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Editorial

ONE YEAR

AFTER THE

MINERS STRIKE

The miners have accepted the latest pay offer by the
National Coal Board, an offer which everyone recognises to
be outside the Labour Government's social contract. Only
one year ago, the Tory Government was putting the
country on & three-day waorking week and causing millions
of pounds in production to be lost, in an affort to put an
end to the strugele of these same miners for a claim which
was outside the terms of Phase 3. The Tories hurled all
their resources against the miners, failing, despite economic
sabotage and ‘taking the miners to the country' in a general
election, to stop the sirike which was to bring down Phase
3 and the Tory Government along with it. By contrast,
Wilson's Labour Governmenlt meekly capitulates to the
miners without the slightest sign of a fight.

The bureaucrats al Congress House and Trensporl
House will continue to insist for some ime o come that
the miners will prove to be nothing more than a ‘special
case”, leaving the social contract intact. But this fiction
will become less and less credible in the coming weeks. As
leading right-wing trade unjon bureaucrat Frank Chapple
put it when speaking of the current wage claim of his own
union members: ‘We shall want —no, we shall insist on
exactly the same interpretation of the social contract [as
the miners|’. Frank Chapple doesn't want to "welch’ on the
social contract like Mr Scargill, but he knows full well that
the working class are going to take Scargill’s advice ('We
have smashed the social contract...other trade unionists
ghould press through the breach’. The miners are nol the
first group of workers to break the contract, but they are
the first of the big battalions to do so. Obviously Labour's
gocial contract awaits only its officlal death certificate.

1974 —DEFEAT FOR CAPITALIST STRATEGY

The political consequences for the capitalist class of
their defeat at the hands of the miners in 1974 were
extremely severe and far-reaching. As we explain in detail
in this issue of Internanional, their victory signalled the end,
not just of one Tory administration, but of the whole
gtrategy articulated by Heasth for dealing with the fundam-
entzl structural difficulties of British capitalism. Heath att-
empted to give a long and dangerously overdue boost to
the fortunes of British industrial capital —at the expense
af the financial wing of the British bourgeoisie— by lzading
Britain into the EEC and turning to a frontal assault on the
organisations of the working class in an effort to decisively
drive down workers' living standards. The progect came 1o
grief in the face of the immense organisational strength of
the trade unions, a strength consolidated over the course
of twenty-five years of full employment. The Government
fell, leaving the Tory Party in pieces, and leaving the bourg-
eoisie with no coherent policy and no viable instrument for
challenging and defeating the working class,

The consequences of this yvear's miners victory for the
Labour Government and its incomes policy are no less
severe, Certainly the Government is not about to be over-
thrown. But the breakdown of the social contract and the
search by the Government for an alternative policy to curb
the working class —accompanied by the public promptings
of Prentice and others— signal @ sharp scceleration of a
crisis which 15 alreadv shaking the Labour Party to its foun-
dations. For the Labour Government finds itself in a situat-
ion where to meet the immediate needs of either the wark-
ing class or the bourpeoisie tesrs the Labour Party apart.

~ When Wilson was catapulted to power in February
of last vear, he had no choice but to orient the Farty 1o-
ward meeting —with some notable exceptions— the most
immediate demands of the working cliss movemant.
The left wing of the Purty was placed in charge of dism-
antling the machinery of confrontation left over from the
Tories —the Induostrial Relations Act .and the pay laws.
Concessions over rents were made, and the left were prom-
ised a referendum on the EEC and an opporiunity 1o nat-
ionalise profitable firms. The successful upsurge of Lhe wor-
king class against the efforts of the Tores to construct a

strong state machine, inevitably shifted the policy of the
Labour Party to the left, placing in the sscendancy that
wing of the party which is prepared to break with the imin-
adigre interests (although not the historical interests) of
the bourgeoisie.

But this implicd going sgainst the burning need of
the ruling class for an effective form of pay restraint. Ever
since the 19605, the ‘voluntary’ incomes policy —under
which the tmade union burcaucracy carried out pay restraint
by a combination of pressure and repression of their own
members— has proved singularly ineffective. The economic
crisis had become oo deep and the combativity of the
working class too high to allow the bureaucracy to effect-
ively contain the struggle. Wilson knew Lhée social contract
could not hold up for long, But Wilson had no other choice.
The working class had just smashed a Government whose
main plank was confrontation. It would not tolerate a sim-
ilar course being taken by Labour. Moreover, Wilson had
learnt a lesson from his brief tum to confrontation with
In Place of Sirife in 1969: unlike the Tory Party, the Lab-
our Party, even though it represents the historical inlerests
of capitalism, & besed on the organisations of the working
clasr. So long as the strength and combativity of those org:
anisations remains intact, a turn to confrontation threalens
to bring 8 Labour Government down,

But it is not possible Lo ignore the most vital needs of
the ruling class for long, without either provoking the ruling
clazs to overthrow the Government or running into a revoll
by the right wing of the parly —the Callaghans, Jenkinses,
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Prentices and Healeys who are in favour of obeying every
day- to day diktat from the Bank of England and the Inter-
national Monetary Fund. Sooner or laler Wilson must turn
to some form of sratutory pay restraint. If he does not, then
the right wing of social democracy will come out in open
revolt, On the other hand, a mave in this direction will in-
evitably lead to a revalt by the left. Fither way Wilson faces
the prospect of his Cabinet being shattered, his Governmenl
falling, and a prolonged internal crisis in the Labour Party.
LABOUR'S TEST

wilson finds himself in this near impossible position

passing through a unique experience. All previous Libour

Governments have come Lo power gither following a wave

of working class defeqs, of in periods of relative ecoromic
upswing. This time, precisely rhe opposite conditions apply.

The combativity of the working class is high, and, as we
argue in this issue¢ of Internarional, the cconomic plight of
the ruling class is sharper than at any time since the 1920s
and 1930s. The Labour Party is therefore being subjected
to a rigorous test by the working class.

Furthermore, the position occupied by the Labour
left is more ceniral thap at any time since the War. Un this
occasion, left wing social democrats are integrally involved
in the day-to-day running of the Government itself. This Is
one of the ‘fruits’ of the industrial upsurge of the last ten
years, an upsurge which has resulted in the left ghifting its
powes base away from the declining constituency organis-
slions to the trade unions. This is a different internal
structuring of power in ihe labour mavement from that
which prevailed for most of Iﬂ:[pw-“" period, This means
that as well as the Labour Pirty in general, lefr-wing social
dempocracy and ils political formulas are also bemg tested
in g quite particolar way.

This situation undoubtedly opens up pew opportumnt-
ies for revolutionaries in Britain. But first it is worth look-
ing &t the special significance of many of the political issucs
around which the battle between {he masses and the Gover-
ament (of which the conflict between left and right in the
Government is a pale reflection) is developing.

THE POST-WAR ‘CONSENSUS'

What is significant about the developing struggle betw-
sen the masses and the Government is not just that the level
of struggle —measured both in terms of the number of days
Jost in strikes and the amount of pelitical opposition from
within the labour movement- is higher at the beginning of
Wilson's present regime than it was at the end of his last.
What js also important is that many of the issues over which
these struggles are escalating affect, to one degree of
snother, matters over which the British bourgeoisie issued
certain long-term ‘gusrantees’ at the end of the last war in
an effort to ensure class peace. In ather words, they affect
the ceniral pillars of the post-war ‘consensus’ between the
classes. More significant still, sections of the working class
are fighting thase issucs out in a way which objectively
contradicts Lhe traditional line af struggle urged by soctal
democracy.

Firstly, the ruling class pledged that there would be no
return Lo substantial levels of unemployment following the
experience of the 19305, Yet today levels of 1% million un-
tmpluyedmnpmly contemplated. Furthermore, the work-
ing class responds by taking over factories and either setting
them to wark through experiments 1n sell-managament and
workers co-uperatives, of demanding their nationalisation
to ensure jobs Despite all the attacks on picketing, the
pohce and the courts are neither physically nor politically
strong enough to Teverse the trend.

Secondly, the ruling class had also submitted to dem-
ands for a welfare state. Yel among the first groups of
workers to fight the Government Were the nurses and anc-
illary workers of the NHS. They threw into relief the real
material decline of the health sérvices and the socompany-
ing resurgence of private medicine. The health workers have
not stood idly by and allowed this ‘sncial’ issue Lo be

dealt with by Parliament alone. Many have taken the very
advanced initiative of placing embargoes On private hospital
facilitics.

The crisis of the welfare state as a whole interiocks
with the strains and pressures 10 which the working class
family is subjected by the general social crisis. The bourg:
cojsic promoted the idea that the individual worker and his
family should be abie to enjoy the benefils of increased
consumption, Shorter working hours and increased lewure
time therefore implied that the state should take over part
of the burden of domestic tasks —care of the aged. forex-
smple. The deterioration of the welfare state throws these
burdens back onlo the family. In fact this is precisely why
Thatcher the milk snatcher ig also the most vigorous profir
oter of family “decency and morlity’. And all this takes
place at the same time as increasing numbers of women,
whose oppression within the family has gone i
for so long, are beginning to become more and more invol-
ved in a fight for equal pay, aurserics, and abortion and
contraception facilities.

Thirdly, mass struggles have continued Lo break out
against the comsstent attempt of the hourgeoisie to dis
mantle bourgenis democratic liberties. These reactionary
moves have not been halted by Labbur's presence in office.
The state has been strengthened at the expense of the
workers movement, both with and without the help of the
Government. Atiacks on picketing have continued, Labour’s
refusal to relesse the Shrewsbury Twa giving the judges a

n light to prociaim all non-industrial picketing illegal in
the Prebbles case and the police an opportunity to arrest
ten more building worker pickets in Newcastle, Army-police
exercises continue, and Labour has introduced the Preven
tion of Terrorism Act {which will be applicd to fur wider
groups than Irish exiles in Britain), egmphasising Once again
the centrality of the Irigh struggle in Britain's affairs.
Nor has the Government done anything to stop the growth
of the fascist right, whose racism, sexism and anti-Irsh
chauvinism threaten to gain some purchase on the working
class.

Perhaps most crucial of all in the immediate period
is the issue around which the confrontation between the
left and the right is shaping up. Britain’s entry into the
EEC. For this shakes up some of the most basic ideclogical
formulas in which the British working class has lived oul
the ‘long hoom'. The Communist Party, the left wing of
social democracy, and broad sections of the masses interpret
Britain’s entry as an attack on ‘national sovereignty’ and
an democratic liberties (the tgovereignty of parliament’).
The consequences of Britain’s entry will go beyond the
formal outcome of the referendum. For the conclusions
which many workers will draw are twofold. First, that the

isi prepared to sail in Lhe same
leaky boat to the beaches al Dunkirk with the humhble
British worker, that ils adherence to Lhe traditions of
‘national class unity’ is a pretence; secondly, that the Bril-
gh bourpeoisic are beginning to dump the ‘democratic
traditions’ of British class rule.

THE LEFT AND THE EEC

It is in the struggle over the EEC that the crisis in the
Government will come Lo 3 head. This is not at all accid-
ental Entry into the EEC would mean that the European
capitalists as a whole, via the Brussels bureaucrats, would
be able to intervene against the Labour left's strategy of
trying to use the Rritish bourgeois state against employers
in the field of economic planning, statc lake-avers, regionl
policy and so forth. A defeat for the left in the referendum
would therefore throw the left wing of the Government on
to the defensive, It is perhaps Wilson's hope that a defeat
of this kind would so demoralise and disorient the left Lhat
Wilson could then move in a decisive way to a statulory
incomes policy —a Lactic which, however, will only post- |

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 52). i




this conference:

SPEECHES TO THE
WORKERS CONFERENCE

OF THE FCR

THE FRONTE COMMUNISTE REVOLUTIONNAIRE now reconstituted as THE LIGUE EC?MMUM-
ISTE REVOLUTIONNAIRE, French section of the Fourth International heid a workers' periphery
conference last summer. The following speeches by Anton Udry and Ernest Mandel were written for

selif-management

- claangers & by

The political formation of revolutionarics of my generation
and the one immediately preceding it, was deeply affected
by our experience of the Russian revolution. For the first
time in history the working class of a vast country had
taken power, abolished the domination of capital, and beg-
un to construct 2 new society —a society which, before
the eves of the world praletariat, could become a new =oc-
iety, a socialist society.

Revolutionaries today are, of course, still aware of the
historical significance of the Russian revolution and of its
impact on the twentieth century. At the same time, how-
ever, because of the bursaucratic degeneration which has
superimposed itself on the conquests of the October rev-
alution, it no longer acls as a concrete inspiration to the
international workers' movement, and particularly to the
proletariat of the imperialist countries,

The difference is sharply fllustrated by an apinian pall
which was recently conducted in France to investigate what
propartion of the population were in favour of socialism
and which ‘model’ of socialism theay would choose, More
than hallf those interviewed wanted a socialist societv bul
less than five per cent declared themselves Jor a sociely
modelled on the Soviet Union. In a country where the
French Communist Party (PCF) receives some twenty
per cent of the popular vote, these ligures are extremely
revealing. Even amongst militants of the pro-Moscow Comm-
unist Party, the form of social organisation which prevails
in the Soviel Union has evidently lost its appeal as o model
—an ideal to be catended throughout the whale world,

What i more, it is precisely this sort of development
which gives the neo-reformist parties of Western Curope a
hasis on which 1o justily their right opportunist policies,
They declare that the Russian road to socialism is not appl-
icable to Western Europe but, in 50 doing, they deliberately
geize the opportunily lo confuse two quite distinct issues,
By reducing the ‘peaceful road to soclalism® and the madel
on which to build socialist society to one single question,

possibilities

Ermest Mandel

they attempt to win wogpkers to an automatic acceptance of
the former through their rejection of the latter.

The great influence of the concepl of workers' sell-
management in the Western Ewropesn labour movement
alzn Mows from the same basic fact. 1L 5 mfluential prec-
isely because the majority of wage-carners wanl a sccialist
society, sccept the necessity of transforming the frame-
work of society, and are instinctively —and, in the case of
a small layer, consciously— szearching for an alternative lo
Lhe Soviet model.

SHOULD REVOLUTIONARY MARXISTS SUPPORT
SELF-MANAGEMENT?

The idea of self-management is, from the very start, a
confused one. What mast people inslinetively undérstand
by i, is a society in which relatively small groups, like
workers in a single factory, organise all aspects of the runn-
ing of their individual units. Health workers or teachers, for
example, would thos organise st Lhe level of their hospitals
or schools, while consumers would be organised in boroughs
or districts.

Quite clearly, this simplistic view of self-management
iz not of Marxist origin, bul rather hax its roots in Proudhon
and anarcho-syndicalism. This goes a long way towards exp-
laining why the initial reaction of revolutionary marxists
has been, almost everywhere in Europe, one of suspicion
and even outright hostility. Confronted with the choice be-
tween ‘bureaucratic socialism' and ‘self-mfanagement  soc-
ialism’, we have tended to reject both alternatives in favour
of a third one of our own.

In retrospect, it seems (o me that this was an intellect-
ually, psvchologically and, above all, politically incorrect
reaction based upon an underestimation of the resonance
which the conception of seli-manegement would find in
the Wesl European labour movement and particularly in its
left-wing. This is why, several years ago, we agreed to changs
our line of attack, Now we say that not only do we fully
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support the idea of self-management but that it is, in fact,
we alone who are for real self-management, Other projecls
which have been put forward of piecemeal galf-management
or by Proudhonist and anarcho-syndicalist currents comnsti-
tute no more than a mere facade of real self-managementl.
They simply give workers the ilusion of sell-management
while actually obscuring a whole series of fundamental
questions about the dynamics of sconnmic and social exist-
gnce in our epoch.

Our basic position, then, is that we squarely reject the
type of bureaucratic socialism in which the working-class
does not really exercise power, and fully support the idea
of self-management 10 the cxtent that it embadies one very
simple and fundamental premise: the workers must exercise
clse power at all levels aof society —at the level of the fact-
ory, at the level of the economy, in the non-productive
spheres of social life and, above all, at the level of the siate.

SELF-MANAGEMENT CANNOT BE REDUCED TO
WORKERS MANAGING THEIR INDIVIDUAL
FACTORIES

This leads us to a fundamenlal critique of those who
advocate socialist self-management within individual factory
units which, in practice, essentially amounts to no more
than workers organising production and the allocation of
the socul surplus at the level of their factories. Proponents
of this sort of self-management are, at best, utopians and,
at warst, the sort of leaders wha, realising wiat this sort of
‘eplf-management’ means, use it for their own ends

The hest example of this is, indubitably, that developed
by the Titoists in Yugoslavia, who have created an illusion
of self-management which they equate with the distribution
af decision-making powers Among the mass of producers
and consumers. On the one hand, they insist (and thisis the
very latest version of Titoism) that self-management is tak-
ing place not only at the level of the factory but even in
each workshop and on each assembly-une, while, on the
ather, they insist even more strenuously that this must be
counterbalanced by the ever-greater concentration of pol
itical power in the hands of the Yugoslay League of Com-
munists and in their hands alone.

It is clear in this case that the fragmentation of the
workers economic power is a necessary precondition for
the bureaucracy to retain a monopely of power. These are
just twa sides of the same cain. It is precisely through pos-
ing such a totally atomised caricature of self-management
on & scale which renders it impotent, that the bureaucricy
can deprive the workers of palitical power at the level of
the economy as a whole and concentrate it in their oWn
hands.

This is why we maintain that to resirict self-manage-
ment to single factories, let slone workshops or assembly-
lines is to reduce it to a mere facade.

WE SHALL INHERIT A TECHNOLOGY WITH A
POWERFUL CENTRALISING TENDENCY

The present level of the productive forces corresponds
to a specific technology. We are nol worghippers of this
technology and, at the risk of seeming revisionist, 1 would
suy that, unlike comrade Lenin, we do not admire
Tayloriem or the assembly line and, above all, Lhat
we do nol consider this to be the only possible form
of advanced technology. It is & bourgeois myth that there
is no alternative to the technology presently ptilised in
production. It 1s true that this technology is the one which
provides the highest return on capital, but this does not
make it the only one possible. It is quite possible to con-
ceive of a scale of lechnologies based on any particular level
of political and econamic development. For the engineers
and technologists of the colonial revolution this is often
posed as an immediate problem. For example, in Cuba,
where there aren’t enough oil-hased resources, the econom-
ists, inventors, engineers and chemists were faced with the
aeed to develop in place of a petro-chemical industry a

sucro-chemical industry, that is to say 2 chemical industry
based upon the waste products of sugar. Similar examples
of technological innovations and revolutions are lo be
found in any other colomial of semi-colonial country.

It is, however, clear thal while {in common with the
anarchists) we hope one day 10 have & technology which
allows relatively reduced unils (1o use Engels' formulation)
of twenly or thirly thousand producers and consumers 1o
live not sutarchically but in such a way Lhat they cun cofi-
trol most of their affairs autonomously, present-day tech=
nology does not allow for this.

To look at a couple of examples: electrical gencrating
stations which employ two or three hundred workers and
technicians supply clectricity L0 half a million people, one
single machine can produce enough paper 1o satisfy the
needs of one and a half to two million people. It is quite
untenable to suggest that the economic problams related
io this production can be resolved al the level of two or
three hundred people just because they happen lo work in
this particular factory. In the case of this sorl of factory,
the way in which its production s distribuled and the needs
it must satisfy does not only concern the producers but also
all the workers who are going to comsume its products.
There is absolutely no reason why workers in an electrical
generating station should be given the right to dictate dec-
isions concerning electricity which will he consumed by
millions of workers.

There exists thus today, i the technology wnat the
working class will inherit from capitalism on the day it
takes powesr, a powerful centralising tendency, a tendency
which is neither inevitable nor etermal and which can pro-
bably be pushed right into the background in the course of
constructing a classless society. IL is, however, precisely the
iechnology which we inherit from capitalism with which
we will have to start building a new society. In this con-
text, it is absolutely utopian to want to fragment ecanomic
decision-making to the level of what can be decided in a
single factory.

THE CHOICE 18 NOT BETWEEN *BUREAUCRATIC
CENTRALISATION’ AND ‘DECENTRALISED SELF-
MANAGEMENT"

Very many economic decisions concern whole serics of
social groups infinitely larger than a single firm; these dec-
isions must be taken at the level of these groups —in other
words, they must he centralised in 2 demacratic way, We
are proponents of democratically centralised seli-manage-
ment or, to put it another way, of planned self-management,
not because we are centralisers by nature but because (t'sa
matter of an objective necessity which corresponds to the
realities of economic life.

This centralisation is inevitable because il is [nherent
in ihe anarchy of the present system, and independent of
gur desires. The choiceé we actually have is 8 fundamental
one: unless ecopomic centralisation is carried out in a con- |
scious, that is to say planned and deliberate, way, it will
arise in a spontaneous, anarchic way behind workers' backs.

The chaice, therefore, is not between ‘buresucratic
centralisation’ and ‘decentralised sel{-management’. The real
choice which will confront us in the economic sphere after
the overthrow of capitalism will be the choice between
Jemocratically centralised self-management based upon 0
falist planning and a so-called “‘eocialist’ market economy in

which the laws of the market continue For the most part 1o
enslave the workers.

For this reason, we attack the Proudhonist proponents
of self-management restricted to such and such a factory.
We contend that they are lying to the workers when they
say that it's enough Lo give workers decision-making power
at the level of the factory to create a real deproletarianisat-
jon. What is the point of giving workers the power to make
decisions when this turns oul {o be a mere gham and whea
the decisions taken at factory level are continuousty
and gverturned by the operation af market laws —that




by the spontaneons centralisation which occurs thraugh
these laws when it Is not effected through the planning of
the economy as & whole

Let's look at a simple example: investments in a pari-
icolar branch of industry — the production of shoes. There
are only two alternatives. Om the one hand, one can try lo
draw up a socialist plan. An assessmenl is made of needs
{making allowances, of course, for a certain amount of
stock and export) and of productive capacity. If there iz a
discrepancy between the two, then the productive capacity
must be increased: that is to say, mvestment must he incr-
eased so that needs can be satisfied.

On the other hand, one can neglect to draw up such a
plan. Each factory producing shoes or, for that matter, ele-
ctric motors, decides ils investment autonomously with the
familiar consequences of over- and under-production.
There it only the most infinitesimal probability that the
decisions taken separately in twenly or thirty factories will
accurately satisfy needs. This is why a so-called “socialist’
market economy, in which self-management is limited 1o
the level aof the factory, is doomed to reproduce a whole
series of the evils of capitalism, including its greatest attack
on the working class —unemploymant. It is only necessary
to look at the Yugoslay example tersee that this is the case

This is why we. age in favour of democralically central-
ised and planned sell-management, or, Lo get o the root of
the problam, of economic power exercisgd at the level of
the class as a whole, and not exclusively, or even mainly, by
each tiny sub-group of that ¢lass.

