable  technoclogy, and
“society", for this stupefaction.

#



On the surface, teking a cursory look at
US capitalism of the last 25 years, the
picture appears to have some semblance
of truth. However, the method here is
one of sheer impressionism, born of a
petit-bourgeois impot ence in face of the
accomplished fzct of such things as a
heavily bureaucratised lazbour movement.

Technology certainly expresses man's re-
lation to nature and through +this con-
ditions his relation with other men, But
it is uneble, as such, to abolish the
class contradictions that are ever pres—
ent within the capitalist use of techno-
logy for profit rather than for the lib-
eration of mankind from want and drudg~
ery. Private production for profit arose
out of the development of techniques in
which the cepitalist became the necess-
ary repository of historical progress.

The inherent need of the system to acc-
umlate capital in the never-ending com-
etition between individual capitalists
?or capitalist combines) and hetween ca-
pitalist countries, means that capital-
ism must attack the conditions of the
working class (conditions it has been
compelled to create) irrespective of the
will of individual cepitalists or '"soc-
iety". Since the war, with new technolo-
gical discoveries and the resulting
world boom, capitalism has been able to
give small concessions to the workers in
the advanced countries, but has Dby no
means managed to abolish the class conf~
radictions. In spite of the most devel-
oped technology ever before attained,
the 014 problems remain arnd in fact in-
tensify, not diminish. Marcuse, who
knows his Hegel backwards, does not un-
derstand the materialigt dialectic of
developments. The inflationary attacks
that capitalism has made in the post-war
boom pericd have strengthuned the work-
ing class by meking it unionise in the
most favourable conditions for this.

WOREERS RESPOND

The confidence generated in the working
class will thus meke it doubly resclute
against any attacks on its conditions -
attacks which are now increasingly int-
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ensifying. Marcuse is logically subs=-
cribing to the vulgar idea that the wor-
king class can only be revelutionary if
it is reduced to absclubte starvation, If
the magnificent upsurge of the French
workers, which brought into question all
the institutions of capitalism, showed
anything, it was precisely thoe crudity -
of an approach of this sort. '

It is clear that Marcuse must accept
that somebody or some group must be able
to break out of the "one-dimensionality"
otherwise he wouldn't have put forward
his ideas. As we've seen, his notions
are thoroughly 198hish, eliminating the
role of the working class and thus cb~
Jectively playing into the hards of the
ruling class. This is, din fact, borne
out by the social support he seeks., 1f
the working class cannot become con=-
scious of its destiny to liberate man-
Iind from capitalist barbarism, then who
can? ~ "The young, the sensitive, the
educated" says Mercuse, in an interview
with TIME MAGAZINE,

But who are the 'educated'? Those who,
comine from middle class homes meinly,
are troined $o be intellectual technic-
ians for the meintenance of capitalist
society: a2 minority may adopt revolut-
ionary ideas as individuals, or take up
an oppositionist stance for a while. But
the intellectunl concepts of the vast
majority of*educated' people are condit-
ioned by their middle class backgrounds
and future prospects. There can be no
really independent stratum between the
workers and bosses.

FROM MARX .ev... TO PLATO !

It leads Marcuse in THE ETHICS OF REVOLe
UTION (1966) to an elitism which is as
reactionary as it is pessimistic for the
future of human society:

"It secms to me
characteristic that, the more calculable
and the more controllable the technical
apparatus of modern, industrial society
becomes, the more does the chance of hu~
man progress depend on the intellectuad
and moral qualities of the leaders and
on their willingness and ability to edu-
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cate the contrelled populatiocn
make it recognise the possibility, nay
the necessity, of pacification and hun-
anisation.”

An  age of "philosopher-bureau
crats", perhaps?

The 'left' side of +this elitist coin,
the notions of smashing the structure of
capitalism by isolated acts of violence
on the part of his "multi -dimensional®
ones, is only & corollary of his lack of
any hope for the independent action of
the working class to establish a human-
igtic society.

Marcuse's ideas may give students - "the
young, the sensitive, the educated", a
boost. In Prance it appears to have hel-
ped generate the confidence for the dir-
ect actions and the megnificent strug-
gles of the students, and thus played a
momentarily progressive role in throwing
off moods of helplessness and powerless-
ness about their own role in face of the
bastions of the Establishment entrenched
throughout society. In the peculiarly
explosive gituation existing in France
they thus started a landslide.

But France's recent experience dissects
Marcuse's ideas mercilessly.The students
moved, agitated by their own demands
againgt the almost incredible conditions
at the wuniversities, and inspired by
certain theories. In a country with

growing discontent on the part of the
repressed and leaderless workers, the
vanguard insurrection of the students
set the example: the big batallions of
labour followed, and the boldness and
scale of their actions surpassed any-
thing the students are capable of  ach~
ieving, howsver heroic they may be., This
student action a la Marcuse brought down
a crushing refutation of his central
thesis - +the immobility of the working
class. Vhereas if the students hadn't
mansged to spark the workers' movement,
there would have been a great deal less
to talk about now - except perhaps of
their impotence to affect 1ife beyond
thelr own narrow sphere.

MaROUSE_AND _ FRANCE

The limited outcome of the strike, with
the capitalist-orientated bureaucrats
limiting its effeet and ensuring the
continuation of capitalism,may reinforce
for some the Marcusian theories.Thus +the

SUNDAY TIMES, June 2nd:

Yoo But it was
Marcuse who wrote that the workers have
ceased to be a revelutionary element in
the State, since +their institutions,
particularly the trade unions, are comm-
itted to mointaining the status quo in a
consumer-orientated society. The terms
are tendenticus but +the experience of
France suggests that they embody a not-
able truth.,"

But the opposite conclusion flows from
France. The working class has proved ca-
pable, quite spontensously,of a mass in-
surrectionary strike, despite its lea-
derships' every effort., Marcuse, in acc~
epting the present 'leadership! of the
workers as permanent and Iirremovable,
offers nothing but protest. But, given
the workers' urgent revolutionary drive,
given their ability to learn by exper-
ience even if they have not the leisure
(en masse) to learn from ‘'the books?,
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and given a number of revolutionaries
determined tc build a new Ileadership,

then the 014 leaders will be pushed
aside. No Trotskyist ever said it would

happen during one struggle. It will take
time, and in one sense it will be a race
against time. But the events of {the last
weeks will make pogaible 2 giant stride
forward towards this goal. Meanwhile, of
course, the ideas of people like Marcuse
whole impressionistic method
don't exnchly heln.

STUDENT EXPLOSTON

His stress on student action - wrong
in motive and concept - colncides with
certain developments wixich may call for
some reappraisal of'traditional' Marxist
attitudes to students, It is clear that
changes have been occurring in the rel-
ationship of universities to an increas-
ingly techunological society. The weight
of students 1in soclety has increased
with their fast-growing nunberse.

They are no longer moved only by ideas
(as in the days when they were ultra-
privileged) but often by their own cond-
itions. Agitation on gtudent demands has
thus grown in importance, although it is
still vital for revolutionary students
t0 become primarily orientated towards
the working class. 4nd the lesson of
France is that, when pessimistic theor-
ies such as those of Mercuse are contra-
dicted by reality, the mass of the stud-
ents will wish to do likewise., There, a
protest initially against education pol-
icies and the university authorities
soon saw the connection with +the work-
ers' struggles. Now they help man +the
pickets: they have left Marcuse far be-
hind them.