THE SURVIVAL OF COMPETITION MEANS THE
DIVISION OF THE WORKING CLASS.

However, the matier does not rest there. Mot only is
self-management limited to the level of the lactery, work-
shop or assembly line, an illusion from an economic poini
of view, in that the workers cannot implement decisions
taken at this level against the operations of market laws,
but, worse still, the decisions taken by the workers become
mare and more exclusively restricted to decisions about
profits, as can be clearly seen in Yugoslavis. The fundam-
ental principle underlying self-management, which is the
liberarion of lobour, whereby workers dominate the proc-
ess of production, decide for themselves the speed of the
assernbly line and the organisation of work in the factory,
and which is part and parcel of the sort of socialist societ,
we are trying to build, is unrealisable in an economy which
allows the survival of competition

Az the Yugoslay example shows only too clearly, the
survival of competition imposes certain unavoidable imper-
atives on the units of producton. They are faced with an
unenviable decision, On the one hand, they can accept the
logic of rationalisations: reduction of the labour force,
speed-up, and 5o on. On the ather, they can reject this logic,
thus condemning certain units of production to operate at
a loss and to pay wages far below average rales.

The only solution to all these questions is to regulate
industey ar @ soeial level. thus allowing for an effectively
planned economy consciously run by the working class as
a whole, and for the process of deproletarianisation o ady-
ance.

CLASS POWER NOT “GROUP-POWER’

The basis of the problem which 1 have attempted Lo
elucidate is, thus, quite simple. for us, the notion afl the
class power of the proletariat exists in a very real sense
precisely as class power and not the power of groups. Toa
large extent, these two conceplions are mutually exclusive.
The more power is given Lo groups, the less is the power of
the class as it is sphit into groups fighting amongst them-
selves,

S0 here we have another consequence of the reintrod-
uction of competition on the road to socialism: piven a
market economy and autonomous decision making by pro-
ductive units, there will be competition with groups of
wa rkers from different factories competing with each other,

E

ches from the Lip factory at Bessancon being sold ot the Renault
plant in Billancaurt. Lip workers arganised their own distributian
nd used the procesds ta finance their struggle.

aften very fiercely, Fram the outset factories do not have
the same productivity so, if they compete with each other
and each factory retains what it calls the ‘fruits of its labour
what it is in fact keeping is its revenue determined by its
initial Mnancial sitpation. Whether iis initial endowment in
terme of fixed capital, tools, machinery, equipment and
even local situation was & matter of luck or of social factors,
there is no possible justification for those who are fortunate
enough to work in sbove average factories to enjoy an
sconomic advantage over those who are employed in below
average factores.

IT the decision-making and advanlages of each pari-
jcular factory are left lo the workers of that factory
lo deal with (even if, as in the case of Yugoslavig, a
token ‘national solidarity tax” is levied), a situation of
blatant inequality is created within the working-class, and
when there exist blorenr inequalities, it follows that the
collective strugele of the working class as a whole for its
common interests js broken down by the internecine str-
uggles of different groups of workers,

It is, thus, to decelve the workers to lead them to
believe thal they can manage their affairs at the level of
the factory. In the present economic system, a whale
series of decisions ore inevitably taken at higher lavels
than the factory and if these decisizng ore not consciourly
muade by rhe working class a5 a whole, then chey will be
made by ather forces (n society behind the warkers' backs.

AT WHAT LEVEL SHOULD DECISIONS BE TAKEN?

It may seem that what | am saying is similar to the arg-
uments used by the CGT (the French Commurnist Party
trade union) in its polemics against the CFDT (the socialist
trade union) and socialist self-management current. This is
not at all the case. It is not a matter of counterposing an
ideal of ‘bureancratic centralisation® to the myth of "sell-
management in one factory”; rather, it is a question of chall-
enging the apparently inevitable choice presented by the
limited framework of the debate between bureaucrabic
centrafisation and decentralisation in a market economy.
It is a matter of defending the real marxist solution of
democratically centralised self-management.

We do not support centralisation for its own sake.
We don't at all believe thet centralisation implies the nec-
essity of a new division of labour within the working class
betwaen a small group of managers, professional administ-
rators and bureaucrats on the one hand, and the majority
of the warking class on the other, incapable of centralising
its own management in a demoeratic way. We support dem-
ocratically centralised, planned self-management also as a
manifestation of workers' democracy organised around
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mmr-:pnn:umd workers councils as broadly-based as passible
to involve the maximum number of workers in the exercise
of power.

If we reject the idea that the most democratic form of
self-management is that hased on the individual factory, 1t
is because it is only in a complex structure where sell-
management takes place at all levels of economic and sociul
life. that it is possible to involve the maximum number of
workers at different levels of decision-making. We have a
very simple formula to apply in this context: decisons
must be taken at the level where this can pe done most eff-
gctively. Il is unnecessary 10 cll a Furopean congress ef
workers' councils to work out a bus time-tahle for Coventry,
the workers of Covenlry are quile capahle of working that
out for themselves without the interference of any burcau-
cratic institutions. There’s no need to organise 3 national
congress of workers' councils to orzanise production in o
particular workshop: the workers in that workshop are
guite capahle of sorting that out on their own.

On the other hand, when it comes to making decisions
aboul investment in the shoe industry, or hew 1o fight poll-
ulion of waterways, then 2 national or even international
congress of workers' councils {x necessary, since this sort of
decisions can only be taken at a national or international
Jevel. This is what we mein when we talk about the artic-
ulstion of decision-making bodies. In economic matters
cach decision must ideally be taken at the level at which it
can be most effectively and efficiently implemented.

DEFINING A FRAMEWODRK OF RELATIVE CON-
STHAINTS

Obvioudy, there are certain constraints which detract
from thiz conclusion. | have been very eritical of the Yug
oslay example, but it is not necessary only Lo speak badly
of it. By comparison with the Stalinist experience it Tep-
resents @ grest step [orward and one which allows us 10
give a conyincing answer today to that form of hourgeois
demagogy, which is still the mosl prevaleni ‘refutation’ of
sopcialism, that the workers cannol and, what Is more, do
not wanl to run their own firms. Lock al Yugnslav, one
can reply, they've now been doing it for 20 years! We have
4 lot of criticisms and we would do it differently, but all
the same, they have proved thal it's possible,

In this sense, Yugosiavia presents us with a very pos-
ilive expetience and one which we mustn’t be pushed into
condemning more sirenuously than the bureaucratic org-
gnisation of industry in the Soviet Union. This said, how-
ever, the Yugoslay example allows us to distinguish a whale
series of necessary constrainis far the effective funclioning
of an articulated system of self-management of the kind 1
have outlined above. Let us lake two examples.

| have just said that the prganisation of production in
a particular workshop must be the concern Of the workers
in thal workshap. This remains Liue but it is necessary (o he
more precise: this must take place within a framework af
social labour legistation which will have been established by
a national, or even international, congress of workers’
councils. 1f the workers in a workshop want to work a 54
hour week, | see no reason why they should be allowed o]
a cerfain framework must be worked out nationally to
limit the amount of local variation.

The same poes for the Coventry bus system. When |
said that the workers of Coventry would hdve a free hand
in deciding how to run their own transport system, this
must cbviously be seen in the context of the total allocat-
ijon of funds for public transport in England as a whole
and, more specifically, for that particular part of England.
Ii this condition were not imposed, then a decision taken
on the question of transnart in {Coventry could impose a

whole series ol de faclo priorities an the national plan.
This would, in turn, limit the sovereignty of the working
clazz 33 a4 whale in the allocation of resources. These con-
straints, therefore, are absolutely indispenszable to the

t

exercize of workers' power ai 4 clars rather thun the
power of various sub-groups which could neuiralise, or
even undecmine, the power of the class as a whole

IMAGINATION TO POWER’

Despite the concrete examples, what | have just safd
might still seem rather abstract. This is because we are all
prisoners of 2 particular ideology and a particular way of
Jooking at econamic existence and even everyday life, our
education has accustomed us Lo the actuglity of copitelist
saciety. We are all prisoners of conceptions of the way life
is organised which gorrespond 1o the reality al capiralis!
sty

The students at the Sorbonne in 1968 wrote on the
walls the slogan Pimagination au powvolr’ (imaginalion
to pawer). They expressed what is for revolutionaries a
very profound axiom: it is necéssary Lo exercise an enor-
mous amount of imagination today, in the context of cap-
italism, to begin to conceive of 2 totally different form of
economic reality in which a whole series of social atlitudes,
which don't even exist today, will become part of the every-
day life of the producers who constilule the vast mass of
the population in the advanced capitalist countries.

Let us apain look at an example. The comrades who
wrote the manifesto of the ex-Ligue Communiste, revising
Lenin's old formula, explained that socialism = Sovists plus
automation. For my part, | would go even further and argue
that in the second half of the twentieth century, sosialism
is Soviets (that is to say workers counciks), puiomalion
and televinion. In television, we have al our disposal an
instrument of direct democracy quite unthinkable for Marx,
Lenin or even Trotsky, for the simple reason that none of
these comrades could know anything aboul television and
none of them could have invented it!

Today we hve in a world al a specific level of technol
ogy and we must assess the extenl Lo which ils various forms
could be put to the service of workers democracy—of a Lot
ally different form of economic organisation, It would be
eminently possible, for example, to organise @ national con-
ference of workers’ councils in the shoe mdustry, the pro-
ceedings of which could be simultaneonsly relayed to all
factories in that sector. It would then be possible, il one
of the delegtes said something which didn't correspond
with the mandate given him in his particular factory, fos
the comrades in that factory to pick up the phone, Ting up
the conference, and say, ‘comrade, you're lying' of
equally, ‘you are betraying us, you're not putling our
line and we intend to deal with you immediately.”

Here we have the basis for a qualitatively more adv-
anced implementation of an old conception of Marx and
Lenin: the possibility of recalling glected delegates who
fail Lo stick to their mandale. Previously, such a recall
could only be effected after an interval; with the use of
television outlined above, it would he possible to exercise
the right of recall not after the event, but instantaneously
by simply lifting the phone and giving a repart directly to
the people at the conference.

One only has to consider the techniques which the
bourgenisie uses today in its TV shows, quizzes and parlour
games as a means of passing the time and of *tranquillising’
the masses, to realise the amazing potential of television &5
an instrument of real mass-communication. Just think how
such technigues could be applied to the organisation of
economic and everyday life. What a phenomenal instrument
of direct demgcracy it could be! To my mind, there is ab-
solutely no reason why our conception of sell-management
should be any less demacratic than one based on gelf-
agement at the level of the individual factory. Quite
converse is true, for our conceplion is related to the taki
of the really fundamental decizions.



MEASURES TO UNDERMINE BUREAUCRATIC TEND-
ENCIES

We deliberately prioritise the question of reducing the
working-week and of workers’ participation in economic
and social life and decision-making, rather than make it a
priarity to invalve all of them in harder and harder and
more and more exhausting manpal work, as certain Maoists
propose.

These comrades tell us that a real workers' power has
besn established in China just because the workers partic-
ipate, from time to time, in meelings-to discuss questions
of management,and the management participates in manual
labour for one day a week. What this implies, in reality,
however, is the perpetuation of & division of labour between
those who produce and those who manage, and it is precisely
this division which constitutes the basis for bureaucratis-
ation and which we want to overcome as quickly and as
completely as possible.

This iz why we prioritise a radical reduction of the
working day  (in industrially advanced countries, at least,
half-day working should be introduced immediately after
a socialist revolation) so that the workers will have the
time to seriously occupy themselves with the management
of their own afTairs.

This, of course, does not mean that any particular
worker should spend hiz whole time rushing from confer-
ence to conference; thiz would mean that he would not be
working anymore and, conseguently, would sgain perpet-
uate the division of work and management. Quite the
contrary! To the measures elaboraied by Marx in his
writings on the Paris Commune and by Lenin in State and
Revolurion as means of fighting bureaucratisation, we
should add a new one in our socialist constitution: on all
the highest organs of economic and political power, that
is to sy, the nabional and international congresses of work-
ers’ councils, there must be a cerfein minimum proportion
af workers still involved 1n production who only attend the
congrese for a few weeks of the year. In onder to constitute
an effective weapon sgainst bureaucratisation this proport-
ion must be fixed al a very high level —between, say. two
thirds and threequarters of the delegates.

Thiz last point is well llustrated in relation to Yugosl-
avia, Often the majorily of delegates on workers” councils
al factory level have been workers. At regional congresses,
delegations from the workess councils often include some
30 1o 40% of workers actively engaged in production,
When from time 1o time there 5 @ national congress of war-
kers' councils — maybe every fifteen years (Yugoslav
bureaucrais are evidently very cautiouns!) only two

or perhaps three per cenl of the delegates will be really
icians, clerical workers or supervisory staff. This isn't nec-

essarily the result of some plot; rather it is the inevitable
result of a 48-hour week and of leaving intact a form of
economic organisalion quite unconducive lo any ongoing
mvolvementl of workers in the management of their affairs.

A reduction in the working day, however, is not the
only neceszary muterial precondition for the workers to
take the running of society and the economy into their
own hands. There are several others which are very imp-
ortant.

A COMPLETELY NEW TYPE OF EDUCATION IS RE—
QUIRED.

Radical changes will be necessary in education. The
whole framework of the educational system will have to
be transformed so that the whole of the working class is
gasured of at least a certain minimum of social, cultural
and allround technical educafion. [t will be necessary to
completely rethink the whole social role of education.

Today, there exists & particular model of education in
which one spends either between len and thirteen years or
between sixteen and twenty-five years being educated, This
isn't a model fixed for all time; it i5 quite possible to con-

ceive of a completely different sort of edocation spread
over the whole of adult life, involving a conlinuous devel-
opment in workers' abilitics and skills.

To give credil where credit is due, this is one of the few
spheres in which the Soviet economy has introduced sign-
ificant changes; it is certainly the case that the Soviel Union
is the most advanced country in the world when it comes to
the amount of effort put into generalising education and
training of workers. The intentions behind this achievemant,
unfortunately, were not so inspiring. the Soviet system is
geared to the promotion of iedividwae! workers who are in
this way permanently detached from the working class:
whal else is the situation of o worker who, upon finishing
his studies, becomes a technician and aspires to the bureau-
cracy. The social and ideological climate of Soviet society
15 not conducive to the endurance of a sufficient degree of
class solidarity for @ worker who has gained some technical
qualifications to consider himself still, above all, as a
member of the working class. Thus this technical educat-
won, although more widespread in the Soviet Union than
anywhere else in the world, exists, even there, at the exp-
ense of class solidarity and exclusively for the sake of per-
mitting the promotion of individuals,

POLITICAL PARTIES AND SELF-MANAGEMENT

The second crucial question, then, is that of the social
and, above all, political dimensions of self-management,
Immediately, we are posed with 4 problem: is sell-manape-
ment compatible with the existence of working ¢lass palit-
ical parties® Can it be reconciled with the sorts of political
struggle which we know within the framework of bourgeois
democracy?

In tackling thess questions, belore we even consider
an¥thing else, it is necessary 1o dispel for once and for all
the stalinist myth that esch social clasy can only be repres-
e¢nted hy one polilical parly, and, hence, since only ong
party can represent the proletariat, that there is enly room
for one politicel party, in the process of buillding socialism.
This sori of sophistry has nothing in common with Muarx-
ism or Leninism. For a start, it is clearly shown by history
that since social clamses are nol politically homogenecus
they are often represented by not one  but several different
parties; furthermore, the process of building soclalism is
an entirely new one, giving rise lo completely new prob
lems of econemie, political, social, cultural, biological and
moral policy. To believe that any one person —whoever it
might be— can produce all the necessary answers out of a
hat is just lo deceive onesell and, what is more, to demon-
strate an incredible naively.

0On the contrary, we must vindicate the conception of
competing ideas and tendencies, of political struggles for
choices and options not envisaged in the “sacred texts’ of
marxism_ If we got together all the works of Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Trotsky, and some of Rosa Luxemburg's for
good measure, we'd have quite a little library but we would
by no means find all the answers we needed there. Enorm-
pus problems are thrown up in the process of constructing
a socialist society and it is only going to be through political
struggle, theoretical and ideological debate and practical
experience that these will be resoived. For this reason,
socialist political democracy is absolutely essential 1o min-
imise wastage, to reduce the numbers of errors made and,
gbove all, to cut down to a minimum the time taken to
rectify mistakes.

A second argumenl which must also be refuted i= one
put forward by a pseudo-sell-management current. They
tell us that if political parties continue to exist, they will
manipulate meetings and that the Congresses of Workers
Councils will not be real congresses of councils but rather
congresses of political currents who will waste their time
in segtarian wrangling, Political partics, they say, will take
decisions behind the workers’ backs. We would argue that
this again is a myth: what are really manipulative are gon-
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gresses where large gumbers of worker-delegates tuke part
in unprepared and unstructured debates. In such debales,
real decision-making is impossible because the options are
not clearly articulated, The workers can choose between
three, four ar five propositions which are put to them but
they can't chaose between a thousand, especially il these
are put forward in the form of shouted interruptions ol
demagogic outbursts. The absence oOf parlies, of organised
workers' tendencies, which could come to cOngresses with
clear proposals, platforms and programmes would simply
put @ premium on demagogy and prevent workers [rom
choosing between coherent and clearly formulated positions.

This is why sell-management is impossible without real
socialist democracy which also musl imply not only the
righf to vote and the existence of trade unions independent
of the workers' state, but also the jealous safeguarding of
freedom of the press and freedom of assembly, organisat-
jon and demonstration for the workers

In essence, the possihility of workers anaking real dec-
isions depends on their access 1o real information —to
cantradictory information—  without any limitation ot
monopoly; this, in turn, can only be realised if various
political currents are allowed 10 formulate proposals and
make them known for the workers lo sccepl or reject.
This & a2 model many Limes more democratic than that
thrown aboul by many proponents of *self-management
socialism’ who, by retaining a market economy on the
one hand, and restricting the frecdom of political orga-
nisation for curreents inside the workers’ maovement an the
other, wonrld create an inevitable tendency towards new
monopolies and new forms of alienation for the whole af
the working-class.

SOCIALISM IN ONE FACTORY?

For those of us broughl up in the struggle apgainsi the
idea that it is possible to build socialism in one country, the
conception of ‘molecular sell-management’, of ‘mini-social-
&m in one faclory’ has little attraction. Some currents,
however, defend these sorts of positions and attribute our
positions 1o dogmatism;, they argue that unless workers
gain expernence of management before the gocialist Tevol-
ution, they will nol be able ta learn fram one day to the
next, upon the transfer of power. The experience of small-
scale seli-mapagement under capitalism, they explain, is

useful education and preparation. Many sxamples are
quoted, some of which are not without value, There is the
much vaunted case of Upper Clyde Shipbuilders in Glasgow.
Here was a case of a firm which had collapsed under the
management of the bosses; when il was taken under work-
ers management the resulls ‘wers, noweyer, disastrous,
After a while, the workers Lhemselves were forced to create
the very redundancies amongst themselves which they had
been tryving to stop the bosses from enforcing when they
took over the yards,

There have besn many examples of workers co-operal-
ives that wenl wrong; there have even been some that have
ssucceeded’ —in capitalist terms that is! All that they have
succeeded in, however, has been to transform themselves
into profitable capitalist enterpr ises, operaling in the sme2
way as other capitalist firms.

There are some examples, however, which allow us ta
go into this question mope deeply, and for which revolui-
ipnary marxists require a more developed response. 1 will
intentionally consider the most paradoxical of such exam-
ples, which i to he found today in Francoist Spain. The
Mandragore company employs 12000 workers in @ SEres
of workers co-operalives in the Basque country and is
Spain's largest manufacturer of refrigesators. The firm is
gelf-managed and, at first sighl, it seems 4 phenomenal
success. The workers have disposed of the foremen, reduced
the line speeds and introduced a whole series of measures to
create betler working conditions such as implementing a 37
to 38 hoyr working week, Despite all this, the firm remains
very profitable, apparently it is a spectacular gconomis
SUCCess

But this Is not all. Taking sccount of the classcal
critiques which marxists have made of workers co-cperal-
ives. 1 rule has heen introduced to the effect that wages in
the factary cannot exceed by more than 1 0% the wages paid
in that part of Spain, so that the firm doesn't take on an
exploitative relationship with the rest af the working class.
This would otherwise become almost inevitable in the case
of successful productive umnits, 38 the example of certain
{sraeli kibburzim illustrates very clearly. Such units have
become collectives of capitalists which even go so far as
employing workers without letting them enter the co-op
erative, and paying low wages while keeping for themselves



their shares in the prosperity of the co-operative. Any
possibility of this has, thus, been eliminated in the Mand-
ragore :HPE'I.'E[I\"E'E.

Why, given all this, should we conclude thal this has
been anything but a valuable experience. The answer is
quite obvious and, in the case of Mandragore, it almost
hits one in the face; none of the successes al Mandragore
could have been achieved within the framework of a cap-
jtalist economy without the acquiescence of the banks, of
all the ecopomic institutions amd above all, the state,
which in this instance is not even & bourgeois democracy
but a dictatorship. Without this acquiescence the Mandra-
gore experiment would not survive a single gay: A firm
which employs twelve thoussnd workers and produces
refrigerators for almost half the Spanish market, quite
clearly reguires o continunous credit [acility from the
banks, It is integrated into the banking system and is thus
dependent on the backing of the central bank in consort
with local and regional banks. It can only exist to the
extent that it is tolerated by the capitalisi regime as o
whole. For this reazon, there is no way in which it can pose
gny solutions for the working class as a whole. It is un
experience which is tolerated by the bourgeoisie because
of the local relationship of forces until such a time as a
conflict arises, at which point it will either have to capil-
glate or it will be suppressed.

It is, therefore, dangerous for the working class Lo
become mvolved in this tvpe of experience; al the very
best il can constitute a *pilot scheme' for a tiny minority,
the effect of which is to divert the energy of the working
class trom a dyunamic of ever-extending struggles to one
dominated by requirements of ‘production’ which has
nothing in comman even with syndicalism, let alone rev-
olutionary marxism,

When the boss wanls to create redundancies and
the workers respond by occupying their factory, by trans-
forming their passive strike into an active one by seizing

THE CLASS
IN EUROPE

THE TASKS OF REVOLUTIONARIES IN EUROPE

This conference is an indication of the profound chan-
ges which are taking place in the international working class
movement today. In dozens of industries, and in new seclors
like the banks and hospitals, a layer of revolutionary milit-
ants, capable of directly initiating and leading struggles of
a very advanced character, is emerging.

Thiz development highlights the meodification in the
relationship of forces between the workers' vanguard and
the irade union bureaucracy which has taken place since
1968. The ripening of this process in the course of dozens
of struggles during the next few years could, in the eveat of
a far-reaching social explosion, lead to a situation very diff-
erent from that in May "68. It could trigger off a series of
struggles on a scale not seen in France for decades,

Bul this is true not simply of France. For those who
have taken part in workers' conferences like this organised
on a European scale, it is easy to see that a similar transfor-
mation of the workers' movement is taking place in a num-
ber of countries —notably in Belgium, [taly, Spain and
Britain,

LAUNCHING STRUGGLES ON AN INTERNATIONAL
SCALE

Il today we can launch at least limited initiatives at the

level of the individual (actory, and even industrial sector,

‘booty’ as they did at the Lip watch factory in France, we
must tee these developmenls as forms of struggle and ways
in which conmsciousness @5 raired, and nol as economic
solutions. In this context, it is necessary to delerming
what actions #re most favourahle to the concentration of
efforl on the extension of the struggle mther than on the
solution of technical prohlems of production and distrib-
ution which inexorably lead along the road to sectoral
interests which will ultimately come into conflict with the
interests of the working class as a whole,

PREPARE THE WORKERS TODAY FOR SELF-MANAGE-
MENT TOMORROW:

Does this mean that we reject any notion of preparing
workers now for the prablems of self-management they will
fuce alter the revolution? Absolutely not; o working class
which has only had expenence of strikes for higher wages
and electoral campaigns will find itsell ot a considerable
disadvantage when it is confronted with the task of running
ihe economy at a regional, national and international level,
We realise that preparation and education are essential for
these tasks, but this will not be achieved through dead-end
attempts at mini self-management under capilalism. The
working clugs will prepare itself for self-management through
the struggle for workers' control and the self-organisation of
its struggles, When workers begin to exercise control over
the capitalist management of their factories, to take
control of their unions, to take the organisation of sirikes
into their own hands with the greatest possible degree ol
workers' democracy, they are enrolling themselves into
the only real school of self-management which is open
under capitalism,

‘This education in practice will not be limited to gaining
technical knowledge in preperation for self-management
hut will also concern the central precondition for this sell-
management: the raising of their capacity for self-organis-
ation and for struggle —the mising of their collective class
conscipusness and solidarity.

STRUGGLE

by Anton Udry

then it is clear that tomorrow we will be able to take certain
inmitiatives —limited, but of extraordinary significance— at
an international level The possibililies are already evident
in some sectors, such os the motor, steel, chemical and glass
industrics.

So, to deal with the tasks of revolulionaries in Europe
inday, we must first insist upon the active role of the work-
ers vanguard in the internationalisation of struggles. 1t must
be stressed that this development flows directly from the
inevitable tendency towards the internationalisation of cap-
ital. The existence of the Common Market, and the possible
steps towards economic and monetary union together with
the political repercussions that would have, means that the
development of ils struggles on an international scale is al-
ready a crucial guestion for the workers' movement, This
internationalisation of the productive forces, means that
the multi-national companies have numerous factories in
the various Furopean countries —in other words, we are
seeing the emergence of a kind of international employing
class.

This means that the international negotistion of work
contracts and European-wide strikes and solidarity actions
have already been on the agenda for some years. There are
basically four central tasks in this context.

1. To organise & response to the attacks on the workers'
movement by the multi-nationals.



1, To integrate the 12 million immigrant workers in Europe
into the organs of working class struggle in gach particular
couniry.

3. To popularise the experiences of the most advanced
struggles led by the workers' vanguard from one country

FIRST TASK:

to another.

4. Tu go beyond economusm, and solidarity sunply at the
level of one sector, lo develop a political solidarity on a
European scale with the political struggles of Lhe workers in
Spain. Poringal. France. England, atc..

THE STRUGGLE AGAINST THE MULTINATIONALS

The first task can be summarised s the need to over-
come the negative effect on strikes of the international cen-
tralisation of capital. In its most typical form, the mulbi-
national firm, this allows the employers 1o develop a new
offensive strategy, co-ordinated and ¢enftralised, in order to
keep a tight rein on the situation while keeping wages as low
as possible. This involves playing on the divisions in the
trade union movement and the absence of any co-ordinaled
response, a5 well as investing in regions where wages are
lower and the trade unions are weaker.

Hence any multi-national company faced with a strike
can respond in a number of ways: it can (ransfer production
from one country to another, insisting thal overtime i
worked in one factory which iz not on strike in order to
make up some of the production losses; it can adapt the
schedule of production at the subsidiary to make up for the
losses in production ut the factories on strike; it can geo-
graphically separdfe certain stages of production so as o
reduce the effect on sales of a struggle in a particular coun-
try, elc...

The bosses can even threaten to close down the factar-
ics and shift production for good if they are feced by a
strike. This happened in Germany in May-June 1971, when
the boss of the second biggest chemiculs concern, Kurl
Hansen of Bayer, threatened to move his factories abroad
unless the workers modified their demands. Today the
weight of these multi-nationals is still greater; and it must
pe an urgent task for revolutionary militants to respond to
this oifensive,

At the moment, however, it is the trade union bureau-
crats who have seized the initiative at this level. They have
set up “‘world trade union councils’ for each multi-national
which organise a limited response at a supra-bureaucratic
jevel to the bosses’ offensive, and through this ‘technical
efficiency’ they hope to maintain and consolidate their
position,

1 don't want to dwell here on the initiatives they have
taken, even though a study of them would be rewarding for
revolutionary militants, There, was for instance, the strike
at Kodak in Vincennes in May 1971, when the Kodak
sworld trade union council’ succeeded in getling the British
transport workers to prevent the delivery of films destined
to Vincennes, and persusded the German workers at a
Kodak subsidiary not to produce extra film to make up for
this.

But what 1 want to deal with here are the concrete
initintives which we should be able to develop with the
forces we have already accumulated in various sectors on o
European scale. Three examples will suffice: Caterpillar,
SEAT-Flat: and Rhone-Progil, which is part of the Rhone-
Poulenc trust.

CATERPILLAR

Caterpillar is an extraordinarily powerful trust with
interests on a world seale, specialising in the production
of heavy tractors, bulldozers, earth-moving equipment,
etc. It can cope al oné and the same time with strikes in
Belgium, France, and Scotland, provided they aren't co-
prdinated.
gled.

However, we have comrades in Caterpillar —at Gren-
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ohle in France we have comrades who are with us today, at
Goslee in Belgium we have contacls and intervenc in lhe
factory, while at Glasgow in Scotland we should be able Lo
develop similar work.

These factories concenirale on different stages of prod-
uction: for instance, the engincs are produced at Goslee,
while the sssembly and wiring are carried out at Grenoble.
Hence, if there is a strike at Grenoble, it should be possible
to stop the delivery of engines from Goslee.

For example, in May-Juna 1973 a struggle began al
Grenoble. It got off to & good start, being supported by
nearly all the workers, but then got bogged down because
the bureaucrats refused to comsider the occupation of the
factory. At the centre of the struggle was the demand foran
across-the-board increase of 200 francs & month (approyim-
ately £4.50 a week) —a demand which could obviously have
been extended throughout the trust, and taken up at Glas-
gow and Goslee, for instance.

The fact that the Grenoble factory wasn't occupied,
however, was a big problem: eventually only 60% of the
workforce remained on strike, and the scabs were going
into work. Now if the Belgian comrades had taken solidarity
action, and had refused 1o send the necessary engines to
Grenoble, that would have been decisive in strengthening
the strike and encoursging the Grenoble workers to.defy
the buresucrats. It didn’t happen —but it could have done,
it was perfectly possible, and will be again if we systematic-
ally organise this work on a European scale.

Again, on 7 April 1974, a strike broke out at the Belg-
ian factory at Goslee. But the comrades al Grenoble were
not in touch with the developing situation. Right from the
start the relutionship of forces was rather bad, a= only 57%
of the workers had voted for a strike. The trade union
leaders refused to organise the strike, although the bosses
were notorious for their use of repressive tactics. By 13
May the strikers had returned to work on the instructions
of the bureaucrats, even though their demands hadn’t been
met. Here again solidarity could have been decisive. At one
lime there were tenuous links between the factories at
Coslee and Grenoble, but these have long since broken
down. It is up to us to remedy this, and we now have the
means o hand.

We can develop this solidarity on a very concrete basis.
For instence, Caterpillar has a very complicated system of
grading and bonuses, and indeed the last gtrike at Gosles
concerned the whole grading system and the way in which
transfers from one category lo another are carried out.
There are no less than seven categories, ach consisting of
four different grades. Here there is obviouily the possib-
ility of a general cumpaign around common demands
against this divide-and-rule system of the bosses.

There is also the possibility of developing a campaign of
political solidarily against the militery use af Caterpillar
equipment, which is currently on delivery to several armies,
This had its inspiration when the Grenoble comrades,
reading the Spanish paper published by the Swiss section
(Rojo), noticed a photo of a Caterpillar tractor being used
in Angola. Caterpillar, in fact, sells tractors with machine-
gun rests. So the Grenoble comrades put outa leaflet deal-
ing with the military use of Caterpillar equipment, and now



there is a chance of developing a campaign in the European
factories tied 1o the situation in Portugal and the struggle of
the liberation movemenis. These kinds of possibililies exist,
and we must take advantage of them.

To take one more instance —Caterpillar recently closed
down its factory in Melbourne, Australia, making 2,500
workers redundant. But we anly found out (rom the Com-
munist Party, although we have comrades in Australia and
could, with a more systematic centralisation of work, have
been the first (o use the announcement of this closure to
show what Caterpillar is up to, developing from this example
agitational work around job security at Glasgow, Goslee, and
Grenoble.

SEAT-FIAT

A second example is the struggles which have been dev-
cloping at SEAT in Spain and Fiat in Italy. Half of SEAT
is owned by the Spanish State, with the other hall belong-
ing to Fial. The example I'm poing to give i based an
initintives taken by us, taken by member organisations of
the Fourth International, but without any wider co-ordin-
ation or even informalion,

When the strikes at Fiat reached o very high level in
1969, the boss, Agnelli, considered shifting the production
of engines and machine-tools to SEAT. So the leaders of
the Italiun CGIL union federation, who knew sbout this
plan, went off to Spain to discuss it with the SEAT work-
ers, However, when struggles started to break out al SEAT
in June-October 1971, Agnelli gave up the ides, realising
that the situation in Spain wasn't all he'd hoped it might be.

But during the June-October 1271 strugegle another
significant evenl took place: the French CGT union feder-
ation, together with the CGIL (both dominated by the
Communist Party), sent o delegatc to Spain. They asked a
member of the Spanish Communist Party to come and
address the workers al Renaull and Fiat, Clearly it was a
chance for the CP to play up its ‘internationalist” image
while it the same time developing a purely verbal salidarity.

An alternative, however, was proposed by a Trotskylst
militant m the workers' commission (underground trade
umion], Very simply, he suggested: ‘The delepate should be
elected on the basis of a concrete programmeé of intarnat-
ional solidarity.” He proposed that a “pérmanent liaisan
comautiee’ responsible to the base should be established.
[his commuiltes, le said, should put out regular informahion
an the progress of struggles and the response of the bosses
in the Fiat empire. Furthermore, it should ensure the org
gnisation of solidarity strikes in the Furopean faciories
whenever a struggle broke out in any part of the Fiit Lrust.
And on rhis hasis he was elected,

For several reasons this project never actually got off
the ground —nevertheless, it shows the Rinds of initiatives
gnd proposals thar revolutionaries can put forward lodav.

Al the same time in Fiat, Turin, while the SEAT strike
was developing, some solidarity strikes were called by the
trade unions. But our comrades used this 1o organise meet-
ings in the departments and workshops where they worked
in arder to discuss the political situation in Spain. They
developed the intemationalist consciousness of the Italian
workers.

30 herz we have twno actions, tafally unco-ardinated,
which show the possibility of going beyvond abstract and
verbal solidarity.

These possibilitics were already apparent with the out-
break of strikes in Turn in 1971, Fiat then tried to introd-
uce a third shift at SEAT to make up production losses, bul
it was successfully resisted by the SEAT workers who in
this way concretely supported the struggles of the Fiat
workers,

Onee again, we see that we could take initintives which
chake off the demagogic policy of the Communist Parties.
We could bring to the SEAT workers in Barcelona the less-
ang of the massive gains won by the Mirafiori workers, part-
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icularly in the struggle against the capitalisl organisalion of
work. We could also popularise in Turin the gains won by
the SEAT workers on the question of seli-defence, on the
question of resisting the police. Lastly, we could develop a
political campalgn showing the Key role of these forms of
workess' struggles at SEAT end Fiat in the overall frame-
work of the development of workers' struggles in Italy and
Spain
RHONE-PROGIL

This strike is currentfy taking place in a complex and
highly automated factory in France producing phenol.
Rhone-Progil is part of a multi-national, Rhone-Poulenc,
which has 35 factaries in 12 different countries and has for
the last two yvears invested mainly in its foreign subsidiaries.
In the present struggle | want to underline two extraardin-
ary aspects: (1) the links established with other factories
whose production is tied in with that of Rhone-Progl;
{2) the links which the comrades are developing with other
phenol-producing firms in Europe which aren’t part of the
Rhone-Poulenc trust. Then we can make a companson with
the elaborate projects of the internationsl bureaucrat,
Levinson, who in 1971 set up a *world trade union council”
for Rhone-Poulenc,

A% s00n a5 the workers decided to cut the level of prod-
uction fram 280 to 140 tonnes (enough only for use
internally -sa that they pet paid but the bozses don'thave
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any to sell), they gol in touch by phone with the factory
shop stewards at Bayer in Cologne and Montedizon in
southern Italy to explain the situation. The Bayer workes
immediataly respond in & very concrete fushion: they won't
produce a drop extra of phenal, and their present product-
ion s only just sufficient for the German market, so they're
hardly in a position to accept supplementary orders [rom
Rhone-Progil. As for Montedison, the response is pradict-
ably a bit different: Lthey're about to go on sirike tham-
selyes. so there’s nothing to worry about there!

The Rhone-Progil workers therefore talk about the
possibility of sending a delegation to ltaly. And here's an
excellent example of how seemingly different questions tie
in tagether —because it is obviously the Italian mmigrant
workers al Rhone-Progil who will be sent to contucl Lhe
Italisn workers at Montedison!

These contacts can and must be of a very different
kind from those proposed by Levinson. First of all, one
can eapluin in Italy and Germany - particularly necessary
in the latter— the importance of the methods of strugale
adopted: how the general assemblies of workers contribute
to advancing the struggle, the way in which the techmical
problems posed by a strike in this sector (such as the danges
of explosions) are overcome. The rank-and-file delegates will
try to exchange expeniences of struggle, and then they will
po on o supgest ways in which the struggle can be prepared
and organised.

You probably know that the struggle has been prépared
and popularised by adopting many of the methods vsed at
Lip. They produve their own recorded mdio bulletins, for
instance, which are regularly played in the canteen and keep
everyane informed of all aspects of the struggle. There is
glso a printed bulletin, Phacumene Unite, like Lip Ulnite.
This application of the Lip experience must now be exi-
enfed to Montedison and also —even if il meels with only
a limited response— to Bayer.

Obviously these are projections, which we won't be
ahble to organise in 4 day and which will only be sysiemal-
ised with a lot of effort. But even if we can't apply them
today, we must all the time be aware that these kinds of
possibilities exist. For instance, the whole question of
industrial safety is posed: there was an explosion at
Rhone-Progil in 1962, and there has recently been one at
Bayer, There will also be a *boomerng effect’, since the
workers al Montedison have had their own extraordinary
experiences of struggle and will be able to pass theze on (o
the militants at Rhone-Progil,

Unless we at least start to consider such imitatives
today, we will never be in a position Lo carry them out
Although there are limits to what we can do today, that is
no reason for not launching an all-out propagands affensive
on these questions. Clearly, also, we must push for demands
on wages, etc., to be generalised and coordinated on an
international scale.
~ But there is also another aspect of this struggle— the
links established with other factories in the region, which
it would clearly be possihle to develop on an international
scale. For instance, Rhone-Progil produces electricity for
the EDF (electrcity board) and chlorine for Ugine-Kuhlman.
It iz therefore necessary (o get in touch with the workers
here (which has been done) since they will be affected by
the loss of production.

This kind of-struggle has & potential importance unrel-
sted to the comparatively few workers actively engaged in it,
and its lessons must be driven home at an inlernational
level in the chemical industry.

LEVINSON'S PLAN

Compared with this kind of projection, Levinson's
plan displays all the burcgucratic distortions of the
international trude union apparatus. All he proposes is to
draw up a list of demands which he alone will decide on in
his offices at Geneva, based on his own enguines.

On this basis he tries to secure collective ggreaments,
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ratified by himself, on an international scale. He proposes
limited actions to give some credibility to his international
strategy, but these in no way stimulate or extend new
methods of struggle gained through the various iniliatives
{aken by the revolutionaries. On the contrary, he sims 10
limit a5 much as passible any communication on this issue,
However, it is clear that there exists today & real passibility
of countering the international strategy of the bureaucrals
and the tendency towards hyper-bureaucratisation, as long
as revolutionaries counlerpose concrete initbives ar an
International level.,

I'he bureaucracy appears (o have a big ‘technical super-
tarity’ -~ Levinson, for inslunce, has at his disposal {thanks
to the German DGB) a computer with informaltion an all
the main chemical firms in the warld. This can gve com-
plete information on any firm to any trade union leadership
within seconds.

It i this aspect of its activity that the burcauimcy
gims to build up, knowing that here lies its strength. We
have to respond to this “technical and buresucratic effic-
ieney', not at the level of technicul efficiency —although
we could make use of much of the information built up by
the trade union leaderships—. but through a series of initiat-
ives which increase the effeciiveness of struggles. One of the
basic strengths of revolutionary militants lies in rhe co-ord-
ination of struggles through delegates elected directly by
mass meetings of workers, The workers of the Solvay
{rust did this with delegates from factories in France,
Belgium, Ttaly, and Germany

ONE CAN WIN AGAINST THE MULTENATIONALS

S0 | would insist on the fact that one can stand up lo
and even defeat an international boss, even if the struggle is
isalated. It is possible to smash the policy of the multi-

nationals if one rejects the defeatist attitudes encouraped
by the international trade union bureauncrats —if thera s &

high level of struggle, if it is organised demacratically, if it
has clear perspeclives and concrete ohjectives are put for-
ward.

SECOND TASK:
INTEGRATE THE IMMIGRANT

WORKERS, FIGHT AGAINST
RACISM

The second internationalist rask of revolutionaries con-
cemns the integration of the immigrant workers —of whom
there are now 12 million in Europe— into the structures of
the local workers' movement.

Immigration is loday structurally necessary for the
capitalist system. One can only undersland the long-term
growth of the capitalist system since the Second Warld War
in the light—among other factors— of the presence of this
mass of immigrant workers, which has allowed the bosses ta
filt the balance of forces in favour of productivity increases
at the expense of real wages.

CAPITAL'S POLICY

This relationship of forces has assisted the accumulation
of capital because of its favourable impact on the rate of
profit. In the present situation in Europe, immigrant work-
ers are not only crucial for the functioning of the sconomy
in & series of countries, but at the level of production they
almost completely dominate certain industries such as texl-
iles, and the car assembly lines in Germany, France and
Belgium. They also play an essential role in some of the
public services (refuse disposal, pubhc transport ).

The political use made of immigration by the bourg:
eoisie obviously ties in with its economic use (no training
costs, low wages, long hours, 2ic.) lo weaken the working
class as a whole, by stirring up racist and chauvinist atlitudes.
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The super-exploitation of immigrant workers thus becomes
accepiable to sections of the indigenous workers, who are
even persuaded to accept the sacking of immigrant workers
as if this will in some mysterious way guarantee their own
jobs

The bosses try to foster the illusion that the social crisis
is caused not by the capitalist svstem but by immigration.
One even has the situation, in countries like Switzerland,
where the existence of a privileged layer of workers 15 long-
established, where the super-exploitation of immigrant work-
ers is justified on the basiz that it will guarantee a privileged
pasition for the indigenous workers.

OUR RESPONSE

It is urgent that we respond to this policy —which
weakens the whole working class— mnce the traditional
workers’ movement has proved incapable of doing so. Our
basic slogans must be: complete freedom of migration;
common politicel, civil, voting end trade union righis for ail
those working in the jame couniry.

In response to the strategy of the bourgeoisie— which
envizages the ‘social integration” of a layer of immigrant
workers as atomised individuals, who adapt to bourgeois
social and ideclogical norms— we must counterpose a ‘closs
integration’, ie. their inclusion in the structures through
which the indigenous working class movement ofganises ils
gtruggles.

The smployers are trying on the oné hand to increase
the turn-over of a section of immigrants (‘rotating' immigr-
ation), and on the other to integrale anolher section.

Clhasy integration follows several routes. To take cne
example: when the Hella workers at Lippstadt in Germany
{who make car hesdlamps) won a struggle in 1973 thanks to
the advanced methods of struggle they used (strike committ-
ces, multi-national Spanish-ftalan-Turkish committes), they
introduced into Germany forms of struggle developed by the
workers' movement in their native countries (Spain and Italy)

When Spanish workers at a Geneva engineering warks in
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Switzerland took over the ‘factory committees” and organised
the first strike lor decades in three or four factoriss, they
intreduced new methods of struggle into a country where the
*Social Peace” has long reigned unchallenged. This has allowad
the new generation of young Swiss workers to take a short cul
in accumulating experience of how to fight effectively.

When a struggle broke out at the small Blindex factory
i Marseilles with Tunisian workers at ils head, they shgwed
their ahility to unite in struggle with French workers and to
develop local suppart, including 3 solidarity demonstration
through the area, This too shows the way in which immigrant
warkers can be integrated into local struggles and at the same
time put to good use the traditionsz in the countries from
which they come.

UNITY OF THE
ACTION

This possibility can only be developed through a huge
and conscious effort by the workers venguard, sometimes
against the stream. Obviously the examples 1 gave above are,
at the moment, exceptions. We must not under-estimate the
chauvinism and racism, the nationalist degeneration, of the
workers' movement, which can lead to the isolation of even
exceptionally militant struggles. Thus the Turkish workers at
Ford’ in Colegne sufferad a severe defeat in August 1973
when they were unable to involve a significant number of
German workers in the struggle. They made the mistake of
estimating the balance of forces zalely on the basis of ther
own militancy, not realising the importance of work in the
trade unions and a period of prepammtion for the struggle.