Marcuse's ideas are called "‘neo-Marxist".
They are in fact the result of ideolog-
ical prostration, one of many variants

that have sprung uwp in the last decades
in face of the reality of the defeats
suffered by the working ciass in the

thirties and forties and of the post-war
expansion of capitalism, Bowing to this

Students and Renault workers fraternising at Boulogne-Billancourt

reelity, they can see no way out. They

o of the blackest
pericds of reaction and confusion in
working class history: pseudo-Marxism,
shipwrecked on the rocks of the power of
social democracy, stalinism and capital=-
ism. The great message of France is that
that period is decisively over. With the
reawakening of the working class, such
chshrinement of hopelessness will vanish
like the dew that has fallen in the
nights

Stan Lomax
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. .over France:

The workers and students have been chan-
ting in the streets of Paris and aill

pretending that the whole question was
“one of purely economic demands, has

placed the main emphasis on the need +to

end the "regime of personal power", But
- what exactly does Gamllism amount to?

Ten years ago, when De Gaulle actually
came 0 power, it was quite common to
hear,on the left,warnings about Fascism.
These warnings came both from the refor-
mist parties (bourgeois and stalinist)
and even from some revolutionary organ-
igations,

Even, and especially, now, after the re-
cent events in France, it is difficult
to give much credit to this theory that
Gaulligm equals some sort of fasclam, In
Tact the reason why De Gaulle is not
fascist is very simple: neither now nor
in 1958 has there ever been the need for
the French bourgeoisie to resort to such
an extreme action.

Capitalist domination can usually be
carried under the bourgeois type of 'de-
mocracy', Only when this is not possible
any mope, does capitalism have to re-
sort to fasclsm and to throw the burden
of 'democracy' overboard. And why can't
the bourgecisie secure capitalist Jdom-
ination any more?Because of the strength
of the working class through independent
class organisations,at a time of viclent
social conflicts and struggles, thus
constitubing a threat to the very exist-
ence of the bourgeocisie.

Now! Was the French working class equip-
ped with a2 leadership, a party, a prog-
ramme Of demands likely tc be any threat
to French capitalism in 19589

The answer depends on the nature of +the
vrganisations of the working class, that

"Ten years is encugh", and
“'"De Gaulkle is responsible"., The "Commun~:
ist Party of France", when it wasn't

is, first of all tne mass party of the
worlding class, the CPF amd its trade un-
ion organisation the CE8L.Certainly these
organisations were not a threat +to the
bourgeoisie, They had very much at heart
to digorganise the struggle of the worle-
ing class which they did quite success=-
fullys The fact that they might, in the
coming period,lose part of their control
of +the working class can of course
‘change many things. But up t0 now, why
should the bourgeoisie have resorted to
fascism (it never does so with 2 happy
heart) when it could actually rule
through collaboration of +the classes,
when it can rely on organigations which
betray the workers while still retaining
their support if not always their conf-
idence?

The need for Gaullism must be looked for
elsewhere than in the need for the bouwr~
geoigie to defend itself against the at~-
tacks of the working class.

BOURGEOISIE DIVIDED

In 1958 the Constitution of the Lth Rep-
ublic did not allow any more for the
working of the parlismentary institube-
ions: proportional representation gave
the CP much power of obstruction since
it collected 25% of the votes, while the
Cold War made it unaccepteble to the
bourgeoisie as a government party. Due
to historical circumstances and to this
proportional representation, the differ-
ent parties of +the bourgeoisie were
split in numerous unimportant groups,
reflecting a fragmentation of the forces
of the Right. The multi-party system
tended to split up the political power
of the bourgeoisie and keep it in a reg-—
ime of permanent crisis., Any government
thus had to be a coalition, and none of
them could stay in power very long be-
cause any measure or reform would somo-
how threaten some of the interests inv-

olved in any given coalition,




* and De Gaulle,

The problem being mainly of the failure
of the constitution, +the answer was a
change in the constitution. The bourg-
eoisie needed to make the executive lesg
responsible to parlisment and even less
to public opinion, +to try and develop a
strong party of the bourgecisie in the
frame of a desirable two-party system.
(De Gaulle advocating the imitation of
. England or the USA in this matter). &A1l

this implied to discard proportional re-
presentation, which was opposed by the
collectively numerous small minority
groups and therefore not legelly poss-
ible.

FEXTRA-PARLTAMENTARY ACTION

The Algerian crisgis that the Lth. Repub-
lic was unable to solve was tc  provide
the pretext for De Gaulle's takeover,
ahd make it acceptable to the mation. It
took the form of an army revolt against
the powerless parliamentary regime, Al
~ though rumours spread that +the Renault
workers armed with iron bars were going
to take over Paris and defend the Repub-
lic, both against Massu's paratroopers
nothing was really done
to oppose De Gaulle'ds unconstitutional
coming to power. Actively aided by the
Mollet BSocialist Party, platonically
'opposed' by the CP (which could only
propose in face of De Gaulle,support for
the existing govermment), De Gaulle im-
Egsed constitutional reform from outside.

asgumed the role of arbitrator of the
various interests 1in good bonapartist
style. Article 16 of the new 1958 const-
itution gave executive power to the Pre-
sident to rule with or without parliam-
ent.

De Gaulle took power without a party of
= his own; later a Gaullist party,the UIR,
“was founded in an attempt to unite the
right wing., He set up his new constitut-

gz ion and eventually after 3 years managed

t0 solve the Algerian crisis in a way
French imperialism could afford.

As far as the Constitution is concerned
what he did (apert from the'bonapartist’
clauge 16) was merely +to make the
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French constitution catech up with +the
evolution of the other developed count-
ries: centralisation,less regponsibility
to parliament and "public opinion", att-
empts at forming two big parties - per-
haps all this in a slightly emphasised
form, due no doubt to the character of
the authoritarian autocrat,but partly as
well to the historical evolution and
circumstances, While the flexibility of
the British institutions allowed such a
change to  take place  graduslly in
England without formalisation,the French
bourgeoisie had to resort to illegal
action, to invoke a bonaparte to scrap
the old constitution and rebuild a new
one, What is more, dus to the tradition
of the French workers there is a need in
France for a stronger state, whether the
workers act spontaneously or are led by
a CP which in normal times has to keep
the kettle boiling if it wants to pres~
erve its position in parliament and lo-
cal government.,

4 MITD!

BONAPARTISM

What has been achieved in fact is in the
same line as the general evolution in
other western countries, only more open-
1y, spectacularly: in turn this flowed
from the serious crisis of the bourgeoi~
sie themselves on Algeria.,

De Gaulle, rallying the bourgeoisie und=-
er his banner, benefiting from an undeon=
iable prestige among the nationalist
middle clags and working class due to
hig action during the War (prestige
which had been built with the very act~
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ive collaboration of the CP, which even
today is extremely respectful of De
Gaulle personally in its press) and to
his latest move "to save France from
chaog", oould then lead, with a policy
of "gollaboration of the classes" to a
Yrationalised" "“reorganised French econ-

OTﬂyn .

support (in fact if not
of the CP by his

Securing the
sometimes in words)

policy towards the Soviet Union, he was
able to prepare the French economy for
the increassed competition of the coming

Common Market. This of course meant as
far as the workers are concerned,attacks
(planified ones!) on the standard of
living of the working class -~ wage
freeze, devaluation, increase of produc-
tivity, redundancy, attacks on the Wel-

fare State, increase of transport fares,
etc.

What in all this is really that partic-
#lar to France? What is particular is
the more paternslistic approach of the
state, the higher level of tradition of
the French workers who frequently clash-
ed with the already infamous CRSes, and
the intervention of the Prench OP,quick-
ly gaining control of any spontansous
movement the better to sabotage it.Mean-
while with the end of the Algerian conf-
lict the bonapartist role of De Gaulle
became more mild and, though +the back-
ground extra-parliamentary powers cont-
inue to exist, +the emphasis has been on
the evolution of a new party system.

A1l this shows that, in fact, there is
more to Gaullism than De Gaulle and his
near collaborators; +that those who are
Tighting against De Gaulle, shouting
"e Gaulle is responsible" or "1l0 years
is enough", are in fact up ageainst not
only the man but against his state, ag-
ainst capitalist domination through a
modified bourgeois "democracy. Those who
are claiming that they fight for "a more
democratic France" ard want +to remove
the man but not the system either do not
understand what Gaullism is, or, and
that is more likely, are Hraitors to the

working class, longing to take in charge
the control of the system,

But the workers do not need another
"Popular Front", We had one in 1936, and
vhat it gave the French workers was very
quickly regained by the bourgeoisie in
termg of increased preductivity and deve
aluation, Capitalism lnows very well how

to take with one hand what it has Just
been made to give with the other,
Goullism is of course this ldnd of ocap-~

italism and the fight of the work-
ers against Geullism, ds a fight to the
death against capitalism, a fight for a
socialist revolution,

Paul Itizk
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Thz revived French state has cracked
down viciously on those working class
and student revolutiocnary organisations
which consciously express the revolub-
iohary aspirations of the working class
shown in the Moy strike. Trotskyist,

Maoist and Ansrchist organisations have
beeh banned, and many of their militants
are now in jail, at the tender mercies
of the CBS who have been exacting the
viclent vengeance of the bourgesoisie on
the hard core strikers, Information is
scanty., We learn that Pierr& Frank of
the Parti Cocomuniste Internationale
(USPFL) is in jail - and clearly leaders
and militants of +the other Trotskyist
grouws, such as Volx Cuvriere, and +the

Maolst and Anarchist groups, will also
have besn rounded up. Naturally the
"Communist Party of France" has hot

protested - it will, initially,benefit
most from the elimination of its comnun-—
ist accusers.

We on the other hard must protest: by
getbting labour organisations to denounce
the repressions and by demonstrating in
solidarity outside the French Embasgsy
and Consulates.
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From the Arsenal

STRIKE

Two excerpits from works by Leon Trotsky

W HAT I S A P OLITIOCAL
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With the economic strike it has only one thing in common: in beth instances the work-
ers stspend work. In everything else they arc absolutely dissimilar. The economic
strike has its own fixed and narrow goal - 10 exert influence upon the will of a
given entrepreneur and to remove him from the ranks of competition with this goal in
mind. Production is halted in a factory in order to gpin changes within the confines
of this factory. The pplitical strike differs profoundly in nature., It daes not at
all exercise pressure upon individual entrepreneurs; it does not as a rule present
partial economic demamds - its demands are directed, over the heads of the entre~
preneurs and consumers who are cruelly affected, to the state power.

How does this political strike act upon the state power? By paralysing its vitolity,
A modern state, even in so backward a country as Russia, rests on a centralised ccon-
omic organism composing a single body whose skelcton is railways,  and whose nervous
system is the telegraph, And if, so far as Russian rbsclutism is concerned, the tol-
egraph and railways and generally all conguests of mcdern technology do not serve for
cultural-economic aims, then they are all thu asre indispensable to it for the pur~
poses of repression, Railways and the teleprash cre the indispensable instrument for
shifting troops from one end of the country to the other; and for unifying and dir-
ecting the activities of the administration in the struggle against disturbances.

What does the political strike do? It paralyses the economic apparatus of the statle,
disrupts communication between the various branches of the administrative machine,
isolates the government ard renders it impotent, On the other hand, it unites polit-
ically the mass of the workers in the mills and factories and counterposes this army
of workers t0 the state power. In this, Messrs, Judges,is the essence of an uprising.
To unite the proletarian masses in a single revolutionary protest and to counterpose
them to the organised state power, as one hostile force to another -~ that, Messrs,
Judges, is precisely an uprising, as the Soviet of Workers' Deputies understood it,
and as T understand it. We have already witnesscd such a revolutionary clash between
the two hostile sides during the Octdber strike which broke out spontanecusly without
the Soviet of Workers' Deputies, prior to its formation, and which itself created the
Sovietev...

( From: IN DEFENCE OF INSURRECTION, Trotsky's Speech to the Czarist -Courd,
- Qoctober 1906.)
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The question of the general strike has a long and rich history, din theory as well as
practice. ... The world experience of the strugrle during the last forty years has
been fundamentally a confirmation of what FEngels had to say sbout the general strike
towards the close of the last century, primarily on the bagis of the experience of
the Chartists, and in part of the Belgians. Coutioning the Justrisn Social Democrats
against too flighty an attitude towards the general strike, ZEngels wrote to Kaubsky,
on November 3, 1893, as follows:

"You yoursclf rcmark that the barricades have become
antiquated (they may, however, prove useful again should the army turn one~third or
two-fifths socielist and the question arises of providing it with an opportunity +to
turn its bayonets), but the political strike must either prove victorious immediately
by the threat alone (as in Belgium, where the army was very shaky), or it must end in
a. colossal fiasco, or, finally, lead directly o the barricades.™

These terse lines, incidentally, provide o remarksble exposition of Engels' views on
a number of questions. Inmumerable controversies raged over Engels' famous intro~
duction to Marx's THE C(LiSS STRUGGLES IN FRAWCE (1895), an introduction which was in
its time modified and cut in Germany with a view to censorship. Philistines of every
stripe have asserted hundreds and thousands of times during the lagt forty yeoars that
"Engels himself" had apparemtly rejected once and for all the ancient "romantic®
methods of street fighting. But there is no nced of referring to the past: one need
only read the contemporary and inordinately ignorant and mawkish discourses of Paul
Faure, Lebas and others on this subject, who are of the opinion that the very quest-
ion of armed insurrection is "Blanquism", Concurrvently, if Engels rejected anything,
it was first of all pubsches, ie untimely flurries of a small minority; and secondly,
antiquated methods, <that is to say, forms and methcds of street fighting which did
not correspond to the new technclogical conditicns,

In the above quoted letter, Engels corrects Kuutsky, in passing,as if he were referr-
ing to something self-evident: barricades have bocome "antiquated" only in the sense
that the bourgeois revclution has receded into the »ast, and the time for the social-
ist barricades has not come as yet., It is nccossiry for the army, one-third,or better
still, two-fifths of it (thesc ratios, of coursc, arc givon ohly for the soke of i1l
ustration), to become imbued with sympathy for socialism, then the insurrection would
not be a "putsch", then the barricades would once agoin come into their own. - not
the barricades of the year 1848, to be sure, but the new "barricades", serving, how-
ever, the self-same goal: to check the offensive of the army against the workers,give
the soldiers the opportunity and the time to sense the power of the uprising, and by
this to create the most advantagecus conditions for the army's passing over to the
side of the insurrectionists, How far removed are these lines of Engels - not the
youth, but the man 73 years of agel -~ from the asinine and reactionary attitude to
the barricade, as a piece of "romanticism"! ...