We should also launch initiatives with the understanding
that in some countries aufonomous movements of immigrarnt
workers can and ought to assist and provoke this ‘class int-
egration’. In France, for instance, the General Union of Sen-
egalese workers has played a real role in channelling Senegal-
exe workers towards the rrade union organisations.

Lastly, we must fight for the right of immigrant workers
to establish their own caucuses nside the trade unions. This

WORKING CLASS AND FORMS OF



will aliow them to meet, 1o discuss their own specilic prot-
lems, and to win greater hacking for their demands. Further-
more —given the anti-trade unionism of many immigrant
workers, whose judgement is based on the chauvinist policies
of the trade union bureaucracy— these caucuses must also be
open Lo non-union labour.

In this context brief mention must be made of two other
tasks: the importance of support commitrees, and the creatfon
or strengthening of revolutionary organisafions in the tromie-
rant workers countries of origin.

For instance, around the Muser strike in Switzerland, was
held one of the largest demonstrations ever seen in Genevi.
More than 3,500 peaple demanstrated their support for 100
mainly Spanish building workers. This was the firsi real chall-
enge to the dominant chauvinistic current in the Swiss
workers' movement, and it showed the possibilities of establ-
ishing links in the fight against chauvinism betwesn immigrant
workers, the radicalised youth vanguard, and a section of the
Swiss working class. The work of building support for the
strikers was decisive in achieving this success.

THIRD TASK

The second task flows from the fact that immigrant
workers, joining the trade unions in the country to which
they have come, and establishing contacts with revolutionary
militants there, will thus be sble to absorb a whole series of
‘lessons’ from the experience of the mative workers' move-
ment. This will obviously strengthen the possibilities of
organising revolutionary parties, sections of the Fourth Int-
ernalional, in their couniries of ongin.

This i already Beginmng (o happen in one instance, with
gotivity directed towards the Spanish immigrani vanguard in
Sweden, Switzerlund, Belgium and Trance in oider to help
sirengthen the LCR-ETA(VT) (2 sympathising vrganisation of
the Fourth International in Spain). This work can bath help
to strengthen the Trotskyist organisation in Spuin and counter
the influence of the Communizt Party und cenlbrist currents
among the immigrant workers. It is a precondition for the
development of a movement of pohtial solidarity with
struggles in the countries from which the immigrant workers
Eome.

COMBINE THE UNEQUAL DEVELOPMENT OF STRUGGLES.

An essential lask for the internationalist vanguard is (o
try to modify the unequal development of struggles by int-
egrating them on a European scale, In all the major European
couniries, with the partial exception of capltalist Germany,
struggles are today bemg launched around more und more
similar objectives, This iz explained by the fact that the
structwral crisis of the capitaiist system is today combined
with @ conjuncrural crisis. The structural crisis is expressed
in declining industrial sectors, in the generalised inflation,
as well as in Lhe incressingly repressive regime inside the
factorics and the moves against this to question the bogses’
authorily.

The conjunctural crisis takes the form of growing unem-
ployment. galloping inflation, etc. The combination of these
two factors now exists Lo one degree or another in all the
imperialist countries. This explains the growing lendency on
a European scale for struggles to break oul around broadly
similar objeclives, So it is on the basis of common problems
—unemployment, inflation, stfacks on trade union rights, the
struggle against the capitalist organisation of work — that we
must aim to stimulate and speed up on a European scale the
sbsorption of the most advanced experiences from one
country to another.

We must encourage the workers in one country to learn
from the mosl advanced experiences of their comrades else-
where. We must prevent them from having to cover all the
same ground again, 5o as to be able to develop rapidly a level
of struggle, or organisation, which corresponds 1o the objecrive
problems posed today by the structural and eonjunciural
erisis of the capitalist system, which can only be tackled and
resolved by a highly militant and conscious working class.

I would like to give several concrete examples of this,
though the only one in which we directly took the lead was
thal at the Geneva hospital in Switzerland. This is the only
instance where an effective and conscious integration of
many different experiences has been carried out under Trot-
skyist leadership.

THE HOSPITALS

This long strike and struggle broke out in a country
where there are no traditions of militancy, In a sector
where there had never before been one single struggle in
the whole history of Switzerland. The demands were for a
40-hour week and 300 francs (approximately £50) for all
The nature and forms of this struggle cannot be understpod
except in the context of Lip and the struggles in the French
hospitals,

The Swiss comrades in Geneva had organised meeting

after meeting in solidarity with the Lip workers, Comrade
Piaget (CFDT union delegate at Lip) #nd others explained
in detail how they were popularising their struggle, how Lhey
kept contiol over the negotiations, how they soughl (o creale
unity among different sections of the workforce. In fact, as
experienced trade unionists they passed on every scrap of
information which could be useful to young militants
trying 1o bring together different categories of Swise and
immigrant workers and ensure the maximum invelvement of
all the hospital workers.

But one element was still missing. A hospital is not Lip

you can't take it over to produce illnesses! The basic quest-
jon & how to maintain health care while at the same Lune
hitting the administration, For that you need the kind of
experience of struggle that was developed around the adminis-
trative strikes in the general hospiltals in Lyon and Tours in
France.

50 a comrade from Tours was invited to Geneva on the
suggestion of the revolulionaries to take part in o trade union
general assembly. In explaining how an adminisfrative strike
ghould he organmed, and in miving concrete and detailed
explanations on how to take such a struggle forward, he
allowed these workers to absorb an experience which it would
otherwise have luken them years to gain. OF course this dev-
elopment rested on one small but very important thing: the
existence of the French and Swiss sections of the Fourth
International, which made this transfer and conscious fusion
al diverse expericnces possible.

LIP

There is no need to expand on this struggle, for the
general details are well known (see issues of Red Weekly in
the second half of 1973, for instance). However, in Belgium
the imternational campaign we led allowed us to develop very
fruitful debates inside the workers' vanguard on the key
question of workers’ control. In Switzerland there were
meetings which were extremely important in showine Lhe
Swizs watch-workers, who are faced with the sume threats to
their jobs, that it is passible to win a struggle. There was also
a campaign organised by the Swedish comrades.

But on top of that, the struggle at Rhone-Progil can only
be pnderstood in the light of the Lip experience. [t would
never have taken place, let alone developed in the way it has
done, if there had been no Lip. Lip has been a fantastic
stimulus to other struggles, notably in its lessons for the pop-
ularisation and extension of the struggle, The struggle of the
Ampex workers in Belgium, who took a ‘war chest' ol mug-
netic tape casseties as hostuge and so forced major concessions
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Cartoon by workers at Glaverbel glasworks The text resdss No o medundancies, no to dismantling of the factory

out of their American boss, is another example of how the
Lip experience has been absorbed.

THE EXAMPLE OF GLAVERBEL-GILLY

| would like to emdd this section with an example of the
integration of experiences al 2 regionul level, together with
those from past struggles, during the recent Belgian glass-
workers” strike in the Charleroi area,

On 8 May this yveir, 4000 workers wenl on strike and
accupied their factories. On 13 May the number of workers
on strike grew to 12,000 and a regional sirike committes was
set up. On 27 May the strike eanded in complete victory, This
experience on the level of a region shows just how much
hetter we can comhbine the unequal development of strugples
on an international scale.

The importance of the glassworkers' victory hecomes
clear when one realises that in 1960-61 they were completely
smashed when the bosses launched their counter-offensive
after the Belgian general strike. A long period of reconstruct-
ion was needed, first centering on the Glaverbel-Gilly plant
and then spreading to the rest of the glass sector. lts culmin-
ation in a general siruggle highlights three important élements;
1. The absorption of the experience of a struggle at Glaverbel-
Gilly in 1973.-2. The possibility for the first time of respond-
ing successfully to a sacking by & multi-national firm. 3. The
ahility o bring the multi-national BSN trust Lo its knees,

With regard to the first element: the essentfal point about
the victory won at Glaverbel-Gilly in 1973, apart from the
occupation, was the exisrence of a sirike commirtes, elected
in the workshops and in the different sectors. It ofganised
the occupation, the pickets, set up a rota for maintaining the
accupation, and in every aspect had real control over the
accupation and its popularisation. The strike commitiee was
in daily contact with the various political groups to push for-
ward the extension of the struggle. Finally, the strike comm-
ittee controlled the negotiations and, what is especially rel-
evant to what may happen at Rhone-Progil, they confrofied
production.

The problem in the glass industry is this: one can’t stop
the production of glass for any length of time without dam-
aging the machinery, In arriving at a solution {o overcome this
problem, the warkers showed their evident ability to run the
factory themselves —they decided to produce glass shects
which were not of the standard size, and =0 could not simply
be zaid by the bozs afterwards. After the sirike, they made
sure that it wasn't sold off cheaply because of this. And if
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they then had to cut it to the right size..well, then they
would have to be paid for the whole job. In this way prod-
uction was continued throughout the strike without in any
way benefilting the bosses. And this type of strike, initially
launched by the workers of one factory, was adopted in seven
‘other plass factories.

But this integration ol experiences didn’l just happen
spontaneously. A major factor was the intervention of rev-
olutionary militants inside and oulside the fuctory through
the bulletin of a class struggle tendency in the union called
‘The New Defence’. This slowly allowed the workers to re-
orgamse after the defeat of 1960-61, and took them through
Lhe victory in 1973 to its generalisation in 1974 to 11 fact-
orics, seven of which were occupied, linked up through a
regional strike committes.

We must understand the decisive role played by "The New
Defence’ in generalising the experience of 1973, We ourselves
will ba able to play this role on the international level —perhaps
less efficiently, but its effect will be ten times a8 exemplary
given the difficulties of doing it. The svnthesis of the exper-
ience of the most advanced struggles carried oul in the Cher-
leroi region must be peneralised to other sectors of the glass
industry in France, England, etc.

The second key element of this strike lay in the workers'
ahility tno respond to a sacking carried out by a multi-national
company. A warker was sacked on the spot hy the hosses for
calling a meeting of warkers in the refectory at the Multipane
factory, against the advice of mansgement and without the
agreement of the trude union bureaucrats. At once the factory
was occupied and strike pickets were organised. Immediately
the demand for his reinstatement was included along with
those concerning the contract renewal in the glass industry,
and it was given equal weight throughout the struggle_ In this
way the bosses' counter-offensive was smashed, and the red-
undancy notice withdrawn.

This example must be developed, generalised, explained.
The workers of 3 multi-nalional trust have shown that the
international bosses cannot sack a worker without repercusz-
ions. The workers can make o multi-national pay for such
attempts at victimisation. In large part, this success depended
an the level of conscicus organization of the struggle. In this
case, suceask could he achieved even without international co-
ardination

“The New Defence’ declared in drawing the lessons of the
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strike: “Just as it is our brawn and brains which normally keep
the factary going, so we will he the masters during the strike

and will take the decisions on the basis of our own interests.’
This wealth of experience must be asmmilated by the

workers” vanguard of the Furopean glass industry, We must
ook into this kind of guestion in all cur sections so that we
can develop in our trade union waork 3 level of i.nl.e:[mti-:-n_al
go-ordination to ensure that such an advanced experience in
any oné country can he organisationally sssimiluted, The
struggle of the Belgian glass workers ilsell provides an example
of the integration of struggles, since the Glaverbel workers
played a decisive role in involving eleven factories in a strike
which generalised 47 a very Jigh level the lesons of a victor-
tous struggle and a long preparation for the fight.

MORE ADVANCED EXPERIENC

Todav there are u whole series of sectors in which we
will be able to generalise the experiences of more advanced
struggles. For instance, the contracts in the US car indusiry
provide for an annual puarenreed wage. If 2 worker is laid off
he still gets about 85% of his normal wage. At Alfa-Romeo in
Milan there is in effect a guaranteed wage —if a worker is laid
off, he gets unemployment henefit from the state and the
difference is made up by the bosses. Today such & demand
it of key imporiance in the face of the mtionalisation and
redundancies that will be introduced by the car bosses in a
period of slump. One sees here the importance of generalising
experfences, if only to determine the ohjectives of struggle.

To conclude, there are twn other aspecls of our
work which it is important to strengthen from the point of
view of combining and assimilating the experiences of the
most advanced struggles. The first is ‘women's work’. In a
series of countries where backwardness on this question holds
back strupgles we will be able 10 muke important break-
throughs by drowing lessons from the struggles and the devel-
opment of the women's movement in France and Britain.

‘Then there is the guestion of workers 'self<defance, whose
experiences must also be generalised. An important example
of this is the way in.which the flying pickets were organised
during the miners’ strike in Britain. From a central pool,
dozens of miners could be despatched at need to strengthen
this or that picket. This kind of experience must be ipcorp-
oraled mto the general lessons that the workers’ vangaurd
can draw from the stroggles of recant years.

FOURTH TASK
POLITICAL SOLIDARITY

The mobilisation which took place all over Europe in
1970 in solidarity with the Basque militants sentenced to
death by the Burgos miflitary tribunal represented a high
point of the palitical solidarity developed hy the revolut-
fonary vanguard with the siruggles of the Spanish working
class. For these demonstrations of support did not limit
themselves simply to demanding the release of lzko and his
comrades —even though that was of course essential— but
hased themselves an solidarity with the Spanish workers for
the overthrow of the Francoist dictatorship and the achieve-
ment of socialism. Furthermore, this mobilisation was taken
up by more than a milion Spanizh immigrant workers in
France, Germany, Switzerland, etc. That indicafes the kind of
movement that could be developed in the event of a revolut-
innary upsurge in Spain.

Fellowing on from the campaign in solidarity with the
revolutionary struggle of the Vietnamese people, the Trotsky-
ists set in motion throughout capitalist Europe a campaign in
support of the armed resistance of the Chilesn people. This
campaign indicates on the ane hand the new int#rnationalist
consciousness —unparalleled in the last 20 years— of the mass
vainguard; on the ather, it enahles us to specify the abjective
tazks confronting the working class in its struggle against the
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capitalist system. Through this solidarity movement lens of
thousands of militants have developed an internationahsl
and revolutionary consciousness.

This work of political solidarity is nol some Trotskyist
fetish. It is not for reasons of abstract internatronalism that
we think it is wvital to develop siruggles hased om political
solidarity., Certainly they cun play a role in extending the
impact of certain developments, bul the key guestion is fo
prepare the Europesn working class o oppose organisation-
ally and as a mass any counter-revolutionary arrempr 1o ini-
grvene agoinst @ vicforiouas socialise revolurfon, in the first
instanee in one country elone. Thar iy the main objective in
developing the solidarity of the Eurapean working cliss with
paliticel strugzles That i= why we attach 5o much importance
to this work, snd why we must develop it svstematically to
overcome the narrow limits of sectoral, trade union soliderity

Without thiz conscious work we will be faced with big
dangers. In the event of a revolulionary explosion in any
Furopean country there will undoubtedly be a semi-spontan-
eous mavement of sohdunty, bul Lo be able tooonsolidate #t
awe must sirenglhen and develop an internationalist conscious-
ness on every possible occasion now,

When the workers at Cockerill Ougree and the dockers of
Genoa go on strike in protest at the US. invasion of Cambodia,
we must draw the lessons of thai. We must show that this
type of initiative can be developed at other levels, that the
soliderity which takes place during strikes is also relevant on
the political plane

BUILDING
THE INTERNATIONAL

The implementation of these four major tasks requires
on our part specific organisational initiarives.

We are convinced that the simultaneous construction of
a national and international arganisation is essential. First of
all, it ¢nables @ thoroughgolng internationalist education to
take place, developing a revolutionary consclousness which
extends beyond the mits of regional, trade union and sector-
al interests —limits which still exist inside our own movement,
expressed in such ways as the difficulty of exchanging exper-
iencez or the mechamcal understanding of experiences gained
in other countries.

Furthermore this simultanecus construction of & nation-
al and international organisation helps us to avoid miunder-
standing impartant aspects of the international situation and
nolably the dominant tendencies developing at the heart of
the imperialist system. By misunderstanding these, we are in
danger of making an impressionistic analysis on the basis of
how they appear apparent at the national level, This can res-
ult in a vulgar theorisation of minor national or local experi-
ences to demonstrate general tendencies.

We musl struggle resolutely against these weaknesses, by
simultaneously building a national and international organisat-
101,

Finally —and at the moment it is the most concrets thing
=we must co-ordinate our daily work and develop’ systemat-
ically, if modestly, experiences in internationalising workers”s*
struggles. A start, however propagandistic, of work towards
the internationalisation of struggles would represent a qual-
itative leap forward for the Fourth Intermational al the pres-
ent time.

We can do it —| have already sketched out some of the
elements involved. But this flows from a conception which
clearly rejects any federalist ideax aboul the Imbternational.
There must be a political centralisation which enables us to
understand hoth the particulir and the general. This iz also
essential il we are to give o concrete conlent to one ol our
major achievements on the Ewopean level, the slogan of the
United Socialist States of Europe, which is already being pre-
pared through struggles which, in their turn, show itz immed
iate objective necessity.




The collapse of the Heath Government in February of last
year under the impact of the national miners’ strike was a
watershed 1n the recent history of the class struggle in Bril-
ain.

Far more was involved than a mere tactical defeat for
the ruling class. The fall of the Tary Government repres-
ented a stretegle defeat for the Hritish bourgeoisie, and this
evenl provided the catalyst to unhinge and destabilise the
whole economic, political and social situation in Hrtan,

Over the past year the economic crisis of British capil-
alizmn has deepened at an ever-accelordting pace. Bul now
thizs economic crisis has been joined by a pelitical orisiy
flowing from the break up of the traditional ruling class
bloc organised in the Tory Party. The British bourgeoisie
is not only o class facing life-and-death problems — it is a
class without any clear perspective for the resolution of
those problems, a class which has al present at its disposal
no actual or potential *leadership team’ that can begin to
garve a way out of the capitalist crisis

Britain has thus joined the ranks of thoss Furopean
countries where even & temporary restoration of political
equilibrium seems highly unlikely, This can only imply
that the immediate future will see a period of immense
social and political struggle in Britain, the outcome of
which will be of mujor significance for the balance of
class forces, not only in this country but throughout
Europe.

THE ROOTS OF THE CRISIS

The bases of the specific nature of the British capitalst
crisis are to be found in a particular pattern of historical
development, starting with the very early development ol
British capitalism, which has led both to the extreme pro-
letarianisation of Lhe country und to a position where
historically the domunant sections of the ruling class have
defived to a degree unequalled In any ather mujor cupit-
alist pawer, their profits not Trom the éxploitalion of the
Lritish working class but directly or indirectly from the
exploitation of the labouring masses of other countries.

This situation is reflected in a pattern of Toreign inv-
estment which in accumulated bulk exceeds guantitatively,
gvén {oday, proportionately lo the size of the country's
economy, even that of the United States and is gualitalively
higher than that of West Germany, France or Japan. This
is in turn complemented by a pattern of ‘invsible” exp-
arts (insurance, banking, shipping for foreign nalions, el
which is far greater in proportion to the size of the
economy Lhan any otheér major imperiabsm? and to a
pattern of trade which has been oriented towands sectors of
the world economy, first the Empire and then the Sterling
Area, where, for historical and/or palitical reasons, British
capilalism had a privileged position us a seller and where
r.aumpglilh:ln on the same lechnological level was very
weak

THE ECONOMIC

IMPASSE OF BRITISH
IMPERIALISM

Alan Jones and David Tettadoro

Rarely has the word ‘imperialism™ had such direct
importance in analysing any major economy as it has
the case of Brilish capitulism,

I'has paltern of insertion in the world economy has had
profound historical implications for the whole social and
political structure of Britain. Firstly, it has given the
bourgeoisic a huge ‘buffer’ against the need to sharply
increase the rate of exploitation of the British proletanat.
Secondly, it has allowed the hourgeoisie to make, when
under warking-cluss pressure and without creating econ-
omic ruin, the greal economic concessions 1o the British
working class which are reflected in the great organisat-
ional strength, and political buckwardness, of the British
warking class. Thirdly, it allowed the bourgeoisie (o avoid
having to resort to fascist or military solutions between
the two imperialist world wars, and thereby allowed it to
maintain the enormously strong idealogical weapon of 300
vears of uninterrupted parliamentary regimes. Fourthly,
however, and this it where the crisis within lhe bourgeaisie
becomes very important, this situstion of the Brilish econ-
omy has meant that the decisive sections of the home-
based British indusirial bourgeoisie, in particular of the
new industries created in the twentieth century, have not
historically been the dominant fraction within the ruling
claszd Foconomic pre-eminence was in the hands of finance
capital, symbolised and organised in the City of London,
and government was in the hands of the remnants of the
landowning sections of the ruling class these latter two
forming the dommnant section of the main party of the
ruling class, the Tory Parly, with home-based industrial
capital playing a subsidiary role, and with the policy of
the whale being dominated by the needs of finance capital.

This relation of forces within the ruling class meant
that the policy of the British state waz not in general dir-
ected towards the interests of the home-based technologic-
ally advanced industrial hourgeaisie but to the needs of the
foreign operations of British capital. This was shown in
dozens of ways —the return to the gold standard after the |
first world war with the disastrous conseauences of a high |
exchange rate for the British domestic economy; the main-
tenance after 1945 of absurdly inflated exchange rates
which kept the maximum value available for foreign invest-
meent but which crippled exports; the maintenance of
military forces vastly beyond Britain's financial capacity in
Fast Asia, the Arab Gulf, etc.; the concomitant foreign
policy alignment not with European capital but with the
United States, the only possible military protector, ol
British investments and operations abroad; the decision not
to enter the Eurcpean Economic Community {EEC -
Common Market) at its inceplion becausé of its effects on
the linancial operations of the City and the export and
import patterns of British trade, clc.

The historical ressons for the crisis of this economic
arentation are well known. They are in particular:

I. This foreign economic orientation was gained, as
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noted, al the expense of the development of the British
economy Wself. From the 18608 onwards, the British ec-
onomy was weakening compared Lo its rivals. The find nail
was driven into its coffin when, unlike its German and Jap-
anese rivals, it missed the benefits of the énormous increasc
in the rate of exploitation made possible by a totalitarun
regime. X

2. British imperialism, precisely hecause of its weaken-
ing home base, did not have the political or military cap-
acity to defend ils markets against the encroachments of
rival imperialisms. Starting with the rise of German imper-
{alism, and ending with the concessions Britain was {orced
1o make tb the United States to gain lease-lend during the
war, the old political defence of the system of trade and
investment began {o crumble,

3. After 1945 British imperialism could no longer cco-
nomically afford to sustain a foreign military system which,
with the exceplion of the United States, far exceeded that
of any other capitalist power.

4. Those sections of the world economy towards which
British imperialism was oriented were, after 1945, the most
stagnant seclors of the world economy.

The nel outcome of these developments wus Lhat by
the early 19605 it was clear ta all that the old pattern of
British economic development was no longer vishleS

On every major index® —the rate of profit, rate of inv-
estment, rate of growth of productivity, rate of growth of
the economy— the position of British imperalism was and
is unrelicvedly bad. The crisis of the foreign orientation
meanl thal it was no longer capable of compensating for
the domestic deficiencies.

Bul lwo enormoys barriers stood in the way of British
imperialism reorienting its policy in the necessary way, i.e.
towards integration into the EEC. Firstly, the British ec-
onomy was 5o run-down that it was incapable of competing
adeguately with its rivals in the FECT Secondly, such a
reorientation would shake up, and have lo overcome, the
whole social and political pattern based on the old econ-
omic structure. In particular it would mean:

1. Shifting dominunce within the ruling class and the
Tory Party from the old fmance-capital/landowning nexus
tn the representalives end intéresis ot big industrisl,
technologically advanced, British-hased capital.

2. In foreign policy, shifting from the old alliance with
the Uniled States to an alliance with Furopean capital,

*3. Within the economy carrying through an unprece-
dented series of mergers and rationalisations and greatly
increasing the rate of exploitation.

The key ta this whole process, which in many ways is
analogous to, but much more profound than, the type of
restructuring which French capitalism carrnied through
under de Gaulle, is of course the ability of the bourgeuisie
to bring about 4 qualitative shift in the relation of forees
between the ruling cluss and the working class.

On some of these fronts the bourgeoisie has made
progress, generally of an empirical stumbling sort, during
the lust ten years. The big series of cconomic mergers in
the mid end late 19605, symbolised in the coming into
existence of British Leyland and GEC-AEI-English Electric,
strengthened, concentrated and gave more cohesion to,
the industrial bﬂurgenisma_ The success of Heath in being
elected to the leadership of the Tory Party put an end to
the political dominance of the old landowning clique of the
Salisbury-Bald win-Churchill-Macmillan-Home line, In for-
eign policy, an attempt at a decisive break was made by the
Heath-Pompidou sgreements and the entry of Britain into
the EEC, The devaluations of the pound and the tolerance
of very high rates of inflation are an expression of the dom-
inance of the exporting industrial bourgeoisic vis-e-vis the
old, dominant finance capital. While the task of changing
the relation of forces within the ruling class is not complet-
gly iinished —finance capital succeeded, for example, in
thwarting the creation by -amalgamation of an industrial-
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based merchant bank by the Slater-Walker group— neverthe-
less, real progress has been made on this front by the ladus-
trial hourgeoisic.

The political impact of this changed situation within
the ruling class can be seen both inside and outside the
Tory Party. In the early 19605 something approaching
half the Tory Party was opposed to entry into the EEC,
while now only a tiny minority retains its opposition -
although here this is helped by the fact that the City of
London has had to abandon ils dreams of ruling the world
money market and has concentrated on ruling the finunees
of Europe Instead.

The change is regstered in the fact that the lust Tory
government was prepared (o continae the policy ol gapund-
ing the economy long after all sections of the financial
bourgeoisic were calling for it to be halted so as 1o check
the rate of inflation. It is registered in the fact that the
Tories, who until the Heath government had never once in
{heir history devalued the pound, were able to float slerling
without any significant resistance. Likewise i the ubandon-
ment of the British farmers to the tender mercies of the
FEC. 1t is shown cven in the fact that the sexnal scandals of
the old dominant section of the Tary Party, in the Profumo
affair, could, In the carly ]|960s, shake the parly lo ils
foundations, while now equally bad scandals against British
public bourgeois morality, in the Lambton-Jellicoe affair,
are ded as the aberrations of o relatively isolated
clique,

But il the bourgeoisie has made progress .o re-aguilih-
rating itself internally, navertheless this whole nperation,
and even the comenting of the new relation of forces within
the ruling class, depends on success in qualitativaly allering
the relation of forces between the bourgeoisic and the
working class. Unless the historically very low rate of
surplus value extracted from the British working clas can
me increased, then no amount of “techmical” adjustmenls
will allow the British bourgemsic to compete successfully in
the harsh world of the 1970s style of inter-imperialist comp-
etition,

THE FAILURES OF BOURGEOIS POLITICAL STRAT-

EGY,

The first major attempt ta overcome Lhe impasse in
which the British industrial bourgeoisic found itsell was
stimulated by the economic recession of 1962-63. The
Tory government, finding itself under pressure from ind-
ustrizl capital, made relatively fumbling attempts at a pol-
itical turn by ‘de-colomsing' Africa, by aholishing Retail
Price Mainlenunce, by setting up the Nationsl Economic
Development Council and the National Incomes Comum-
ission, and by opening negotiations far entry into the EEC.

But these moves were not sufficiently radical for the
needs of the situation, and the main strategy adopted vis-a-
vis the working class, integration of the trade unions, wis a
very difficult one for a Tory government lo carry out. In
uny case the internal relation of forces of the Tory Party
greatly favoured the old politically dominant sections of
the ruling class. In the leadership crisis following the illness
of Macmillan, the old governing clique —while it cauld not
impose one of its awn dominant members— succesded in
thwarting Butler, the canaidate of the industrial bourg-
eoisie; and a buffoon, Home, became Tory leader.

Faced with this situation, decisive sections of the ind-
ustrial bourgeoisie. in a relatively bold political turn, maved
to support 8 Labour government1Y Such a government, it
was hoped, counld achieve three things. Firstly, it could
hreak the dominance of the old goverming seclions of the
ruling class. Secondly, through state inlervention it could
help the process of the rationalisalion of the econamy.
Thirdly, and most importantly, it was hoped it could—
becanse of its links with the trade unions— hold back the
working class and create the conditions for a powerful
increase in Lhe rale of exploitation.

Wilson duly seized this *opportunity’ to fuse working




class discontent with ruling class interests; and, once safely
elected in 1964, proceeded onto the path of establishing a
new Department of Economic Affairs; which was supposed
to overrule the traditional mandarins of the Treasury and
the Bank of England, put forward the National Plan, set up
the Royul Commission on the Trade Unions, support prod-
uctivity bargaining, and 50 on.

Al first Wilson appeared supremely successful in his
integralionist strategy. In April 1965 only the Transport
and General Workers” Union (TGWU) opposed the prices
and incomes policy when the Trades Union Congress (TUC)
discussed il.

But in fact right from the beginning the strains were
evident. For Wilson really to have shifted to total subard-
ination 10 the needs of the industrial bourgeaisie, with all
that entailed {(early devaluation and rize in food costs, a
hard incomes policy, anti-union laws, etc.), would have
meant a crisis within the Labour Party involving 4 more
or less complete rupture with ifs traditional base and the
consequent danger of decline of the Labour Party inlo
simply a splinter bourgeois party. Wilsan received a taste of
what thiz would mean with the resignation of Cousing from
the Cabinet after the July 1966 deflationary measures, and
Wilson, Tor reagons of bureancratic survival, could not cont-
emplate the consequences of the process. For him, this is
what the ‘lessons of Ramsey MacDonald' always meant

In the final analysis, the alliance of Labour and the
bourgeoisic broke up because the relation of forces betwean
the trade-union buréaucracy and the masses, as determined
by the relation of forces between the classes, did nol permil
the trade-union hureaucracy to really integrate the working
class. The bureaucrats found themselveés either oulflanked
by unofficial strikes, forced to the left against their will, or
replaced by bureaucrats standing further to the *left”. It was
thix pressure which also finally pul an end to Labour's att-
empt to introduce the “In Place of Strife” anti-union prop-
nsals. From then on the floodgates were open and in 1968-
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6% a massive atrike wave began to unfold
The dropping of "In Place of Strife’ was the final strow
which broke any significant section of the ruling class from
support of the Labour government. The ruling class judged,
caorrectly, that the dropping of 'In Place of Strife’ signified
that there was no possthility of integrating the unions until
the relation of forces between the classes had been altered.
From 1969 onwards the ruling class turned fundamentally
to a palicy of confrontation
Meanwhile the Tory Party, disliking intensely being
solated from sections af the ruling class, had been under-
going a series of internal struggles during the mid and late
1960s which led to the dumping of Home and the emerg-
ence of Heath, a clear representative of industrial capitalism,
a5 leader. He understood the necessary changes which had
1o be made Lo secure the dominance of his particular section
of the ruling class; and he turned Lo a resolule pro-European,
‘anti-American’ foreign stance, brought the symbols of the
new dominant sections of the ruling class, Peter Walker and
John Davies, into the inner circles of the Tory Party, and
most importantly, turned resolutely, even sggressively, in
the famous *Selsdon Park' Tory leadership meeting, from
integration of the unions to confrontation with them.
In the first year and a hall of the Heath government,
this turn was extended logically. Attention was focused on
entry into the EEC and on the passing of the Industrial Hel-
ations Acl. Unemployment was allowed Lo soar (o over &
million persons. Mol once were the frade-union leaders
invited to discuss with Heath. A policy of confrontation
with successive unions was embarked upon. Although the
dockers and then the municipal workers broke through the
Tory strategy, Heath claimed his first victim when the
power workers were defeated in the winter of 1970, Then,
in the spring of 1971, the post office workers were smashed,
Heath's palicy of 'n—1", that is, that esch major pay tettle-
ment must be one per cent lower than the preceding one,
appeared la succeed. Despite his confinual Mrustrations in
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the North of lreland, in the spring and early summer of
1971 Meath appeared to be master of all he surveyed.

But the whuole situation of the Tores whs in fact
illusory, Not one really strong section of the working class
had been taken on gnd defeated. Once the “heavy battalions’
started 1o move into struggle, things began 1o take a very
different turn. First, in 1971, the Ford workers slugged the
company to defeat. Then the UCS work-in took place.
Finally, starting with the Plessey pccupation in the summes
of 1971, o whole series of factory pceupations against red-
undancies started. Trade-union membership, for the first
time in a pericd of high unemployment, was rising. The
danger for the governmnent was pbvicus. Given any maove-
ment of the economy out of recession the unions would go
on the offensive.d 1 To prevent this, the Tories had to deteal
s *eore’ section of the working cluss. The one they decided
on was the miners.

In the event, the miners’ strike was @ disaster which
exposed the whole weakness of the position of the Tory
governmeni and the ruling class. Mat only was the govern-
ment smashed into submission, but with the use of flying
pickets and other advanced forms of orgamsation, a qoalit-
ative development in the methods of working-cluss struggle
began. From the miners strike on, things started (o go dec-
istvely wrong for Heath. During the spring und summer of
1972 the working class scored victory after victory— in a
rallway drivers strike, in a building workers strike, in Lthe
strike to free five imprisoned dockers leaders. In two cases
_the rail-drivers and the ‘Freeing of the Five' - the Indust-
rial Relations Act was successTully defied. In the only cases
where the employers were victorious —in the docks strike
and in the Manchester engineering occupations-— this was
not primarily due to the power of the employers but to
extreme sabotage by the union bureaucracy.

After a spell of indecision, Heath drew more or less the
correct conclusions from the debacle. The bourgeoisie wus
able to use u world and Brilish gconomic uptum in 1972 to
give concessions to the working class and bring aboul a
relative restabilisation of the situation. Heath (urned to a
new policy of preparing 4 confrontation, but within the
clothing and rhetaric of inregration, The trade-union leaders
were invited in for endless discussions. The role of trade
\inions in ‘the nation” was stressed. All the thetoric of "lame
duck’ industries being allowed 1o go bankrupl was dropped.
A thousand million pounds was pumped into Lhe mining
industry.

Meanwhile, 2 new confrontation was prepared, but this
time in the form of an incomes policy. In the lale autumn
of 1972, Heath felt strong enough to pounce: and he imp-
osed 3 wage (reeze — Phase One of the Incomes Policy, The
combination of concessions and political manocuvres succ-
peded. The wage freeze was nol broken. Further success
was gained with Phase Two in the spring of 1973, The
miners and Ford workers did not struggle and the health
workers and gas workers were defeated. But this was g de-
ceplive victory, The key sections of the working class were
nat defeated. They merely lacked perspective.

During the spring and sammer of 1973 the storm
clouds were mounting. Despite partial setbacks in the Epring,
the member of strikes continued lo mount. Altempls by
the bourgeaisic to capitalise on the spring successes by an
alfensive in the factories failed, and only against relatively
igolaled groups —in the Lyl of building workers at Shrew-
shury and on the question of racism— did the ruling class
gain important victories. The summer umon conferences
showed a particularly militant mood. Finally, despite the
1972-73 boom, the underlying economic crisis began
surfacing.

By November 1973, the time the warking class, and in
particular the miners, were entering Into slruggle against
Phase Three, the ruling class and the government hasically
had only three options.

The first aption was to capitulute to the strong-

est section of the working class, the miners, and hope to
hold back the rest of the working class, Bul the ruling class
and the Tory government correctly assessed that in the
given relation of class forces this could not be achieved.
Glasgow firemen, power stalion engineers, and train
drivers were already in struggle against the Incomes Policy.

Although in November-December, large zections of the
working class were not directly involved in the struggle,
nevertheless the bourgeoisie calculated that this passivily
was only apperent and that very large seclions of working
class mililants were acting on Lhe assumption that if they
could help the miners (o create a hole in the incomes polcy
wall then they could follow through the hreach later
which s in fact precisely what occurred, In other words,
the miners dispule ¢ould in no sense e seen ay u sectoral
struggle which could be handled in isclution but on the
contrary was @ locus around which the total relation ol
class forces was lining up

This was even consciously understoud n quite import
ant sections of the working class and among almost all the
bourgeoisie. For this reason, until il became glear Lhat the
price of even trying to defeat the minars —will no certaigly
of euccess. would be ruinous, no significant section of the
ruling class fuvoured capitulation to the miners, In particular,
all reports indicate thut the sconom deparrments of the
state remained on a hard ling throughout the crisis and it
was Lhose ministers closest to the cconomic departments of
{he state machine, notably the Chancellor of the Exchequer
Barber, who ook the hardest line ugainst the ‘special cass'
throughout the crisis and remained on that line even when
individual sections of the bourgeoisic were beginning (o
crack.

The second option open to the ruling class was to alt-
empl to break any miners’ strike by repression. This how-
ever wos a very dangerous option Already in 1972 the
miners had shown tremendous combativity, with tens of
thowsands of workers involved in picketing, several fights
with the police, and finally the traumatic experience of
Saltley where a solidarily strike of 40,000 engineering
workers and a picket of 10,000 miners and engineers brok=
the hack of bourgeols attempls 1o repress the miners. Even
against the miners alane il was not certan that a palicy of
repression could have won. But precisely the alignment of
cluss forces around the miners strike made (HAsSEive Tepress:
ion an exceedingly dangerous option —one in which Saltleys
could have developed not in the fifth week of the strike but
in the second or third,

Throughout the run-up leading lo the strike, pledges of
support {looded in o the National Union of Mineworkers
(NUM) from every conceivable trude-union body —from the
Scottish TUC to individual umons such as the Transport
Workers and the train drivers down to hundreds. of nd-
ividual union branches and shop stewards commiftees. Any
attempt al savage repression of the miners could have led
& serjous move towards a general alrike.

Certain sections of the bourgeoisie favoured such arisky
confrontalion, for example, The Heonomist; and mast app-
cared to have weighed it as a serious oplion, the Timey and
Telegraph, for example, doing calculations on whether the
grmy could be relied upon, how strong the police were, 8ic..
while the anti-picket squads of the police were placed on 2
nationally centralised footing. Bul in the event, the bourg-
colsle, almost certainly correctly, decided that the fisks ina
policy of repression were loo great.

The third option open to the government and the ruling
class, the one the impossibility of the other two options
forced on it, was to altempt to use their political strength
to defeal the organisational and social strength of the work-
ing class, The trade-union bureaucracy wers continually
subjected to manoceuvres and political attacks by the gov-
emment. The government achieved notable political succ-
esses. But these political offensives broke against the rock
of the organisational strength of the miners and the support
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they received [rom other sections of the working class,

Once the miners'strike was actually called for, with an Bl

per cenl vole for & strike, the bourgeoisie and the govern-

ment were defeated, Left with no way out but the last
gamble of an election, which in the given relation of farces
created by the miners struggle was almost cartain to, and

did, end in a defeat for the Tories' project, the Heath gov-

ernment fell. The colossal organizational strength of the
working class had succeeded in defeating the most severe
political attack to be launched against it for decades.

PROSPECTS FOR THE CRISIS
The hourgeaitie have heen unable to resolve their ‘crigis of
leadersHip® which the fall of the Heath Government opened
up. The ruling class understands that a party like the Lab-
our Parly, whose social base lics in Lhe orgamsed working
class and which has close organisational links with the trade
umon movement, cannot be a reliable instrument for impl-
ementing bourgeoiy political strategy in 2 period of acute
crisis such as the present one. Thig 15 true no matter how
willing the reforrmst leaders of thée parly are to do the
bourgeoisie's dirly work.

Al the same time the ruling class’s political spokesmen
have been unable either 1o base themselves on the political
strategy which failed so abysmally in January of 1974, or

to assemble a viable alternative. Thus we have had the spéct-

acle of t%o electoral victories for Labour in the past vear,
despite the manifest political bankruptey of the Labour
leadership, the acute internal wranglings within the party,
and the virtually pnanimous opposition of the roling cluss
and their principal organs (in sharp contrast to 1964, when
the Labour Government was supported by a substantial
sector of industrial capital).

The performance of the Tories in both elections ref-
lected this crisis of bourgeois political leadership. The only
programmatic hanner they could raise was that of “aational
unity’, (The depths they had sunk to were indicated when
the leader of the ‘natural party of government’ could think
of nothing better to offer the electorate than @ pledge thal
he would he prepared to resign il his presence as Prime
Minister obstructed the formation of a *national coalition'.)

This banner, of course, wus promptly snatched from
their hands by Labour, who were al leasl able to present it
in the slightly more langible {il egually ephemeral) form of
the ‘social contrmict’. Thus the Tory emperor had to proceed
to the polls as ill-equipped for political combat as on the
day of his birth.

Edward Heath has been ruthlessly ditched by the Tory
Party in the February leadership context. Bul the election
of Margaret Thatcher in no constilules a viable allernalive
at the level of strategy for the party. She is little more than
a persongl allernative to Heath, a useful frontispicce for the
Tory Party should it find itsclf thrown into a snap clection
campaign. Thatcher, despite her unorthadox larderstocking
habits, will have a certain appeal to somesworking class
housewives, and a strong moral appeal to the rebellious
pelty-bourgeons social base of the Tory Party. But the

facade of unity she appears lo impose on the party is thin.

Thatcher n -
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Powell waiting hid tum?

indeed, concealing rather than resolving the policy-vao
uum at the heart of the Tory leadesship.

This situation gives a figure ke Powell & certain omin-
ous credibility as a potential political force, Powell 15 busy
both building & firm base among the Ulster loyalists, and at
the same time exploring the passihilities of implementing a
political formula thar wouold use the axes of racism and
chauvinism (o splil the working class and create 4 new pol-
itical alignment of forces in Britain.

uch a farmula conld develop into a viahle alternative
to the past, and lost, comhbinations on which the Tory Party
has based itself. But thiz would invalve a very drastic and
vory sharp reorignlation of politieal stribegy - an Aisforc
rearignlation-— on lhe part of the roling class, Morover
Powell has yvet to demonstrale its practical viahility, and
the bourgenisie are certainly not aboul to buy his model
unRs&En

The Powsllite course is not, therefore, a shart-lérm
option for the bourgeocisie. Indeed, there are ae short-
term options. For the time being the ruling class will con-
tinue to remain pohtically adrift in the midst of the grow-
ing crisis of Britain's economic and political structures.

Moreover Lhis crims 15 nol merely historic, but is an
acute conjunelwral one. We are on the verge of 2 precipitate
intensification of the economic dimensions of the crisis,
which cannot bul have drumatic political effects. This pro-
gnostication is borne oul by all the relevant data, and has
been the subject of 8 growing volume of Cassandra cries
from a wide range of hourgeois experts.

The recent report from the prestigious, und semi-afficial,
Nutionul Institote for Eeonomic and %ocial Research
(MIESR) flies in the face af the more optimistic Treasury
eslimates on the future performance of the economy. (In
any event, this “optimism’ is obviously a very frail creature,
since the Tressury had taken the absolutely unprecedented
step of refusing to disclose ils estimates bevond the first half
of 1974.)

According to NIESR, 1974 will see a virtually stagnant
ctonomy from the standpoint of total output, an gccelerat-
ion of price inflation above the 20% level, and a rise of un-
employment to just under the | million mark 13

However, many bourgecis experts helieve NIESE to be
aver-aptimistic. As Alan Day of LSE put it: "The only major
fault in the National Institute’s gloomy forecasts for the
British economy in 1975 is that they are not gloomy encugh.
Unless there are major changes in the Government'’s policies,
it iz increasingly likely that 1975 will zee either an economic
and social catastrophe or a rapid shide towards rigidly-con-
trolled Socialist ecanomy.'14

Professor Day's jaundiced view of socialism aside, a
closer examination of the major economic factors conlirms
his pessimism about the deep trouble British capitalism s in.

INFLATION. Retsil prices are currently more than 18
per cent higher than twelve months ago. After a certain
slackening, they are now accelerating, with last month's rise
being at the annual rate of 26 per cent. The combined
effects of the budget, the inevitable de facro devaluation of




the pound, and wage increases stimulated by the presenl
level of price inflation, virtually preclude any casing of the
situabion.

The Eeonomist, the Sunday Telegraph's economists,
and NIESR all expect the rate of inflation next year to be
between 20 and 25 per cent.!3 It seems most likely that it
will be nearer the upper figure, and it would take very litfle
to push it even higher,

BALANCE OF PAYMENTS. Even before the effects
of higher oil prices hit the economy, the British halance of
{rade and payments was deteriorating rapidly. British imper-
jalism’s chronic balance of payments prohlem has very
little to do with the “oil crisis’, and everything to do with
British capitalism's totally uncompetitive situation in relat-
fon to its main rivals. In the ten years from 1963 to 1973,
for example, the West German share of British imports inc-
reased from 4.3 per cent to 8.5 per cent, while Britain's
share .of the German market declined from 4.7, per cent 1o
3.5. per cent. 18

As a result, the balance of payments crisis broke with
a vengeance in 1973 —before the increase in oil prices had
really begun to bite, That year the British economy record-
ed an all-time record breaking deficit on current account of
£1,210 million. This was as much due Lo the declining trade
surplus in manufactured goods as to the rising deficit in raw
malerials trade.