(Engels) differentintes, as we have seen, betwecn three cases in relation to the pole
itical strike:

1) The govermment takcs fright at the general strike, and at the very outset, without
carrying matters to an open clash, takes to concessions, Bngels points to the "shalky"
condition of the army in Belgium as the basic condition for the success of the Bol-
gian general strike (1893). 4 somewhat similar situation, but on a much more colossal
scale, cccurred in Russia, October 1905. Lifter the miscrable ocubcome of the Russo-
Japanese War, the Czarist army was, or, at any rate, scemed extremely unreliable, The
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Petersburg government, thrown into a mortal panic by the strike, made the first con-
stitutional concessions (MANIFZSTO, October 17th, 1905)

It is all too evident, however, that without resorting to decisive battles, the rul-
ing class will make only such concessions as will not toucdh the basis of its rule.
That is precisely how matters stood in Belgium and Russia. Are such cases’ possible
in the future? They are inevitable in the countrics of the Orient. They are, general-
L1y speaking, less probable in the countries of the West, although here too, they are
gquite possible as partial episodes of the unfolding revolution.

2) If the army is sufficiently relizble, and thc govermment feels sure of itself; if
a political strike is promilgated from above, and if, ot the same time, it is calcul-
ated not for decisive battles, but to "frizhten" the chemy, +then it can easily turn
out a mere advenbure, and reveal its utter lmpotence. To this we ought to add +that
after the initial experiences of the general s+tiike, the novelty of which reached .
upon the imagination of the popular masses as well as governments, several decades:
have elapsed =~ discounting the half-forgotton Chartists = in the course of which
the strategists of ocapital have accumlated an chormous experience. That iz why a
general strike, varticularly in the old copitalist countries, requires a painstaking
Marxist accounting of all the concrete circumstoncoes,

3) Finally, there remains a general strike which, as Engels put it, "leads directly
to the barricades"., A strike of this sort can result either in complete victory or
defeat. But to shy away from battle, when the battle is forced by the objective situ-
ation, is to lead inevitably to the most fatal and demoralising of all possible def-
eats. The outcome of a revolutionary, insurrecticnary general strike depends, of
course, upon the relationship of forces,covering a great number of factors: the class
differentiation of society, the specific weight of the proletariat, the mood of the
lower layers of the petty bourgeocisie, the social composition and the political mood
of the army, etc. However, among the conditions for wvictory, far from the last place
is occuplied by the correct revolutionary leadershin, & clear understanding of condit-—
ions and methods of the general strike and its transition to open revolutionary

struggle.

Engels' classification must not, of course, be taken dogmatically. In present-day
France not partial concessions but power iz indubitably in guestion: the revolution-
ary proletariat or Fascism - which? The working class masses want to struggle. But
the leadership applies the brakes, hoodwinks and demoralises the workers. A general
strike can flare wp Just as +the movements flared in Toulon and Brest. Under these
conditions, independently of its immediate results, a general strike will not of
course be a "putsch" but a necessary stage in the mass struggle, the necedsary means
for casting off the treachery of the leadership and for creating within the working
class itself the preliminary conditiocns for a vichtorious uprising. sess

We should also add that Engels did not point out another "ecategory"of gehersl strike,
exemplars of which have been provided in Ensland, Belgium, France and some other
countries: we refer here to cases in which the leadership of the strike previously,
ie, without a struggle, arrives at an agreement with the cless enemy as 0 the course
and outcome of the strike. The parliamentarisns and +trade unionists perceive at a
given moment the need to provide an outlet for the aceunmlated ire of the masses, or
they are simply compelled to jump in step with o movement that has flared over their
heads. In such cases they come scurrying thrcugh the back-stairs o the government
and oObtaln permission to hnead the general strike,this with the cbligation to conclude
it as soon as possible, without any damage being done to the state crockery. Somew
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times, far from always,

gserve them as fig leavesg,
in 1926, Thus did Jouhaux in 1934.

they manage to hagile beforehand some petty concessions, to
Thus did the General Council of Britich Trode Unions (TUC)
Thus will they act in the future also, The expos—

ure of these contemptible machinations behind the backs of the strugplin- prolctariat
enters as a necessary part into the preparation of a general strike.

From: In the Middle of the Road, September 1935.

i
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The French bourgeoisie has started its
counter attack with the energy of some-
one who has just escaped violent death -
and it now feels secure in the knowledge
that its opponent has now been disarmed.
During the strike, until the end of May,
the bourgeoisie and De Gaulle first of
all, did not dare show their face, or
attempt to resort to armed force - all
lying quiet trying to be forgotten like
a beetle pretending to be dead.Meanwhile
the CP, its militants, its fantastic
machine, were regaining oonbtrol of the
whole movement - +o lead it back dinto
the parliamentary blind slley.

The bourgeoisie then revived itself, re-
gained its oconfidence and began to
strike back at its disorganised and dis-
armed enemies, splitting their ranks,
isolating - with the help of the CP -
the militant workers from the rest: they
granted some demands and called the army
immediately afterwards.

The spparent lack of reaction,
as the movement of strikes and protest
lasted on a national scale, was not the
generous act of a frightened bourgecisie
refusing vioclence and ready to see all
its wealth taken over, and its state

as long

dismantled by the workers.
if threatened in its existence,would not
have elected +to disappear without a

This class,

fight, Rather, its apparent passivity
was the best way to facilitate the +task
of the leaders of labour - especially
the 0P, It was not alone the paralysis
impozsed on its gections by the strike
that restrained the bourgsoisie from
resorting to naked force. It Inew it
could rely on other and more convenient
means of dealing with the workers,

{Above: Rochet,
angel’ of mercy)

HOUSEHOLD GCD

And when De Gaulle sgaid to the new  Us
Anbassadors "IFrom now on our fate is in
the hands of God" - it would have been

)
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quite right to assume that from now on
the CPF was God. After all, we must say
the French capitalists have good reason
to gsee the CFF as the benevolent arbit-
rator of its fate, one that has saved it
from extinetion on at least 3 separate
occasions now, Morgover it has been and
is a very convenient god, that can al-
ways be kicked in the pants once the mi-
racle is performed.

Let us look back briefly at the evolut-
ion of the Party, fournded to Ilead the
socialist revolution, -but which has in
fact succoured the capitaligts through
all their tribulations over 3 decades.,

Let us lock at the double mature which
has determined the success and failure
of the Party.