The situation has continued Lo deleriorate throughout
1974, exacerbated by the three-day week and the full
impact of increased ail costs. The deficit on current ace-
ount for 1974 is approaching the £4,000 million mark, In
absolute terms such a figure is totally unprecedented in the
histary of British imperialism. But even in relalive terms -
at around 6% of the GNP- it is unprecedenied during
peacetime.

Mor # the picture for 1975 very hesrlening. NIESR
predicts an improvement in the sitvation: a current ace-
opunt deficit of *anly’ £2,700 million, with the non-ail
element accounting for one-thurd of this. But both these
figures remain of crigis proportions.

STERLING. A certain complacency has entered into
governmenl pronouncements about the balance of pay-
ments situation, due to itz confidence that the dominant
‘il element’ in the deficit must eventually make its way
back to Britain through the international capital market.

It is this thinking which underlay the huge borrowing
requirement of the list hudget —it was assumed that the
immense budgetary deficit could be funded by money
flowing hack from the oil producers.

However the oil producers are nobody's fairy god-
mother —least of all British imperialism'’s. The grave dang-
ers in the situation were exposed in December by the
decizion of Saudi Arabia Lo ask for tax and royalty pay-
menis in dollars only (as opposed to three-quarkers in
dollars and one-quarter in sterling). Even this relatively
minor move pul greal pressure on the pound, forcing its
devaluation by 0.4 per cent in a few days, despite efforts
by the Bank of Englagd to support the existing exchange

rate,
As @ resull sterling has been, as of mid-December, eff-

ectively devalued by 21.4 per cent against other major
currencies in the space of three years. The 4 per cent deval-
uation which NIESR predicted for sterling in the course of
next year has already occurred in the space of months.17

Whatever benefits this may bring British capitalism in
terms of the improved compelitiveness of exports, they will
be more than outweighed by the increased pressure of imp-
orl costs and the éxtra twist to the inflationary spiral that
comes with il

PROFITABILITY. British capitalist industry has suff-
ered a steady decling in its profitability for the past two dec-
ades. Superficially the situation improved recently, with a
29 per cent increase during 1973 in the profits of the Uk
aperations of commercialand industrial companies. Bul Lhis

improvement is dug to the totally fllusory effect of “stock
appreciation” —the increase in the cost of raw materials,
semi-finished goods, and unsold products in stock, due lo
inflation.

Once this is discounted, it is evident that the crisis of
profitability of British capitalism is continuing. As one
recent study put it: ‘.company net-of-tax profits —the
only type of profit that matters to a company-— have
dropped by.42.5 per cent in money terms during 1973,
and are now running around 37 per cent of their 1973
level despite an increase in real fixed investment during
this period of over 50 per cent.. Deflating by the retail
price index, 1973 net-of-tax profits are 47.3 per cent
down in real terms on 1972 and 79 per cenl down on
1963.'18

According to NIESR, profits, net of stock appreciation,
amounted to only 5.5 per cent of total outpul in the first
half of 1974, compared with 10-15 per cenl from 1963-
1972.19

The study quoted adds that ‘there is, moreover, good
reason to fear that the position is further deteriorating in
1974,

While Labour's budget measures may provide some
relief, the underlying problem will persist. Some 44 per
cent of business economists expect the profits af thei
firms to decline in 1975, compared with onlv 23 per cenl
expecting a fse. This view is cchoed by The Econaomis,
which warns that *If there is another squeeze on profilsin
garly 1975, and most business forecasiers now cxpect one,
this may give the final push into real slump.’

It is hardly surprising that this has had a devastating
effect on business confidence. The Financial Times Monthly
Survey of Business Opinion for November shows that of
the businesses surveyed in the four month period August-
November, 45% were “less optimistic’ about their company's
prospects than they were four months before, 33% were
‘neutral’ and only 22% ‘more optimistic’; this compares
with 31% 'less optimistic’, 30% ‘neutral' and 39% ‘more
optimistic” in"the midst of the post-three day week enphoria
from March to June 2U

The Confederation of British Industry paint an even
blacker picture, with their four-monthly survey in Novemb-
er revealing 60% of their respondents ‘less optimistic’ and
wnly 4% ‘more eplimistic’.2!

This is confirmed by that most relisble barometer of
huziness confidence —the stock exchange. From their high-
point in May 1972 share prices have plummeted to the
lowest paint in more than 20 years —a fall of more than
TO%.

The stock exchange is so shaky that in the wake of the
public announcement of its financial difficultics, British
Leyland found its shares trading at less than 7p. (about a
quarter of their par value, and less than 10% of the value
per share of the company’s assets), despite the obvious
importance of the company to the national econemy and
pledges of government support.

INVESTMENT. With all these problems accumulating,
investment s also seriously depressed. Investment in manuf-
acturing fell in 1971 and 1972, and rose only shghtly during
1973. Original projections by the Department of Trade and
Industry for anincrease of 12-14% during 1974 were revised
downwards to 5% in June. The most recenl figures show
that in the third quacter of 1974 investment in manufact-
vane fell by 4%.21 [f this trend continues the June DFI
coeaiction will be borne aut, and the total 1974 figure will
remain well below the 1970 level.

Indications are that the present downward trend will
continue well inta 1975, The Financial Timer survey shows
(with answer weighted by capital expenditure) that of bus-
inesses surveyed during August to November 53% planned
to decregss capital invesiment in the next lwelve months,
with only 18% planning an increase. (The CBI survey gives
a similar picture.)




Of thoze industries surveved in Movember itself, 6% ol
construction firms planned to cul capital spending (only
9% are planning an increase), 93% of food and tobacco
companies were cutbing (7% increasing); and 8% of textiles
and elothing were cutting (1% increasing), 23

GROWTH. Despite the attempts of the Lubour Govern-
ment to avoid sharp deflation and its inevitable comcomut-
ant of mass unemployment, this huge accumulation of ec-
onomic difficultiez is bound to have a delaterious effect on
growth of tofal output, Due to the combined effects of de-
flationary economic policies and the three-day week (itself
o deflationary mechanism), outpur as 8 whaole fell during
1974 —prabahly by something just under 1%

Predictions for 1575 are conflicting. The Treasury has
said that the economy will gprow at the rate of 2% during
the firse half of 1975, and have tried to hint that this rate
will be maintained during the second half, but without any
clear commitment of figures to back it up.

The NIESE suggest that the average level of output in
1975 will be up by 2% on the depressed avernge level for
1974, but that the economy will only grow by 0.5% during
1975 jtself. A similar rate is projected by the Sunday
Telegraph.

But others doubt that 1975 will see any growth at all in
raal terms A study by the Society of Business Fconomisis
predicts 8 0.7% deciing in real output, and declining output
iz also projected by stockbrokers Phillips and Drew, 24

The Tecession is obviously hitting certain sections parti-
culariy hard —notably cars and construction.

The decline in the car industry is particularly serious, as
10% of British industrial production s tied up directly or
indirectly in motor manufacturing. Car sales have been ser-
iously hit by the gpeneral economic recession, the increase in
oil prices, and the greater penetration of the Brilish market
by foreign competition. Even after substantial recovery
from the catastrophic slump at the beginning of 1974
{January sales were only 64% of what they had been a yvear
earlier), total car sales in the first 10 months of 1974 were
still 9% below sales for the eguivalent period in 1973

The worst hit af the car firms 15 British Leyland. They
account for 40% of car sales, are Britain's largesl exporter,
and 3-400,000 workers producing 3-4% of total national
outputl are directly or indirectly tied up with thiz firm. It
now seems certain that they will ring up virtually no profit
at all for 1974, Acute Hguidity problems are threatening
their investment plans and driving them to the very edge of
collapse, hence their urgent pleas for state aid.

The construction industry is experiencing an eéven
worse downturn, reflecting the impact of inflation on costs,
land prices, and interest rales, on the one hand, and prosp-
ective home buyerd incomes on the other. As of November
1974 the number of new housing starts was down 50% on
1973, itself a year in which the number of housing compl-
gtions was the lowest in 14 years.23

UNEMPLOYMENT.No one doubts that Britain is once
more on the road to mass unemployment —this time wnder
2 Labour Government. As of October 1974 the number of
unemployed (seasonally adjusted and excluding schoal
leavers) in Great Britain stood at 606,000, This s far short
of the 770,000 recorded in the same month in 1972, hut
alzo well above the 511,000 in 1973, Moreover the Labour
government is still attempting to avoid any deflatinnary
measures —a policy it is unlikely to be able to sustain much
longer.

Again it is almost universally sgreed that the crunch
will come in the winter of [975-76, although there arc
widely differing estimates of how serions this will be. NIESR
expects it to be below 900,000, But again others think this
is an underestimation: Phillips and Drew are plumping for |
mi]liﬂ:. and the Sunday Telegraph is talking about 1,5 mill-
ion.

Obviously there is & certain trade-off between unem-
glayment and inflation, but a package ‘guesstimate” of

“25% mflation—| million unemploved’ would certainly not
err on Lthe side of catastrophism.

The present Labour Government's solution to this dire
siluation—as o every other problem—is the *social contract’.
Bul it is now seli-evident that the ‘social contract’ was effl-
ectively strangled at birth by the economic crisis.

It will not be possible to sell to the British working class
~the most highly organised and socially powerful in the
capitalist world—the idea of wage restraint in the midst of
mass unemployment and a rate of inflation that will dooble
prices every three years, Nor can the Labour government,
under present economic conditions, deliver any substantial
improvements in the social services to sweeten the pill. On
the contrary, one of the most abvious effects of the crisis of
British capitalism s a corresponding orisis of social expend-
iture which threatens every sector of the 'welfare state’,

Even if the Labour government and the trade union
bureaucracy should succeed in a temporary restriction of
the level of wage demands they will simply be postponing an
inevitable showdown and ensuring that it occurs in an even
more explosive and (from the standpoint of the bureau-
cracy) uncontrollable fashion. Mor will such partial restraint
satisfy the bourgeoisie. As the main spokesmen of the
bourgeoisie are beginning to state with ever greater freq-
uency (if still in veiled terms) nothing short of a2 major re-
distribution of income from the working class to the bour-
geoisie —that 113 major erosion of working class living stan-
dards— can gven begin to tackle British capitalism's econ-
OMMIC Crisis.

But such a redistribution can only be carried out
through a state-enforced incomes policy. That s why the
bourgeaisie iz now both unanimous and vociferous in its
demands for such a policy, The Labour Government will
try to avoid such a step, most likely by a deflationary
budgetary package in the Spring. But this will only make
the sftuation worse. It is virtually certain that the Labour
povernment —caught in the vice of its own deep commit-

offensive
weapon. 8Sp
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ment ta the capitabst system and the far-reaching crisis
which that system is now in— will be forced to grant the
bourgeoisie their wish,

But what price will it pay? It is unthinkable that the
working class, which fought the Tory government to &
standstill and destroyed it on precisely this question,
could accepl such a move from a Labour governmenl.
Nor is this like 1931 —the working class is far more
powerful than it was forty years ago, and has yet to suffer
& single majar defeat in the post-war period.

[t is these factors which set the scene for the next stage
in the class struggle —a stage which will unfold not in a per-
iod of years but of months. They put on the agenda an
iminense upheaval in the whole structure of British politics
_both in the camp of the ruling class and the camp of the
working class,

e ———— — -
FOOTNOTES:

1. In the years 1870-1913 Sweezy and Magdoff calculate,
on the basis of Cairncross’s figures, that the foreign invest-
ment of British capitalism was eguivalent to over § 24
hillion in terms of modern dollars. Return on foreign inv-
estment was over B 40 billion in the sume terms. (Sweezy
and Magdoff, The Dynamics of U5 Capitalism, p.33)
Bul cven more amazing than the size, which is vast when
considered in terms of the far smaller economy of thal
period, is that fact that by 1870 annual British capital in-
vestmenl abroad exceedéd net capital formation at home
and in 1911-13 capital investment abroad was prabably
double that in Britain, (Hobsbawm. Industry and Empire
p-192.)

Even as late as 1968, on a far smaller Gross National

Product (GNP) than its main imperialist rivals, apart from
the United States, Britain still invested over twice as much
abroad (b E90 million) as West Germany (8 390 million )
and four times as much as Japan {§ 120 million). |Row-
thorn, ‘Imperialism in the Seventies —Unily or Rivalry™'
New Left Review, No.69 p. 42). This compares to a rate
of hame investment which, as a percentage of GNP, is
twice as high in Japan (30-35%) as in Britain (16-18%)
and which is two-thirds higher in West Germany (23-27'%)
than in Britain (‘Survey on Japan', The Economist, 31
March, 1873). The situation on accumulated forzign invesl-
ment is still more striking even in relation to the United
States. In 1971, accumulated stocks of West German capital
abroad were worth 4% of GNP. For the United States the
figure was 8.2%. For Britain, however, it was 16.7% (Finan-
cial Times, 15 April, 1974),
2. In the whole period from 1796, when records start, 1o
1973, there have been only nine years in which the Balance
of Trade (relation of visible exporis to visible imports) was
in Britain's favour. In 73 years in the twentieth century
there have been 69 deficits. In invisible trade, however,
Britain iz (he grestest ‘sxporter’ per head in the world.
(Manser, Britain in Balance, p.13)

3, As late as 1955, for example, trade with the Sterhing
Area represented 45% of British exports compared to only
15% with the countries that became the EEC. (Prest and
Coppock, eds., The British Economy.)

4. The ideological effects of this economic, social and
political situation have been anlysed in a series of articles

by Anderson and Nairn in New Lefr Review, and a brilliant
sketch i given in Trotsky’s “Through What Stuge Ase We
Passing?’

&  ‘Take for example foreign investment. The pattern we
have discussed above still exists, as shown by the fact that
the value of the total stock of British foreign investment
was gtill 80% that of exports in 1971, compared Lo 18% for
Japan and West Germany (Financial Times, 25 Aprl, 1974),
nevertheless, returns as @ proportion of GNP had fallen from

24

10% in 1914 to only about 2% even by 1960, (Cited by
Kidron, ‘Imperialism: Highest Stage but onc’, Internasicnal
Socialivm, No. al.]

f. See the tables fallowing this artcle,

7. In the years between the mid-1950s and 1970s, Britain's
pattern of trade was of necessity, in view of the world mar-
ket changes, transformed. For example in 1955, 22% of
British exports went to the developing countries of the
Sterling Area and only 15% to the countries which formed
the EEC. By 1971, only-13% of exparts went to the dev
eloping countries of the Sterling Ares and 215 went to the
EEC. In 1955, 45% of British exports went to the Stering

Area 24 & whole and only 41% went to Westlern Europe and
MNorth America, (Prest and Coppock, Thae British Economy,

p.119), But in the new markets Britain couldn’t compete
sgainst its main rivals. To lake just one example: befween
1963 and 1973 the West German share of British imporis
increased from 4.3% to 8.3%, while the Brirish share of the
German market fell from 4.7% to 3.5%. (Financial Times,
23 April, 1974.)

B. This was sccompunied by an ideological offensive Lhat
concentrated on building vp new hourgeots ‘cull’ figures
(o2, Lord Stokes of Leyland Motars, Amold Weinstuck
of GEC). A whole series of books stressed the need to
hreak with ‘wmateurisin’ {associated with the old ruling
class) and develop ‘professionalism’ (associated with
industrial capital). The build-up of Heath himself, the

first “grommar school’ Tory leader, fitted perfactly into
this.

9, A good sccount of the further ramifications of this
process can be found in “The Heath Government; a New
Course for British Capitalism' by Robin Blackburn in
New Left Review, No. 70,

10. In the 1964 election, Labour was supported by,
among others, Stokes —the head of Leyland Motors:
Lord Kearton —the head of Courtuulds; and The Feonomist
magazine, Le, by representatives of the most dynamic and
central sectors of British industrial capital.

11, As The Banker, November 1971, put it: "More demand,
faster growth, and less unemployment would surely inten-
sify the militant pressure for an ever growing share of wages
in the national income.”

12. This was a perfectly conscious choice. The City af Lon-
den Newspaper reported on | February, 1972: “Months be-
fore the coal strike started, ministers were saying in private
that the government would establish their “anti-inflation”
policy through a resounding victory over the miners.’

13. See ‘Cossandra sounds too cheerful’, The Economist,
7-13 December, 1574,

14, The Gbserver, & December, 1974,
15, The Econamist, op. cit.

16, Financial Times, 23 Apnl, 1974,

17. Financia! Times, 12 December, 1974,

18, “The real crisis now facing Britain's industry; Fingacial
Times, 30 Seplember, 1974,

19, The Eeonemist, op.cil.

0. Financial Times, 7 December, 1974, 7 October, 1974,
21. Financiai Times, 12 November, 1574

2. Financial Times, 3 December, 1974,

23. Financig! Times, 7 December, 1974,

24. The Economizt, op.cit.

25. *All systems stop', The Ecenomisr, 30 November-
& December. 1974; Financial Times, 1 February, 1974,

26. The Feanamist, 7-13 December, 1974, op.cit.
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THE REVOLUTIONS

IN ANGOLA AND

One of the main aims of the Porluguese Junta of National
Salvation and the first Provisional Govemment which it set
up following the 25 Apnl Lisbon coup was to extricate
Portugal from its disastrons wars in Angola, Mazambique
and Guinea-Bissau and find more subtle wavs fo defend
Portuguese and Western inlerests in the ‘overseas provinces',
The new rulers felt that events had proved the impossibility
of an outright military victary and that further pursuil of
the wars would carry grave risks, both palitical and econo-
mig, for Porluguese capitalism,

The wars had, afier all, dragged on—to little avail from
the Portuguese point of view—for nearly one and a half
decades. They began in Angola, in February 1961, when
Alrican farmers in Kasanje rose in rebellion against the
Portuguese system of forcing them to grow cotton and sell
it at prices well below those fetched on the world market
u system which played a decisive role in the construction of
Portugal's giant textile industry. On 4 February the Movi-
mente Popular de Libertacao de Angols (MPLA Popular
Movement for the Liberation of Angola) staged an un-
successful raid on Luanda's central prison in the hope of
releasing the political prisoners incarcerated within its
walls. Five weeks later Northern Angoln was swept by a
massive peasant wprizing, mainly spontaneous, but led o
some extent by the Unige de Populzcaes de Angols (UPA—
Union of Angolan Peoples), the antecedent of today's
Frente Nacional de Libertacao de Angole (FNLA —National
Liberation Front of Angola). The 1961 revolt was crushed
by the methods of the pogrom. An indiscriminate slaughter
of Africans by white settlers and troops left up to 50,000
dead.

Guerrilla warfare began again under MPLA leadership
in 1963 in the Angolan enclave of Cabinda, and in the cast
in 1966, War began in Guines-Bissau in 1963, and in
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by Tony Hodges

Mozambique in [ 964,

By 1973 the wars had become 2 guagmire for the
Portuguese. Three-quarters of the land area of Guineg
Biszsau was under the control of the Partido Africano para
a Independencia da Guine ¢ Cabo Verde [PAIGE — African
Party for the Independence of Guinsa-Bizsau and ihe Cape
Verdes), and in September 1973 a national assembly elected
throughout the liberated zones voted to declare Guines-
Bissau an independent republic. By 25 April, over 80
governments had recagnised the new stale,

1972 alsc saw the Mozambican movement FRELIMG
(Frente de Libertacgo de Mocambigue—Morambique
Liberation Front) spreading the liberation war from the
northern provinces of Tete, Cabo Delgada and Niassa irifo
the strategic "white heartlands’ of Manica & Sofala, threaten-
ing the port of Beira, Mozambique's second biggest city,
and the road end rail routes to the landlocked white settler
regime in Rhodesia,

Portuguese units were also facing three liberation move-
ments in Angola—the MPLA, the FNLA and a smaller
group, UNITA (Uniae Necione! para ¢ Independencia Total
de Angole—National Union for the Total Independepce
of Angoia).

Some 150,000 Portuguese Lroops were committed to
these wars, morale among the soldiers—young peasanis
and workers conscripted for a four year spell in the armed
forces—was falling fast, and antiwar moods were spreading
widely among the Portuguese people, who, despite the
repression of the Caetano dictatorship, held demonstrations
dgainst the regime's colonialist policies.
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The wars were also draining the country dry. Fifly per
cent of the government budget was being lavished on
military expenditure—a vast proportion for @ backward
country like Portugal, where 30 per cent of the people were
stillilliterate, where funds were badly needed (o industrialise
and modernise the country, and where the lack of jobs had
forced 800,000 Portuguese (out of a total population of
9 million} to emigrate (o France and other countries in
search of employment. At the same time, war spending
pushed the inflation rate Lo 23 per cent in 1973, the third
highest in Europe, undermining the ability of Portugucse
capitalism to compete in the world market.

But, despit¢ the economic and political overhead cosls
of the wars, Portugal's post-25 April rulers did not plan to
concede immediate, unconditional independence to the
peaples of Mozambigue, Guinea-Bissan, Angola, the Cape
Verdes, Principe and Sao Tome. Nor did they intend to
immediately withdraw their armies. On the contrary, they
hoped to maintain Portugal’s presence in the African
colonies, albeit in a more disguised manner,

In the first few weeks after the coup the junta based its
colonial policy on the perspective oullined by General
Spinola, the new president, in his baok Portugal ¢ ¢ Futurd
(Portugal and the Future), which, two months before the
coup, had proposed the formation of puppet multiracial
governments in the colonies within & ‘Lusitanian federation’
of Partuguese states, where the decisive powers would
remain in Lishon’s hands. Spincla strongly opposed allowing
the colonies to have independence. He wrate: "We arc mong
thos= who propose the overscas provinces as the ssgen tial
prerequisite for our survival as a free and independent
nation. Without the African territorics the country will be
reduced Lo a meaningless thing in a Furape which is assum-
ing the proportions of a giant and without the necessary
cards to play within the concert of nations and we will 2nd
up by being in existence m & merely formal way within a
political framework in which our real independence will be
totally compromised.’

There can be little doubt that Spinole, who had been
governor and army commander in Guinea-Bissay and de-
puty chief of statf of the armed forces under the old
dictatorship, had every intenlion, once president, of finding
ways to preserve Porfuguese interests in Africa. Indeed, he
hoped to convince the liberation movements to lay down
their arms, sign ceasefires, and participate in Portuguese-
cantrolled referendums on the future of their countries,
without Portugal having to make any commitment to
accepting their independence.