The comstruction of the Party, started

under Lenin and Trotsky, completed under
Stalin (not on the same plans, nor for
the same purposes) had made of the (PF a
party in strong dependence on Moscow, At
first the "Moscow" of the October Revol-
ublon; then the Moscow of the Stalinist
counter~revolution. This, true of all
CPs, was perhaps especially true of the
French. ‘

The French CP was not built from nothing,
It emerged from the famous Congress oFf
Tours (December 1920), when the majority
of the Social Democratic Party, the 8P,
which had failed so helplessly during
the War, decided to Jjoin yhe Comintern.
The fact that people like M.Cachin, a
vicious patriot during the war, remained
with the majority is the measure of +the
problems that had to be faced in trang-
forming the movement into a ZLeninist
organisation. By the time the Stalinist
reaction began in the Soviet Union -
and also in the Communist International
still a long
way to go. And suddenly as Stelin rep-
laced Lenin and the theories of "Social-
ism in One Country" replaced the revol-
utionary internationalism of Leninism,
the blue-print on which those parties
like the COFF were being transformed
changed impercentibly. The increasingly
bureaucratised Comintern graduwally be-
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coming a tool of the apparatus which was
galning control in Russia, began ©0 need
not parties modelled on Bolshevism, but
parties led by individuals who would be
feithful amd servile agents of the
Sovict bureaucracy and its spokesman
Stalin.

Throughout the 1920s, as the Left Oppos-
ition fought the bureaucratic tendencies

" in the state and party, the process wax-

ede It was not finally completed, +the
Thorez', Dubtts, Fosters and Togliattis
not finally selected, wntil the end of
the decade. But it began in 1923/h. In
France, under the slogan of "Bolshevis~-
ing" the CP, it was stalinised: shortly,
by the mid-1920s, all the founding lead-
ership had been driven out,together with
a good portion of the ex~SP menbership.

By the early 30s, the Party had a highly
disciplined mechinhe and had shed soO many
of its members that it was almost I1imit-
ed to its Moscow-orientated aparatus: it
had become a stalinist organisation.

The Soviet bureaucracy,after '33 threat-
ened by Hitler, began to seek some supp~
ort from the rulers of western capitale-
ist countries,Under the schema which saw
the foreign C(Ps as pawns and frontier
guarde for the Russian rulers, this
meant a sharp turn to the right, away
from the ultra-leftism of 1929-34 (Third
Period). From now on the parties' role
was to push their national governments
to strong cpposition to Hitler and all-
iance with the Soviet Union.

To do this the CPs started +to become
ultra chauvinistic in their propaganda
in their own countries, perhaps in compe-
ensation for the connection with Moscow.
The French COP developed its own nation-
alist policy and consequently, as this
implied an all out effort for a ntaional
Bront and thus concessions to the bourg-
eoisie ~ a reformist programme, {Inci-
dentally, the famous Lavel-3talin Comme~
wnique of May 1935, in which Stalin ann-
ounc=2 taat Wl,Stelin understends and
fully #ppercves the rational defence pol-
icy of Prance in keeping her armed foro-
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es at the level required for security",
marked the open turning-point here, awa
from Commurist opposition to militarism.
Soon the French CP began to carry the
Tricolour and sing the Marseillaise.

Due to the world economic orisis the
discontent of the working class increas-
ed to the polnt when it openly upsurged.
And masses of workers +then Joined the
ranks of the Party because it was +the
more radical, because of its direct af-
filiation to the Russian Revolution. But
nevertheless on a reformist and nation-
alist basis. It was out of the question
for the CP to lead the upsurged working
class to a socialist revolution, as this
was against the interests of the all-
iance between Russia and the "Free West-—
ern Courtries".

And when the upsurge occurred spontan-
eougly the job of the Party was Lo aont-
rol it and demonstrate to the ruling
clags that fascism -~ i.e. tha smashing
of the workers'! organisations - wasn't
really necessary. The CPs could do the
job in return for political concessions.

In 1936 in response to the election of
the Popular Front (alliance of SP and
radicals, ie liberal bourgecisie) Gov-
ermment, the French workers responded
with a general strike and occupation of
the factories. It was a movement exactly
as the recent one,only smaller, Capital-
ism could easily have been overthrown,
given a revolutionary party.The CP chose
to give its full support to the govern-
ment and help suppress the strike, +thus
betraying the workers %o reaction. It
was at that peint <that Thorez uttered

# There is a story told by Koestler, who
worked for the Comintern then, that when
Stalin and the French Premier Laval were
discussing this, Laval asked Stalin:
What if the CPF can't be got to agree %o
this? To which, characteristically, the
cynical "Leader of the Worid Revolution®
replied by drawing his hand across his
throat., "Hang theml™ he said cryptically.

the now notorious “one must know how +to
end a strike".

With the German-Soviet pact of non-agg-
ression in August 1939 came one of those
violent swings characteristic of the (Ps.
For 5 years they had peddled the anti-
Nazi front, and preached class collabor-
ation at home in defence of "democraay™.
(With some curious twists: in the late
30s Thorez took the National Fromt Iine
t0 gbsurdity by advocating an alliance
with "patriotic™ - i.,e. anti-German -
Fasoists))

Now the policy was reversed. The "Great
Western Democracies" were as black, if
not blacker, that Stalin's new German
allies had been. The strain on the
CPF was very heavy: it lost a huge part
of its membership. And even those  who

remained with the Party were not always
supporting the Party line.
The complete suddenness of the Nazi-

Soviet pact meant it took a 1little while
for the implication of the new internat-
ional line~up to register with the nat-
ional CPs, who had the difficulty that
many of their members had been recruited
on a purely anti-fascist line. Thus they
at first continuved the old line and sup~-
ported their ocwn countries against Germ-
any.

After 5 years of a nationalist and re<
formist policy, it was oubt of the quest-
ion to find again a gemiine proletarian
internationalist attitude. The CP, as it
then was, had not been constructed for

#

Pollitt actually issued a pamphlet supp~
orting the British declaration of war -
"How to Win the War" - and when the
pemny dropped, once Stalin and  Hitler
had carved up Poland and called for
peace, he had to resign as CPGB Secret-
ary for a couple of years, In HFrance,
however, things are always taken to ext-
remes: on the outbreak of war Maurice
Thorez joined the French Army! A few
weeks later he deserted and went to Mos~
COWe

k-
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that, Its opposition to both imperial-
isms, first German and then British, was
motivated, it claimed, by its concern
for the unity of the French Nation, and
for a "True National Policy"., Outlawed,
under a fantastic pressure from public
opinion, it was in fact waiting the sig-
nal for a hew change.

JUNE 1941 - ALL CHANGE AGATN

In June 1941 Russia was attacked by Ger-
many and the relieved CPF threw itself
head first into the "Resigtance" - back
t0 a new phase of collaboration with the
bourgeoisic. Quickly it gained control
of the whole of +the Resistance, and
though it spoke of "Revolution after the
Tiberation" (as in Spain it had promised

- first win against Franco, then have
the Revolution), again the alliance of

the Soviet bureaucracy and the Western
Countries could not have allowed it even
if the CP had hed any will to revolution.

But it had not - and what was left of
revolutionary Merxism was just the term-
inology. The Resistance was at the serv-
ice of the bourgeoisie, as determined
according to the deals cooked wp at
Yolta and Teheran by Roosevelt, Stalin
and Churchill: ZHast Burcpe was to be
Stalin's domain, the west that of Imper-
ialism. So the CPs in Itely and France
complied, and disarmed the workers of
the Resistance, allowing the capitalisgts
to rebuild their state. The ineffable
Thorez raised the slogan for liguidating
the partisan movement in France:; "One
army, one state, one pecple"!! (He had
been given special permission to return
to Prance in 19443 De Gaulle, commenting
in his memoirs on his reasons for giving
this permission, saids "Thorez is a use-
ful man to have around"!)