Spinola and the junta calculated that if the liberation
movementis accepted this scheme, the colonial adminis-
trations would gan the time badly needed to cultivale &
relishle neocolonial force to whom ‘independence’ could
ong day be safely entrusted. In the meantime every
encouragement was given to the few African political
leaders who had been hostile to the lineration struggles in
the hope that they could emerge as powerful rivals to the
likeration movements. Typical of these traitors Lo the
nulional liberation struggle was Joanna Simiao, who found-
od GUMO (Grupe Unido de Moeambigue— United Group
of Mozambigue) and later became 3 leader of the Pertido
d¢ Coalizao Nacional {PCN—Mational Coalition Party),
lagnched on 24 August by five small parties with the
avowed aim of challenging FRELIMO.

The same happensd in Angola. On 21 June, for
example, there occurred the inaugural meeting of the
Uniao Nacionalista Angolana {(UNA—Angolan Natianalist
Union), led by an old-time collaborator with the Caetano
regime, Angelino Alberto. Another such movement, backed
by liberal whites and conservalive middle-class Africans, was
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founded in carly September—the Fremte de Unidade
Angolana (FUA— Angolan Unity Front), led by Fernando
Falcap. @ white businessman who now sits in the Angolan
government.

Spinola’s colonialist policies were strikingly demon-
strated by his choice of General Silveiro Margues, a
hard-line Salazarist, as his governor of Angola, and by the
failure of the Marques administration to disband the PIDE
(secret police). Marques had, in fact, been Salazar's
governor af Angols from 1962 1o 1966,

Spinola and Marques gave time to the extremist white
seitler elemenis to organisz themselves—aoften with the
gonnivance of members of the colonial administration or
members of the PIDE—and for mercenaiies to be recruited
sutside the country, particularly in South Africa. As early
a5 July, a Portuguese officer named Mendoca was sad to
be organising a secret army of up to 20,000 men called the
Resistencig Unida de Angola {(RUA—United Resistance
of Angola)

Savage pogrom-like attacks were launched in July and
August against African workers m the Angolan capital,
Luanda, by white racialist mobs encournged by groups like
the RUA, the FRA (Frenre de Resistercla Angolana—
Angolan  Resistance Front), the ESINA (Eaemcito de
Splvacao ¢ Intervencan Nacional Angolana—Army of
Salvation and National Angolan Intervention) and the
Partide Cristao-Demacratica Angolona (PCDA - -Christian
Democratic Party of Angola). The FRA, which compares
itself to the Algerian OAS, even went so far as to inform the
press on 24 August that it was planning a coup.

Extremist white terror groups and vigilantes were
responsible for the killing of hundreds of Africans. In the
month of July alone, over 300 were killed in riots in the

Luanda suburbs according to the 27 July Observer, and the

9 August imue of the Lisbon daily A Capital reported
that about 40,000 Africans had fled the terror in Luanda
for the rural areas. On 17 August A Capiral reported that
37 had been killed since the beginning of August. In all
these massacres the overwhelming majorily of victims
were black.

Spinola's colonialist policies also gided separatist ten-
dencies in Angola like FLEC (Frente de Liberracap do
FEnclave de Cobinda—Front for the Liberation of the
Enclave of Cabinda), a tribalist movement founded in 1963
which is out io defend the large imperialist oil interests in
Cabinda and threatens Angola with naticnal dismemberment
and a repeat of the tragedies of Katanga and Biafra. After
25 April, Spinola reappointed Brigadier Temudo Barata, an
old Caetano supporter, to his post as governor of Cabinda
and commander of the Portuguese troops there. Barata pro-
ceeded to give every assistance he could 1o the secessionists.

The First Government Crisis and the Colonies

By early July the junta’s colonial strategy, which had been
faithfully applied by the first provisional government of
Prime Minister Palma Carlos, was in roins. None of the
fheration movements had agreed to ceasefires—with the
minor exception of UNITA, which laid down ils arms on
14 June, FRELIMO, the PAIGC, the MPLA and the FNLA
all demanded a clear commitment from Lisbon that it would
accept the independence of their countries and repudiated
the idea that independence would be subject to the out-
come of a referendum.

It seems probable that dispules brake out in the junta,
the first provisional government and the Movement of the
armed Forces following the breakdown of the first
Portuguese- FRELIMO negotiations in Lusaka in June.
FRELIMO had flatly rejected the lerms brought to them




P.Alﬂﬂm—m'dulrmvmm;nﬂmimm
i Wior Guinea- Bisseu. [ =it 0

by Foreign Minister Mario Soares. Jorge Rebelo, head of
FRELIMO s [Information Department, spelt out the three
condilions for a resumption of lalks with the Portuguese
authorities in an interview published in the 15 August issue
of MNoticias of Lourenco Marques, *Our positions’, he
explained, ‘agreed on in Lusaka during the negotiations with
the Portuguese povernment, are bused on three fundamental
demands: first, the recognition of the right of the Mozam-
bican people to independence; second, the explicit
recognition of FRELIMO as the only legitimate representa-
tive al the people of Mozambique; and third, the transfor
of powers which the Portuguese government stll exercises
in Mozambigue.'

The liberation movements' rejection of the ceasefire/
referendum plan carried grave risks for Portuguese capilal-
ism and the imperlalist powers, The Partugueses army in
Mozambique was in a virtual stite of collapse, with reports
coming in of units of Portuguese soldiers refusing to go
on combat duty, Guerrillag continued with daily regularity
to blow up goods trains and passenger traing on the
strategic rail lines between Rhodesia and Beira.

Mozambican society was in a slate of high tension. The
liberation fighters were within miles of Beira, African
workers, inspired by the prospect of guick victory in the
liberation strugple, staged a wave of strikes in the cities,
shotting down railways, docks, iron works, newspapears and
public butldings. Reports begian to arrive of African peasants
seizing and occupying the lands of white farmers.

In these circumstances, the most scute defenders of
capitalist interesis soon grasped that a new approach should
be made to FRELIMO. The leaders af the Movement of the
Armed Forces wamed thal the army wes in no state to con-
tinue with the war and that the most effective way of
retaining stability was to bring FRELIMO directly into the
government. The wisdom of this course was recognised, for
example. by the millionaire Mozambican capitalist Jorge
lardim, who expressed the following view —somewhat
later—in an mterview with the Lourenco Marques daly
A Tribune on 17 August: *All the facte at our disposal lead
me to have confidence—though not certainty—that a
Nalionalist government, which would be g government with
a FRELIMO majority, would not be an extreme left govern-
ment, m the sense of a Marxisi-Maotl government.'
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Pressure on the Spinola regime to pull off a stable neo-
calonial solution in Mozambigue as quickly a8 possible mav
also have come at this Hime from the major impenalist
powers with whom Portugal wa: beginning te hold dis
cussions on aid to the country's cnsis-ridden domestic
economy and eniry into the Common Market. Their
concern was with the stability of Mozambique's neighbour,
South Africa, an advanced capitalist power whose indusirial
oulput 1= greater than that of the whole of the rest of
Africa and where both British and United States investment
has been growing at record rates in recent years, attracted
by cheap, apartheid-controlled hlack labour and high profits.
The imperialists were worried that if a guick neocolonial
solution was nol brought off in Mozambique the struggle
there might soon inspire a new wave of siruggles by the
workers of South Africa.

On 11 July, Spinola dismissed Palma Carlos' govern-
ment after pressure from the junior officers in the
Movement of the Armed Forces had blocked the prime
minister's plans to postpone the elections slated for the
Constituent Assembly in March 1975 and proceed rapidly
to presidential elections to strengthen Spinola’s authority
in the country. Differences over colonial policy plaved
a part in Palma Carlos' departure and the installation of 2
new, second provisional govemment, composed heavily of
representatives of the Mavement of the Armed Foreed and
presided over by & new prime ministar, Colonel Vasco
Goncalves

A commentator writing on the governmental crisis in
the 12 July issue of the Lisbon daily Republica stressed
the opposition of Palma Carlos to withdrawing from the
colonies: * “l am getting out now so that [ won't have Lo do
it later, drenched with blood and mud™—these are the
grandiloguent words that Professar Palma Carlas is supposed
to have used to explain his resignotion to his friends.
According Lo the interpretation that is made of these state-
ments by the former law professor, the blood in gquestion
referred [o a retumn to fazcism, while the mud symbaolised
what the right customarily calls “asbandoning the overseas
provinces™."

The new line was first spelt out in 3 major peech by
Spinols on 27 July. “The moment has come for the President
of the Republic te proclaim, once again ond solemnly. the
recognition of the rght of the peoples of the Portuguess
orerseas  temritories o self-determination, including the
immediate recognition of their right to independence’. This
was the first occasion on which Portugal's rulers gave formal
recognition of the colonies’ right to independence, though
‘the immediate recognition of their nght to independence’
did not mean that all of the colonies were 1o be conceded
immediate independence with no strings attached

But two significant concessions to the peoples of
Guinca-Bissau and Mozambique did soon follow. On 26
August an agreement was signed in Algiers by Scares and
Major Pedro Pires, a leader of the PAIGC, which established
an immeadiate ceasefire belween Portuguese and PAIGC
forces, promised Portuguese recognition of the Republic of
Guinea-Bissau on 10 September, and stipulsted that all
Portuguese troops would be out of the country by 31
October. This concession represented the recognition by
Portugal's rulers that there was no point in continuing the
war in Guinea-Bissau, which was effectively ruled in most
of the country by the rebel government in any case, and
which had little strategic or economic value for the West or
Partugal

A few days before the Algiers sgreement a Portuguese
negotiating team flew to Dar es Salgam for & new series of
talks with FRELIMO. The ialks broke up after three days
and were reconvensd in the first week of Seplember in
Lusaka. On 7 September FRELIMO and the Portuguese




delegation signed an agreement which called an immediate
ceasefire and promised independence for Mozambique on
25 June, 1975, the anniversary of the founding of FRELIMO.

These concessions did noi, nowever, signal the end of
Portuguese colonial involverment in Africa. The Portuguese
government refused, for example, to concede immediate
independence to the Cape Verde Istands, an archipelago off
the West African coast which has had close historical and
cultural ties with mainland Guinea-Bissau for many decades.
Spinola and Soares stipulated that the islands would not be
grenled independence until after the election of a National
Assembly, a move that hinted at Portuguese hopes 1o buy
time to safeguard Western interests in the strategically
located colony, NATO, eyeing the excellent airport facilities
on the island of Sal, is well sware that the island could be
an invaluable launching pad for imperialist intervenlion in
continental Africa, The Lajes airbase in the Fortuguese
Azores played a similar role for the United States in
October 1973, when thousands of tons of war equipmenl
were flown by the US airforce to Israel in the middle of the
war in the Arab East, using Lajes as a stop-off refuelling
poinl.

The Lusaka secords, too, included many concessions
Irom the liberation fighters, The new ‘transitional govern-
ment” has nine members, six appointed by FRELIMO and
three by the Portuguese government. Defence and foreign
affairs are not incleded and remain in Lisbon's hands. The
new administration is headed by a Portuguese high commis-
sioner, Rear Admiral Vitor Crespo, and 8 FRELIMO prime
minister, Joaquim Chissano, A joint military commission,
composed of equal numbers of representatives of the
Portuguese armed forces and FRELIMO, has been esta-
blished to supervise the implementation of the ceasefire.

Until the new government establishes a mew police
force, the present colonial police will continue to function.
They are under the control of the Portuguese high
commissioner, who is also empowered to take control of
the other security forces ‘in the evenl of disorder'.

At a news conference in Lusaka on 5 September, Soares
announced that Portuguese troops would remain in the
country, under Portuguese command, at least until inde-
pendence. Soares also stated that the Portuguese government
would not allow Mozambigue (o aid the Zimbabwean
liberation struggle by offering continued use of Mozambican
territory for the liberation movements, and that Mozam-
bigue would not apply sanclions against either Rhodesia or
South Africa. The Mozambican government is being forced,
ol least until independence, to continue lo supply over
100,000 contract workers annually for South Africa’s gold
mines, to proceed with plans to sell power to South Africa
from the giant Cahora Bassa dam, and to maintain the port
of Lourenco Marques as @ major trade outlet for South
African industries.

Several actions and statements by FRELIMO leaders
indicate that FRELIMO, now in the Mozambican govern-
ment in coalition with the Portuguese colonialists, may be
willing to play the ‘stabilising' role expected by the Portu-
guese authorities, Samora Machel, the movement's president,
sent a rnessage from Tanzania {where the movement still
maintains its headquarters) to the inauguration ceremony of
he ‘transitional government' on 20 September, calling for
an end to the wave of strike actions, occupations and
demonstrations that has forced Lisbon to make as many
concessions as it has. Machel said that ‘an increase in
salaries would only bring an increase in prices’. He warned
that ‘in this situation and phase of the life of our country,
strikes will not take place’, and celled for ‘stepping up
susterity and very hard work’,

30

Machel's approach can anly resull in the grave prohlems
of the Mozamhican economy being tackled in the interests
of the capitalists and at the expense of the Mozambican
masses. The only real solution to the problems of inflation,
unemployment and underdevelopment facing the people of
Mozambigue after decades of colonial superexploitalion is
the nationalisation of the major capitalist holdings and the
launching of a planned economy Lo develop the country in
the interesiz of the workers and peasants.

Nor have FRELIMO leaders indicated that they will
strive 1o mohilise the masses and resources of Mozambique
to aid the liberation struggles in South Africa and Rhodesia.
This is the only way to defend Mozambigue [rom South
African, Rhodesian or mercenary intervention and, in the
long run, by tapping the huge industrial power aof South
Africe. to lay the basis for real socialist development in
Southern Africa as a whele, including Mozambique. Discus-
sing FRELIMO's attitude to South Africa at a press
conference on 17 September, Chissano said: "We do nol
pretend to be the saviours of the world, We will not be
wiviours or the reformers of South Africa, That belongs to
the people of South Africa.’

FRELIMO has also dropped demands for the immediates
withdrawal of Portugal's troops [rom Mozambique. The
dangers that flow from this stance were well illustrated by
the evenis surrounding the white settler uprising immediate-
iy following the T September Lusaka sccurds, events which
proved that the Mozambuan people cannot rely oo Lhe
Portuguese colomal army for protection. Fortuguese troops
and police did little or nothing to put down the seitler
putsch. No resistance was given to the racialists’ seizure of
the Lourenco Marques' radio station or their freeing of 200
ex-PIDE agents from the Machava prison. As Antonio de
Figueiredo and Peter Niesewand put it in the 9 September
Guardian: ‘It is apparent that—at key stages— police and
soldiers stood by and allowed the takeover.'

FRELIMO broadcast appeals to the black population of
Lourenco Marques advising them not to mobilise themselves
agiinst the white racialists. But after watching the Pertu-
guese troops do nothing against the putschists for two days,
the black masses mobilised themselves spontanecusly des-
pite the FRELIMO leaders” appeals. They built barricades,
segrched for arms destined for the white racialists and
blocked roads from South Africa to prevent aid reaching
the resctionaries from that quarter. ‘Al one roadblock’,
Niesewand reported in the |1 September Guardian, ‘thou-
sands of blacks stopped cars to search them for Porlugnese
Mags and arms’.

The real role of the Portuguese troops in Mozambigue
was revealed very soon after the black revoll. Troops were
sent into. the black shanty-towns to put down the African
workers by force, Niesewand reported that ‘commanders
guarding the perimeters [of the black arcas] said they
recognised the sound of aulomatic weapons used by Portu-
guese troops’ and that helicopters flew over the
shanty-towns, while the Portuguese military high ¢ommand
met in emergency session. Nearly 100 were killed, almost
all of them blacks. The white reactionaries, by conlrast,
were not militarily suppressed but allowed to leave the
buildings they had seized quite freely in the wake of the
black uprising.

The Second Provisional Government and Angola

The dangers posed by the depth of the liberation struggle
and the social crigis in Mozambique forced the junta and the
second provisional government of Vasco Goncalves to opt
for & ‘FRELIMO solution” in that country as the best way
of defending imperialism's eszential interests there and in




neighbouring South Africa

In Angola the comparative weakness and divisions of

the likeration movements encouraged the Goncalves/Spinola
regpme to attempt to hold off independence for several
vears. The only immediate effect of the 11 July changes in
the Lishban govemmeén! was the replacement of Governor
Silveiro Marques with a more ‘liberal® officer, Rear-Admiral
Rosa Coutinho, who was appointed president of a new
Governing Junta of Angola,

In Angola, tne stakes are really high. The counlry is
fabulously wealthy, a huge store of potential profits for the
imperialist monopohies. Produding 160,000 barrels of crude
oil a day, Angola i the second largest ol producer in Alrica
south of the Sahara. The main interssts hers are held by Ca-
binda Gulf Qil Campany, a subsidiary of Gulf Oil Corpora-
tion of the United States, which first struck ofl in Cabinda in
1966, Portuguese, South African, French, Belgian and United
States capital is involved in six other ail companies now
operating in Anpols, Both the corporations themselves
and the colonial Portuguese government benefit —the
latter in the lorm of huge royalties and revenves from
the ofl compadies. Gulf, for example, paid 400 million
dollars to the government last year alone,

Crude oil exports have jumped in recenl years from
1% million tons in 1969 to over 7 million in 1973, Even
before the boom in oil prices had had its real effects
Angola™s crude oil export earnings in 1973 were BLE per
cenl up on the vear before. With reserves in Gulf™s Cabinda
oilfields slone estimated at over 300 million tons, and with
over 20 more companies in addition to those presently
operatmg in Angola quening up for ol exploralion rights
and concessions, the major imperialist powers will take
every precaution Lo prevent this weslth slipping from
thair clasp.
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The Angolan economy is one of the fastest growing
in Africa. There is a2 very wide range of British capitalist
interests in the country, extending into nearly every area
of the economy from railways to Iron ore, and Angola’s
exports of raw materials are experiencing a real boom
Export earnings from diamonds, for example, in which
British capital has large investments through DIAMANG
and CONDIAMA, rose by 26.3 per cent last year from
their level in 1972, It was a similar story for iron ore
exparts, whose value rose 19,7 per cent from 1972 to 1973,

The fourth largest coffee producer in the world—after
Brazil, Colombia and the Ivory Coasl—Angola is also
brnging in huge increases in coffee export earnings. Last
year the country's colfee exports rose 34.6 percent in value
and in the first five months of 1974 coffee exporl carnings
were a further 25 per ceni above their leval in the same
period of 1973,

Fhe imperialists’ stake in Angola is well iMustrated by
the massive trade surplus achieved in recent years by the
colony on account of the Imperialists’ exploitation of its
riw materials. Angoli’s exports rose to a record 19.136.8
million escudos (£320 million) in 1973, 374 per ceni
more than the year before. The trade balance improved
by B34 per cent 1o a staggering 5 8608 million sscudos
(£100 million).

To defend the imperialist holdings in Angola, the
FPortuguese government and junta have moved slowly and
coutiously to bulld up a neocolomalist gevernment in the
colony. On 9 August the junia issued a communigue which
lwid oul a timetable for "decolonisation’—a process which
woulld keep Portugpese troops and rule in the conntry Tor
two to three vears. The stalemenl demanded that the
likeration npiovements lay down their arms and open nego
tiations with the Portuguese—as if the Partuguese had any
right Lo negotiate anything with the Angolan people! *Once
a ceasefire is agreedtto’, the junta announced, “the Portu-
gucse government will immediately zer up a provisional
coalition government, in which all the liberution movements
will be represented along with the mosl representative
ethnic groups in Angola, including the white population’.

The junta's statemen! indicated that the mamn task ol
the provisional government would be to work oul an elec
toral law, Then, ‘in about fwo years, the provisional
government should see lo the ¢lection by direct, secrel and
universal ballnt of a Constituent Assembly, whose task will
be to work onl Lhe Constitution of the new nation, and
define what relationship it wants to have with Portugal.”

The statement went on to explain that Portugal would
refuse 1o allow Angolan independence until after the
Constituent Assembly had finished writing a new Consti-
tution and elections had been held to a new Legslative
Assembly

The Partuguese ¢alonialists have no right whatever fa
lay down such conditions for independence to the Angoalan
people, who have the nght lo determine their own affairs
and choose their own form of government without Portu-
guese interference. The only course consislent with the right
of self-determination is that the Portuguese colpmialists
leave Angola now and unconditionglly

Six days after the junta announced 1ts calomal plans for
Angola, supparters of the MPLA held a rally incentra) Lisbon
to protest against rhe junta’s communique. The rally was
banned by the government and umis of the Public Security
Police opened fire on the demonsirators, killing 4 passer-by.

A statement was ssued the lollowing day by the pro-
visional government and the chief of the general staff of the
armed forces justifying the banning of the demonstration
on the grounds that actions in support of the MPLA were
unpatriotic. 'The MPLA®, the communique stated, 'has so
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far rejected all the peace offers of the provisional govemr
ment and declared its intention to continue the struggle
indefinitely in Angola, thus showing disrespect far the
desires of the Angolan peaples. The soldiers of Portugal will
be obliged to remain on guard to defend themselves in
Angola, The government and the general staff cannot permit
support for the MPLA to be expressed on the Portuguese
homefront while this organisation maintmins its warlike
attitude."

The colonialist frame of mind could scarcely have hean
betier expressed! Excepl, perhaps, by Prime Minizter Vasco
Goncalves, who had this to say in an interview with the
French magazine Nouvel Observareur published in iis b
Oetober issue: 'We intend to decolonise with the agreement
of the white population, Nothing will be done without the
agreement of the white population there." S0 Angola’s inde-
pendence was to be conditional on the agreement of the
privileged white minority, a minority of 500,000 ont of &
total population of 5% million and a minority which has
real material reasons to oppose African majority rTule!
Indeed, its privileges over the black population are
enonmous, as an arlicle in the 4 October issue of the French
journal Marches Tropicaux detailed: a minority of 10 per
cent of the Angolan population, which includes the great
bulk of the white population, earn aver 35,200 escudos
(E£600) 5 year, while 90 per cent—almost all blacks—earn
lexs than 2,200 escudos (£38) a year.

Another side to the plans of the junta and the second
provisional government came 10 light len days after the
junta's 9 August communigue: the Angolan paper Provincia
reported that the 1974 Angolan military budget was to be
increased by 20 milion dollars. Indeed, the war was still not
over. Meither the FNLA nor the MPLA had accepted the
9 August plan. They had refused therefore to cull ceasefires
and the Portuguese press continued to report lists of combat
deaths from the Angolan war. In this context, the extremist
setiler forces and mercenary groups ako continued Lo
flourish,

At the same time Spinola continued to back the small
‘phantom parties’ like UNA end FUA as s counterweight 1o
the liberation movements. On 27 September he welcomed
23 Angolan ‘leaders of thought', none of them representing
the liberation movements, to a round of talks in Lisbon on
Angola's future.