So long as good relations were maintain-
ed between Moscow and Washington, the
CPF was at the service of the bourgeois-—
ie. At the Tiberation the CP had partial
control over the South of  France ard
tremendously strong influence elsewhere
(while the capitalists were totally dis-~
credited and almost disarmed). It wused
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its influence to help rebuild the France
of the bosses, and entered a coalition
government with De Gaulle, "Roll uyp your
sleeves! was now the slogan.

This line had to be abandoned at the be-
ginning of the Cold War, with the @
thrown out of the coalition government,
and now attacking US imperialism. Once
again it 4id so on Nationalist grounds,
(S0 congenital is the nationmalism that
in 1965 a faction of the Maolsts who had
broken away from the CPF on a Jleftist
basis, came out for gupport of De Gaulle
in the Presidential elections: on the
grourds of a National United Front with
the Anbi-American Bourgeoisiel! (see
British Maoist journal MARXIST, No.6))

TNDO-CHINA

In the meantime the Party had wvoted in
parliament the credits the Imperialist
French army needed for the war in what
was then Indo-China, now Vietnam, It was
to dc the same for the Army in Algeria,
and in fact never throughout the war did
it toke a clear position in favour of
full sovereignty for Algeria: nor did it
organise aid for the Algerians. When in
1958 De Gaulle was installed by the Army
the CPF went through a few small motions
of shadow-boxing, but did nothing to or-
ganise the workers in opposition,

With the coming of age (in bourgeois
politics that means at least 4OL) of a
new CP generation whose allegiance to
Moscow is not as strong as that of prev-
ious generations, a mood has developed
oreating a clash between the interests
of the Russian bureaucracy and those of
the actual, mass reformist basis, {and
the petit bourgeois political and ideo-
logical basis) of the CP in France,
This has cost it many political opport-
unities in the sphere of its parliam-
entary-political activities. Thus we
see a change in the relations with Mos~
cow: what has been defined as "Poly-
centrism",This is now, with the breaking
up of the monolithic world front, the
case with a few other mass stalinist
parbies, It is the relationship betwecn
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of +the
brogramme and methods of recruitment on
the one hand and its relations with Mog~

these two features party, its

cow on the other, which condition its
evolution and the growing process of
"Polycentrism", the tendency for a mass
reformist stalinist party to loosen
and possibly to break off itg direot
ties with Moscow., The Moscow link, with
its importance for foreign policy, has
led the bourgeoisie to refuse the parti-
cipation of the CP in any government -
except a coalition in conditions of ext~
rems crisis and Quring alliances with
Russia. The break with Moscow is +he
hecessary step to meke the CPF accept-~
able to the bourgeolsie as a government
party. That step has to be taken for any
lasting realisation of +that appealing
prospect: "The Reunification of +the
Lafgn,

MOSCOV (OR THE ELYSEER

Such a step will mean giving mp any inde-
ependent foreign policy and adopting the
bourgevisie's own one, Positions such as
on Indo-China and Algeria were already
steps at concessiocns in this direction,
It can't all be done at once, but on the
other hand a party can't gaoin popular
support, win over partial control of the
local government and substantial partic—
ipation in Parliament for decades and
decades without any hope of ever talking
vart in a govermment, and having a hand
in driving the capitalist machine which
it has worked so hard for so long to
maintain in running order. The final
break with Moscow is +the unavoidable
conclusion of this evolution.

By its role in the current crisis the CP
has exposed its fundamentally reformist
nature as never before, The more open
this becomes,the more its militants will
turn away from the Party. While this is
already happening fast, the (P still un-—
doubtedly has the general support of the
workers, partly because of its revolut-
ionary past,and also because of its link
with Moscow and ultimately +the October
Revolution,

The breaking of this link for the sake
off a more successful and respectable
parliamentary career, conbined with the
recent exposure to more and more milite
ants,may well be ita lest act as a party
able to abuse the confidence of the
working class,

In that case the destiny of the bourg-
ecisle will really have been put in the
hands of God,
much at all,

as much as - the

wiich won't help it very
We can safely say -~ not
YCommunist Porty of
France" has dons!

Francois Calmat




Just as uvae coffin is being lowered into the nrave, alongside the hopes of those who
have looked for a mass movement of Imbour's left against Wilson, there has come a
faint knocking from the dinside of the box. On reopening the coffin the corpse is
seen £0 have a flicker of life still left. A weak smile hovers on its pallid face.
Pinned +o its chest is the undoubted cause of this self-gsatisfaction, Tt is an old
fashioned looking document,written on parchment and entitled: THE SOCTIALIST CHARTER.
"Sipgn here, pleasel™ mubtters the corpse.

The new Socislist Charter put out by TRIBUKE must be seen on two levels: on the mers
its of its proposals,and on its possible role in evoking a mass left wing movement in
the Labour Party and Trede Unions, a movement which, whatever ideas it started oub
with,would express the feeling of the rank and file against Wilsonism and for social=-
jgm. The first is obviously irrelevant urless the Labour Left can lead a mass mOve=—
ment: the field of ideas and policy has never,unfortunately,been ohe of its strongest
positions. :

The Charter contains nothing new, Demanding "Ecopomic Independence®, it plugs a utop-
ian reactionary economic nationalism; it talks about Plamning, without asking who
 plans; demanding an extension of public ownership until the 'public' sector dominates
the private, it shows extreme naivete in imagining that the bourgeoisie will be exp -
ropriated en masse by their own state; it demands thet profits, prices and dividends
be “"comtrolled": this is impossible. Either smash capitelism, or a Lebour Government
(1ike Wilson's) must adminmister it according to its own laws. The Charber wants to
erd discrimination, and calls for strengbhening of the laws - Michael X will be ame
used, and moybe also Enoch Powell. In foreign policy they want to support both the UN
and anti-Imperialist movements. And when the UN is used to suppress anti-Imperialist
movemerts (eg Korea) - what then? The working class comes into all this, if at all,
as anonymous camnon fodder and signature signers.

A1l this sounds familiar: most of it was the stock-in-trade of ,.v. yes =~ Harold
Wilson, Barbara Castle, etc. These are simply the ideas of Wilsomism out of office.
Ideclogically they are an untenable no-mans land. The Wilsonites, in power, had to
move from that place to a non-utopian administration of the realities of capitalism,
Those who wamt to really oppose Wilson will also have to leave the ground of TRIBUNE
for a more realistic stance - the working class Marxist realism of class struggle.

But what of the effect of this 'leftist' campaign'? This is the serious part of the
question. In the current atmosphere any campaign from within the labour movement,with
the resources of the Tribunites, could start something going, They plan a national
campaign for signatures and endorsement by Laebour Party and Trade Union branchese It
might in the current situation prove possible to rally support round even such pseudo
socialist confusion as the SOCIALIST CHARTER. Though it has no Bevan, it has what the
Bevanites never had - a block vote of 2 million plus. That it is a block vote should
be emphasiseds. A real struggle camnot depend on block votes wielded by bureaucrats.
That will do for an entrenched Right - not an aspirant Left. Given the run down state
of the Lebour Party any immediste movement would need to link up with the rank and




file industrial struggle. But side by side with the TFebian ideas of the Charter, its
union sponsors take no stock of direct action, In fact they oppose armd bhetray it. It
might be said that a "persuasion" campaign around the Charter could well be,for these
people, a substitute for a fight how where they already have forces =~ the shop
floor. This,and the notorious reluctance of the Lebour Left to challenge the machine,
raise doubts about the prospects of a serious movement and serious struggle. = If a
movement of any size is generated, Marxists must participate: both to expose the con-
fused ideas of the TRIBUNITES and pose real socislist demands; and to organise a sir-
uggle not only against the 'official! opporturism around Wilson, but also against the
'unofficial' opportunism around Cousins and Foot. Meanwhile the work continues +to
build a revolutionary left, and prepare it for the major struggles to come.

((Trotskyism in Ireiand has & notoriously
feeble history ~ so much so  that
precise details of the few individuals
adhering tc the movement in the 1930s
and after are hardly known. In Northern
Ireland the SIL built a strong YS, which
has, true to form,rapidly disintegrated,
though it still functions. In the South,
efforts to consolidate even & . small
group came to nothing,

But now for perhaps the first time, cer-
tainly for the first time in decades, an
organisation openly declaring for the
Trotskyist Programme of workers' power,
has been established and consolidated in
the 26 Counties. On ipril 6th/7th this
year THE LEAGUE FOR A WORKERS' REPURLIC
was founded at a meeting in London. The
new orgarmisation has branches in London
and Dublin, and supporters in a nunber
of provincial areas. In the heightening
struggles in Ircland around anti-union
legislation, the Vietnam war, and the
attempt to rig the electoral system, its
prospects of growth are geod. Tt will be
an all-Ireland organisation.

The L,W.R. originated as the "Irotskyist
Faction" of the Irish Workers' Group.
Within the I.W.G., a left centrist Group
containing a very wide range of dispar-
ate eclements (left Labourites, semi=-
stalinists, semi-Trotskyists and consis—
tent Trotskyists) the Trotskyist Faction
took shape in the struggle tc lay the

foundations for a Leninist-Trotskyist
organisation: for principled politics,
The formation of the new orpganisation
meant the shedding of the left centrist
integument, the centrist morass of the
I.W,Ga

The L.W.R., has brought out a bi-monthly
printed paper, WORKERS' REPUBLIC ~ g
new series of the quarterly magazine
hitherte produced in association with
WORKERS' FIGHT. Copies are avallable
from us. The LEIGUE and WORKERS' FIGHT
will, naturally, work together in +the
future as in the past.

Below we print a report from a LELGURE
member in Dublin on recent developments
on the Left.))

DGUVELOPMENTS ON THE LIEFT IN DUBLIN,

In 1966 we in Ireland celebrated the
50th anniversary of the Baster Rebellion
(1916). The writings of James Connolly,
which pricr +to +then had been read
little, and then only by the older
'hands', began to be read more widely,
The younzer generation found through his
writings that he was not quite as the
'Christian Brothers' in school taught -
"orly the 7th leader: of 1916%,.They found
in his writings Connolly the revolution-
ary, the worker, the union organiser and

w




giafter the demonstration,
- bered about 450 (2 far cry from the days

Marxist. Via Connolly's writings many
young readers were able t¢ side-step the
watery politics of the stalinists and
adopt firm, consistent socialist polit-
ics,

The new firmness and consistency is ref-
lected best in the slogans raised on the
increasingly numerous and sizeable dem~
onstrations and the growth in Dublin of
militant Merxist groups. In foet it is
in the traditionally 'soggy' demos that
the militants are showing best.

The Irish Voice on Vietnam (IVV) is dom~
inated by stalinists and republicans and
is best understood by its slogan "Peace
in Vietnam",0n all the early demonstrat-
jons the most radical slogan would be
"Hey Hey IBJ..." ctcs On the latest,
however, slogans such as "Victory to the
NLF", ¥“Bscalate the Peoples War" and
others of solidarity with the NLF . are
chanted. These slogans were most in evi-
dence on the last demo (April) when it
rained heavily before, throughout and
The crowd rwum-

when only 200 turned up in the hest of
weather) and not a Hey Hey IBJ-type
slogan was to be heard.

When on reaching the Erbassy some mili-~
tants from the Connolly Youth Movement
(Irish YCL) tried %o block the road,
their leader was forcihly stopped by a
policemen - and the secretary of the
Irish Workers' Party (Southern Irish

CP). The secretary no doubt did not want
the rumour confirmed that the marchers
were not conbent just to chant solidar
ity slogans but were also prepared to
show their solidarity physically if giv-
en the leadership.

Just as the anti-war demos
out of the hands of the

are getting
orgahisers, sO

 slso are the demos against the chronice

Dublin housing shortage, This shift cof
initiative to the rank and file iz not
alone feared by the cops, but also by

" the "left" burenucrats. The only way the

bureaucrats can regain control is to
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have fewer demos, badly advertised,
while the police have the sole deterrent
of viclence in their hahds.

The cops resorted to attacking the dem-
ongtrators during the two housing demcs
in ¥Moy. The earlier one was the tradit-
ional picket outside City Hall while the
corporation had its monthly meeting in-
pildce The usual conbingent of cops and
"3 mon® (Special Branch) were there, and
g5 also was the 1riot squad headed by
"ngs ™ Brannigan the punch-happy cop. In
the course of the picket these psyco-
paths unleashed their pent up frustrat-
ions on the demonstrators.  Three demon-
strators were taken to hospital.

The following Saturday a public meeting
of probest was organised, The mesting
marched to the Mansion House and +then
marched back to the city cenbre. By this
time the numbers had dwindled greatly.On
reaching town 3 times as many cops as
were together before that evening await-
ed them, When the demo did not break up
quickly enough, the cops attacked and
accelerated the process of dispersal.

Noticeably prominent in these demos were
the students, who themselves (through
the "Internationalists"™, a Maoist fringe
group) organised a picket of protest
against Belgian Imperialism when the
King and Queen of the Belgians were in
Trinity College. The police attacked the
picketers of about 10 or so and rapidly
neutralised them, During the course of
the beatings some students wunconnected
with the picket were assaulted by the
"Joferders of peace and order". The
HiRaID, o paper in the "INDEPENDSNI' (!)
Frouwd, took care of the public relations
side and »ut cut that the students atb-
acked the police and that they intended
to physically attack the King and Queetr,

The mass of the students then marched to
the INDEPENDENP offices +to protest
against mis-representation in the press.
The misrepresentation was echoed in the
Dail by the Fine Gacl Ileadership when
they said that Trinity was a breeding



~ 32 =

grouhd for communists and that the arr-
ival in Ireland of Ralph Schoenman (pro-
mptly arrested and deported) was part of
an international plan to oreate student
unrest in Ireland.

The organisers of +the idnitial student
demo, the "Internationalists", are 4o he
congratulated for it. But they are all
the stalinist froups in Dublin, whether
they are 'hard line! orf ‘'revisionist!,
are to be condemned for not swelling the
ranks of the Young Socialists {(an inde-
perdent youth group) in their picket of
solidarity with the French workers out-
side the French Embassy. This demo was
organised by the ¥8 and students, The
Connolly 7Youth Movement said it was
ultra~left and insisted there was not a
revolutionary situation in France,(Which
Cif true is due entirely to the reformist

policy of their French counterparts!)
Granted they had a meeting at the time,
but since they meet only a 5 minute bus
ride away from the Prench embassy they
could have adjourned and given at least
token support.The Irish Communist Organ-
isation %another Maoist grouping) prom-
ised support, but true to sectarian
(with regard to Trotskyists) form did
not turn up.

It was heartening however to see the I8
teking the initiative on this gquestion,
and they deserve full support from all
real militants., The day will come when
consistent Marxist polities will win
through and demos like +the French one
will be as well atterded as the present
anti-war ones, if not better,

With Grosvenor Square behind wus, and
cptimistic talk of a demonstration of
100,000 in October, +the first delegate
conference of +the VIFETNAM SOLIDARITY
CAMPATGN was an enthusiastic, if at
times confused, gathering. Taking place
as the first week of the general strike
in France was drawing to a close, it was
not surprising if much of the discussion
was in one way or another concerned with
this event. But if France did much +o
enhance the militant mood of +the meet~
ing, it also gave rise to some of the
confusion,

Obviously a major purpose of this con~
ference was to discuss the future gir-
ection and activity of the large and
militant membership which hag been att-
racted in less than two years, The pre-
dictable 'line-up' was between advocetes
of bigger and better demonstrations, and
those who argue for the solid and pains-
teking work of gpreeding the Campaign

more widely into +he labour movement,
though not toc the extent of excluding
such activities as demonstrations, Given
the strength of the Campaign in mmbers
and in the willingness of +these to be
active, such a turn to the working class
could play a most valueble role in help-
ing 4o raise the political consciousness
of the amorphous and leadexrless left.

But though the conference was more or
less agreed, after some initial confug-
ion, that the emphasis of its activities
must be on solidarity rather +han sym-
pathy, +that this meant international
cless solidarity, and that this in turn
must mean stepping uwp our efforts to
make working class action in this coun<
try more effective -~ while all this
was accepted, the conference was still
reluctant to decide defimitely in favounr
of a determined turn towards the working
class, Scme thought it would necessitate
dropping Vietnam as the key issue of the




Campaign, though they could nct provide
a convincing reason why this would hap-
pen. Others actually wanted this, and
led the discussion up a blind trail with
suggestions that the Campaign should be-
come a complete revolutionary party.
Cbservably the advocates of this were
those who owe allegiance to no aspirant
revolutionary party now.

Between these extremes, it was pointed
out that international working class
solidarity did not mean diversifying
into a complete programme, but meant
that the Vietnam struggle must be thor~
oughly identified with +he clags
struggle here, with Vietnam as the focal
point of our activities on this. This
can be done Jjust as well by a Canpalgn
as by a Party.

After much discussion, no decision was
arrived at. The 'demonstrators' poured
cold weter over the +talk of bullding a
working class base, Identifying the VSG
- with the Paris students, they sald con-
 fidently that all we had to do was “show
. that we could win" and the workers would
follow our example en masse. Despite the
recent pro-Powell demonstrations, they
contended that there was no need to try
and raise the political level and soc-
ialist awareness of the labour movement.
Spectacular demonstrations would de  the
job!

I don't know if these people have learnt
anything from the course taken by the
French events since Meay 19th., But many
of those confused by such talk must in-
evitably have seen tint demonstrations
can, given certain conditiocns, spark off
a movement of the workers, but cannot
bring it to a successful conclusion. We
have lived for so long without a revol-
~utionary upheaval in Western Europe that
mally people have come to see the main
‘fask of revolutionaries as being to
ssbart one going, Now it is time to go
back to the lessons of the thirties and
forties: a revolutlonary ferment, if the
factors that cause it are presenmt, can
be started hy anything -~ o¢r it can be
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,he blg 'p_rOblem is not so
much to start it as to finish it in wor-
kers! power. In preparing for this the
one task that cannot be shirked is for
the revolutiomaries to integrate +them~
selves with the vangpard of the workers!
movement, and to work to raise the pol-
itical level of that movement. Once
again it must be stressed: there arc no
short cubs to workers' powers

spontaneous,

However much the 'demonstrators'; wunder
the leadership (perhaps surprisingly) of
HB.Tate and the Group around the new
monthly Week, "International",mey scorn
such activity as unspectacular,the bagic
need remains to back up the militant
mass demonstrations with a massive camp-
aign in the labour movement, at factory
and dock gates, at building sites and
among young workers and apprentices,

Iinking up the struggle here against the
Govermment's attacks on the working
class with the struggle of the NLF ocan
immeasurably raise the level of struggle
of the British workers. Solidarity with
fighters as herolc as the Vietcong can
only embolden workers here in thedr
struggles, and in turn give the NLE the
kind of support that solidarity implies,

R.M,
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Enoch Powell's rious spee has
given the professional back street rac-
ialists something apparently solid wupon
which to build their racialist propagan~
da. Playing on the backward emotions,
fear and insecurity of normelly non-
political workers, fasclsts, both open
and incipient, have moved into action to
oryganise raclalist committees in certain
industries.

In some London areas,the 0ld markets and
docks due for the axe,places where work-
ers see their jobs threatened and,unable
to see any other sclution, blame things
on the nearest scapegoat - in these
places the racialists have found fertile
ground for cultivating their own brand
of gahgrene,

On July 7th. they plan a dJdemonstration
and march on Downing Street, using the
name Of"IMMIGRATION CONIRCL: ASSOCIATIONY,
There are several groupings involved in
this. The Smithfield Market Committee,
containing one or two Mosleyites (dir-
ected from behind +the scenes by the
Mosleyite candidate for S.W.Islington in
1966)is organising the July march.It has
contact with +the "Dockers' Immigration
Control Asscciation", also led by a
Mosleyite candidate.

They plan to involve other markets - but

Covent Garden will not attend: it has al-
ready condemned Powell's speech, At Bill-
ingsgate however, the racialists may make
ground because of the weak and hypochrit-
ical leadership they have in Jim Nicks,
Branch Chairman of the T&GHU.

The July 7th. demonstration, wunlike %
lightning strikes and demonstrations |
April which swept up all sorts of peo
who would not normally turn out for +
kind of thing, will surely attract p
dominently hard-core racialists. They
mist not be allowed %0 march unchale-
lenged,The fascists and their dupes carry
a virus that is deadly %o +the workding

class. THEY MUST NOT BE ALLOWED TO DEMON-
STRATE PEACEFUILY 1IN SUPPORT OF THETR
FITIH,

The labour movement must mobilise
counter~demonstration +to coincide
theirs - ahd drive them off the str

As in the 1930s and the fipght against
fascism, there are those who caution resw-
troinb. Heanwhile +the racial  incitors,
Mosleyites and ordinary psycopaths alike,
have impunity in their campaign (the

'Law! won't touch them!). Quietism
is not the answer. It is time the
labour movement Tbegan to fight back
against .the racialist disease  that
threatens % with disaster. July 7th,
offers a c¢hance to do so,.

The ¢bvious course is an Ad Hoc Committes
of socialist and anti-racialist +rade
unionists to organise a counter demonst-
ration. We propose that such a committes
be set up irmmediately. We must sho
the racialists are not the labour

ment,

Harold Youd
{ T&GU Shop Steward)
Port of Manchester.
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