Spinola also hoped to enlist the aid of pro-US President
Mobutu of Zaire in selling the junta’s plans to the Kinshasa-
based leaders of the FNLA. On 15 September he flew to
the Island of Sal for talks wjth Mobutu, the FNLA's leader
Holden Roberto and UNITA president Jonas Savimbi.

Spinols, apparently overruled at the fime by more
farsighted representatives of Lhe capitalist order on the
Council of State, now hinted that he considered too many
concessions had been granted FRELIMO. On 16 September
he publicly announced that he would take direct personal
contral over the negotiations on Angola’s future.

The Downfall of Spinola and Costa Gomes' Pacts with the
MPLA and the FNLA

Spinola’s persomal handling of the Angolan negotiations
threatened—from the capitalist point of view—to be as
dangerous as the first provisional government’s colonial
strategy nearly became in Mozambigue, The defeat of the
extreme reactionaries as a result of the massive maobilisation
of the workers of Portugal on 28 September, and the sub-
sequent resignation of Spinola, brought a more [lexible
Angola policy from Portugal's rulers.

The new president, Genaral Costa Gomes, repudiated
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Spinola’s colonial line in his inauguration speech, warning
Spinola supporters that ‘we must not let ourselves be bound
by rigid and preconceived plans.

Costa Gomes understood that the hberation move-
ments, particularly the MPLA, had mass African backing
and could not be ignored any longer; and that the Angolan
tinderbox might soon explode if a rapud, peacelul transfer
of governmental powers was not soon set in motion. Costa
Gomes and Coutinho embarked on a new round of nego-
tiations with the liberation movements in the hope that
they would participate in u coalition government which
could restore pulitical stability and end the despening crisis
in the counlry.

The crisis was certainly deep. Both the FNLA and the
MPLA had rejected Lishon's two-to-three year timetable
and had caloulated that the juma’s plan to include formal
representation [rom ‘ethnic groups’ was desizred to balater
right-wing groups like FUA and UINA whose leaders had
opposed the liberation struggle during the Salazar and
Caetano Years.

Even UNITA, which had signed o ceasefire in Jumne,
nearly two months before the junta’s ¥ August statement,
and which appeared to be willing 1o co-apetate, refused to
join @ provisional government which did not include
members of the FNLA and the MPLA—out of fear that it
would lose African support.

Sirikes also beégan to sweep the country. On 22
October, for example, Luanda's dock workers wenl on
strike, holding up banana exporis, and workers in the
financial administration offices walked out. It took a 64 per
cent wage increase for employees with two years” service—
and a 44 per cent raise for the resl—tlo get the dockers
back 1o work on 27 Ootober,

On 4 Novemher 700 workers at the tyre factary,
Mabor, struck for wage increases and the firing af lascist
managers. Two days later, water and electricily workers in
Lusnda walked out demanding a minimum salary of 5,500
escudos (£94) 5 month and the removal of 41 reactionary
officials accused of collaborating with the PIDE. Health
workers, bakers and hospital workers were also reported on
strike the same day.

Thausands of blacks were also arming themselves in the
cities as @ defensive measure against the racialist mobs of
settlers who had continually carried vut attacks against the
black areas since July. Typical was the response to the dis
covery of a murdersd white taxi driver on 3 Navember.
Three cars, driven by whites, drove into the Cazenga suburb
of Luanda and let off a hail of bullets, killing ten blacks.
The widespread defensive arming of the black population in
Luanda caused grave concern to the Portuguese authorities,
who saw the liberation movements as the anly force to
keep the independent mobilisation of the African workers
in check.

Signs of peasant uprisings proved equally threatening to
the Portuguese colonialists. The 4 November issuc of Digria
de Noticigs, Lisbon's leading bourgeois daily, reported ane
such rehellion: ‘Groups of Africans invaded and destroyed
houses and public buildings in Dugue de Braganca, in the
district of Malanje, around 425 kilometers to the east of the
capital, Pravinciu de Angola reporied today.

‘The paper stated. that various estates and plantations
had been set on fire and destroyed and others had been
abandoned, while parachulists were en route there Lo help
the police *contral” the agitation carried cul by the black
population in the past three weeks.'

In this more and more explosive atmosphere, the Porlu-
guese authorities took sleps in Octoher and November 1o
come to a deal with the leaderships of the Angolan hbe-




ration movemeants.,

On 10 October a fiveman delegation led by General
Fantes Pereirn de Melo arrived in Kinshasa for o series of
meetings with Mobutu, Roberto and the FNLA leadership,
and Duniel Chipenda, vice-president of the MPLA and
leader of its *‘Eastern Revolt® faction, one of the movement's
three public factions, On 14 October the Porfupnese dale
gation signed an agreement with the FNLA leadership in
Kinshasa, selting an immediate ceasefire and allowing the
FNLA to open legal offices in Luanda. On 30 October o
94-member delegation led by Henrik Vaal Neto, the FNLA'S
information minister, arrived in the Angolan capital to open
the Frant’s new permanent offices.

An sgreement with the MPLA followed soon after the
Kinshasa accords. On 20 Octoher Captain Leanel Cardoso, a
key man in Coutinho's Angelan administration, flew to
Luso, in the cast of the country, (0 meet Neto himself, Two
days larer, in a village some 40 miles from the Zambian
border, Neto and Cardoso signed an official ceasefire agree-
ment, which allowed the MPLA to open legal political
centres throughout the couniry.

With speculation now rife that the announcement of
the long-awaited coalition government was imminent,
Coutinho flew to Lishon to give a progress report to the
Decolonisation Commission on 28 October. ‘lmportant
steps have been laken during the last few weeks in the
provess underway in Angola’, Coutinhe lold reporters out
sidé the meeling in Lisbon's Belem Palace. 'We have
achieved the cessation of hostilities with all the movements,
first with UNITA, afterwards with the FNLA, and finally
with the MPLA after talks in Angolan_territory. This has
been a very important step, because, from now on, with
delegations of the liberation movements present in Luanda,
contacts will be made easier and their co-operation in the
development of the process can be more effective.
Coutinho said that he was ‘pleased with the way in which
things are going’.

To accomplish the emerging deal with the leaderships
of the liberation movement, Coutinho was forced, belatedly,
lo take some measures against the extreme right-wing forces
which his and Marques® policics had previously encouraged.
On 27 October he announced that several nght-wing leaders
—who had “aimed at stopping the decoloniation process
and at imposing a8 Rhodesis-type independence’—had been
arrested, including Antonio Mavarro, president of the
PCDA. In a similar development on 4 November, the
Decolonisation Commission in Lishon fired Temudo Barata,
the pro-separatist governor of Cabinds, after riots had
broken out in the Cabindan capital betwean supporters of
FLEC and MPLA.

The clearest indicutions of the plans of the junta and
the provisional government came to light on 20 November
—when Major Melo Antunes, a top leader of the Movement
of the Armed Forces and minister without portfolio in the
provisional government, arrived in Algiers Lo open secret
talks with Netc on the establishment of 2 coalition
govarnmaent.

The same day in Luanda, Captain Vasco Lourenco,
leader of & Movement of the Armed Forces' delegation to
Angola, explained that his delegition was locking for &
‘united front' of the liberation movements *to constitute a
provisional government with the aim of it being able to get
going defimtively with the process of decolonisation'.

The Portuguese government and the junta expect that
the MPLA and the FNLA leaders will play a moderating
role over their rank-and-file supporters once they are in the
governmenl. Indeed, already, these leaders have indicated
their willingness to co-operate only too well. The Darie de
Noticies report on the peasant uprisings in Dugue de
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Braganca, for example, noted that the Governing Junta of
Angola had sent African intermediaries (o the area, *having
asked the liberation movements represented in Luanda to
help calm emotions and restore public order’.

One of the most explicit indications of the MPLA's
political line came af a press conférence addressed by MPLA
lcader Lucio Lara in Luanda on 13 November. The 14
November issue of the Lisbon paper €1 Secuio carried this
report of Lara's denunciations of Afncans who had armed
themselves and organised the self-defence of the black areas
of the city against the white racialists. *He agreed that many
afl those responsible had signs or emblems of the MPLA and
carried the organisation’s banners, believing in fact that
some were sympathisers of the organisation. Nevertheless
he made an appeal to the inlelligence of people not to
belicve that the leadership of the MPLA would have in any
way supported or given its approval to the wave of
violence.

£ Seculo noted that *Lara deplored, as well, the recent
wave of strikes and, energetically, repudiated accusations
that the MPLA was responsible for arganising them.

‘In the second place he declared, his movement only
supported strikes which had been previously authorised by
the unions, regrelting those egoistic persons who do not
work for the good of the people and who are séeking o
prejudice the Angolan economy.”

It is this moderating role which the Portuguese ruling
class now hopes to use to bring a stable, neocolonial
solution to success in Angols.

This neocolonial strategy has won public praise from
United States imperialism. For example, Donald Easum, the
United States Assistant Secrelary of State for African
Affairs, told the House of Representatives Foreign Affairs
Committee on [0 October thal ‘palience and good
judgment® had “so far characterised the process of decolo-
nization” and that the United States was adopting a *hopeful




and helplul attitude’ towards ‘there mew and encouraging bullding 2 mass movemenl ggainst the colonial polivies of

| developments’, He announced thal the US povernmeni was the junts and the government, have done everything in their
| seeking ‘meaningful  dialogues’ with the liberation power to cover up for the gctions of the governmenl in
which they themselves sit.

movemenis.

The Way Forward It is our responsibility too, here in Britain, to build a
powerful movement in solidarity with the liberation struggle

Partugal's rulers, in seeking a stable neocolonial solution 1o and to fight all forms of collaboralion hy the British

Angola, Mozambique and the Cape Verdes, have sought to government with Porluguose calonialism and the mcialist
play for time. They have refused 1o withdraw sll Portuguese regimes in South Alrica and Rhodesin, A movement again®
tranps al once and to concede immediate, unconditional British povernment colluboration with South Alnca s af
construction of ,uri:-.uL._- importanoe i View ol the dangeérs that South
Africa might intervene militarily in Angola or Mozambique
if the revolotions in those countries threaten Lo spill o

The primary responsibility ol soclalists and supporters il South Africa. As the recent muval cuuicises carrivd
of the liberation strugele of Lthe peoaples of Motambigue, gait jointly by the British and Soulh African navies reveal
Angola and the Cape Verdes is to demand the immediate, the British Labour Govermment stands lullsqguare hehind
unconditional independence of the culones and wilhdrawal the deep commitment of British capitalism 0 deleml s
giant holdings in Southern Alrica, mainly in South Africa

independence in order to Organse the
relizble, neocolonial governments which will defend the
imperialists’ key interests,

of the troops. This is the only course which is consistent
with the right of self-determination of the peoples of these jteelf, but also in Angola. Our job musi be 14 cHmpaign
vigorously to force the Labour Governmenl to break ol
this collaboration with (he racialists in Southern Africa and
wolidarise with the national Heeration struggles ol 1ls
oppressed peoples.

eounlries. Le. their right to determine their own alfairs
without another day of Portuguese interference

MNowhere s this task more urgenl than in Partugal itself,
where the Communist and socjalist Partics, imstead of
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THE COUP
AND AFTER

The LIGA COMUNISTA DE CHILE, sympathising section of the Fourth International held an
underground conference in Chile after the coup. The following is a translation of sections of the
main perspectives document discussed at that conference.

A 5

J

After the legislative elections of March 1973 came the final
realignments of the forces of the Right before the definitive
¢risis. In this period the armied forces became the key poli-
tical factor. The Christian Democrats locked to them to
ensure the continuance of the State in Bourgeois legality
and o push the government into numerous retreats, such as
the appointment of the militery lo key mimsterial posis
The Christian Democrat party nationally wanted to drag
the military as soon as possible into a coup to overthrow
Allende. The same position was held by the hosses' orgs-
nisations, especially SOFOFA.*

The First Fruits of the Coup

Within the Popular Unity, posmtions were less clear cut
Within a few hours of the election there was a split in the
MAPU as a result of the decp crisis that had been develop-
g there since their 2nd congress, The CP celled a plenum
to analyse the election result and decided the new axis of
therintervention. Al the end of it, the Chilean Communists
delined their principal task as the election of a new "popular
government” in 1976! From this it followed, for the CP,
that the immediate rask of the proletarial was to redouble
their efforts to improve production so that the government
would have a secureé base from which to carry oul a pro-
grumme of financial stringency to control inflation, put a
stop to the black market end re-balance the state sectar. At
the same time the CP proposed to lead a campaign against
the threal of avil war which the bourgeaisie had been using
85 4 form of blackmail, hoping thereby to isalate the
goipistas, bring the ‘democretic® sector of the bour-
geoisie into an agreement and preserve the rule of law, At
the time this was also the position of Allende and the domi-
nant current in the UP.

The centrist currents of the UP, on the other hand,
highlighted the need to face up to the bosses' offensive with
& more pggressive policy which would rake account of the
strength of the masses and encourage sustained mass initia-
tives. These currents, which were close to the MIR, albeit
hesitantly and with many contradictions, did make the
struggle for popular power the main axis of their politics in
this final period. The calls for workers® power, together with
the development of organs of popular control, had a
profound resonance with the masses and came o dominate
every demonstration.

The period of class struggle opened by the March 73
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elections developed in an cconomic climate where the
contradictions imposed by the global crisis of bourgeois
society became constantly more evident. It was a situation
of deadlock which could not last very long. There had to be
4 movemenl—aeither forwards towards socialism or back-
wards towards a fascist barbarism. These were the only
possible solutions to the crisis, and it was up to each of the
opposing classes to impose itz will on the other and
defeat it.

In June the palitical crisis was sharpened. The strike at
'El Temenle' provided the opportunity for o new rnass
affensive by the bourgeoisic; this sel off a widespread and
vigorous mobilisation by the lefi which promptly halted the
opposition's advance and threw them into confusion.

At the end of the month, just when everything seemed
lo have settled down, came the uprising by the armoured
units of the Second Regiment, which zurrounded tha
Moneda Palace and artacked the Ministry of Defence. But
the uprising failed to draw in other units of the armed
forces and was swiltly crushed. Far from improving, the
political situation worsened. The counter-revolution maved
into the final phase of preparation for a coup. The govern-
ment, faced with the sctivity of the armed forces (closing
down radio stations and impoking 4 rigid press censorship m
relation to news of the events of 29 June) had to declare
o state of emergency and restore power to the prefects and
govermnors in the provinces, At the same time under the law
of arms control the army launched large scale searches of
factories, estates, and the offices of trade union and political
organisations. [n all these searches militants were mistreated
and gooads destroyed in the offices and factories. At Punta
Arcnas such an action bed to lhe death of 2 worker. Some
radio stations were searched and closed down by the
military while broadcasting political programmes. 4 group
of sailors was arrested on the grounds that they had been
plotting against the Navy high command. There were a series
of cleardy political declarations by senior officers in the
armed forces. In short, the armed forces began to act on
their own authority, without waiting for the word of the
civil power, in a perspective clearly leading towards a coup
d'etat. The political ground was carefully preparad so thal
this time there would be no failure,

To this end, they had to be able to present the govern-
ment as ‘{llegal’ and again paralyse the country with a new
offensive. The first ohjective was met by an intensive cam-
paign, carefully orchestrated from within the Pardiament by



mezns of statements from the presidents of the Assembly
and the Senate; this was underlined when the Assembly,
representing the legislature, in agreement with the Supreme
Court and the Treasury, refused to accept the promulgation
of a partial constitutional reform sboul the sectors of the
national economy. Above all, via the media of mass commu-
nication which they controlled, the opposition prepared
the psychological climate for the coup. All this was gccom-
panied by strong pressure on the chief of the army, General
Carlos Prats; to resign. The mass offensive was again launch-
ed through the paralysis of road transport; then the other
sectors confrolled by the opposition were bhrought
commerce, the professional associslions, certam student
groups, etc. The National Party started to collect signatures
1o demand Allende's resignation’. A showdown
imevilahle.

However the government didn't see things like that, and
made desperate efforts fo reach an agreemeént with the
Christian Democrats. Allende made a poblic appeal Tor a
dialogue with the party end showed himself ready to grant
concessions. Asg a guarantee of good faith, the government,
through the intervention of the ministear of the interior.
Carlos Briones, and of Allende himself, began to atiack the
organs ol struggle which the workers had created during the
October crisis and which they had ceaselessly strengthened
Eince,

Al the sume time, most of the factories which had been
occupied by the workers during the Tankazo ol June were
ordered to be returned to the bosses. For the sake of retain-
g their 'rl:hpqnsitilc' image, the Chrnstian Democrats
accepted the offer of talks, bul with no intention of arriving
at an agreement. They imposed the following conditions
thE armed forces 1o be hrl,'lul_"hI I'ﬂ-','\..:- the '.-'ill'.'llil'li.-‘t with 8 con-
trolling position, the promulgation in full of the project fo
delining sepamate sectors of the economy which the Parlia-
menl had adopted, restoration of channel % on the TV, ete.

But the die had already been cast and the gavernment’s
weakness merely strengthened the hand of the goipisrar.
The resignation of the commander-in-chief and of two other
high ranking generals was cloguent testimony as 1o what
wis going on within the high command. The same scenario
unfolded in the Admiralty

The workers, on the other hand, were not disposed to
leave the stage without a battle; they showed their discon-
tent with the government’s policy and organised demon-
gfrations at the base. In a demonstration organised hy the
CUT {trade union organizarion) the militery cabinet was
jeered, as also in the march of the shantylown dwellers and
the cordones, which was sabotaged by the CP and the
CUT. Finally on 11 September the coup look place
The armed forces managed to stifle the resistance within
their ranks by groups of conscripts and NCOs, the carabi-
nerox did not resist, the left-wing mdio-stations were
silenced, a curfew imposed, The workers, sbandoned by the
traditional parties, unable to neutralize the voice of the
dictatorzhip through their own radio station, unable to
silence the enemy radio, lacking any central command which
might organise the struggle, were in no position to put up
any effective resistance to the coup, despite the deter-
minalion and heroism of the many who fell in
armed clashes,

Whs

The Armed Forces und the UP Government

The important rale which devolved on the bourgeals army
in the events leading up to the coup, in the defeat of the
Chilean praletariat, and in the tendency today for it to
become the principal instrument of the great national and
international monopolies in their démination of the poli-
tical, ceonomic and soclal affeirs of the country makes a
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more detailed explanation aof its conduct in this last period
very important

We cannot understand the role of the armed Torces
without considering their class nature and the specific pur-
pose for which they were created—otherwise we should
fall inte the facile trap of explaining everything 1n terms
of the resolution of internal conflicts {and therefore of
comjunctural factors), which would only miseducate the
working cluss and disarm it in the face of its new tasks

The first characteristic of the armed forces in Every
capitalisl couniry is that they are an integral and impartant
part of the bourgeois state apparatus, The capitalist state is
the expression of a sociery profoundly divided into O pias-
ing classes with irreconailable interests and it is the principal
tool by which the ruling class maintains its hegemony over
the whole sociely. Historically, the armed forces have
fulfilled various functions: settling accounts with the mling
classes of other countries when there are important differ-
ences; the colonial conguest of those sections of the world
population which have yel to be incorporated fully into
the capitalist sysiem; settling those internal (clms) conflicts
which threaten bourgeomns stability.

A second impartant point: there is no way in which this
class nature of the armed forces can be altered since it is
determined by the relativnship of the army bo the system
a8 @ whole {although, of course. the class origin of the
officers, the kind of education they receive, the predomi-
nant wdeclogy and so on, do affect the degree of homo-
geneity within the force). In every army there is a strict
chain of command, the command structure s supposedhy
independent of major cutside interest graups, the command
(and therefore alzo their subordinetes) are tied to the
miaintenance of the state apparatus—all of which supges|s
that when o revolutionary tendency appears within the
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armed forces it must necessarily take the form of a radical
break with the bourgeois army. If we fail to clearly assimi-
late these lessons or deliberately conceal them, we run the
risk of confusing those factors which may, in a conjunctural
sense, prevent the bourgeois army from fulfilling its mission
of stemming the advance of the revolutionary forces, with a
transfermation of its basic character: this would inhibit the
class and its vanguard from performing their proper tasks.
How was it that broad sections of the political leadership of
the working class came to make such a false judgment on
the position of sections of the high command in the last
period before the coup?

Some weeks before the presidential elections of 1970
the then commander-in-chief of the army, Rene Sehneider,
made a statement in which he declared that the army would
mapect the papular decision or, 1if no candidate obtained an
absolute majority, the vote of the Congress. The army
wallld not abandon the role entrusted to it uader the Con-
stitution. This constitulionalist position became known us
the *Schneider doctrine’, This declaration was made in reply
lo rumours of a possible military intervention in the event
of a victory for the Popuolar Unity candidate. The constitu-
tionalist *dootrine’ therefore referred to the fact that at this
particularly critical moment the high command showed an
inclination to join in a reformist project, thereby rejecting
any reactionary positions which wanted to use the military
n their own immediate inferests.

In this situstion, the reiteration of the constitutionalist
position reflected nothing more than the presence of
‘reformists' in the senior ranks of the army hierarchy. To
give a few examples, in the lust year of the Frei government
a series of articles appeared in the review of the army
general staff, denouncing the subordination of the army to
the interests of the big bourgeoisic. It was also generally
known that the teaching stafl and administration of the
staff colleges were convinced partisans of reform.

A new concept of ‘national securily’ was gaining
ground, according to which the signs of internal strife were
not simply attnbuted to ‘the reds’ and international com-
munism, but to such factors as the gross exploitation of the
working class and the incapacity of the ruling classes to
solve the wgent problems of the large mass of the people,
all of which necessarily creatgd internal tension.

Given the existence of a large number af generals who
favoured a reformist model, it was obvious that before they
could overturn Allende and install @ brutal faseist military
dictatorshup in the country, the galpistar had to earry out
their own internal coup d’etar.

But the reformist phenomenon affected especially the
mosl semor generals and was not widespread throughout
the general staff. The development of the class struggle and
the increasing combativity of the workers muised the possi-
bility of a revolutionary situation which was in no way to
the liking of the great majorily of officers. From the
morment thal the masses bagan to outflank the buresucratic
leaderships of the UP parties, getting under way a whaole
series of measures which went much further than the limited
scope of a reform programme, an importani seclion of
officers began to regroup around a position which was in
agreement with the most reactionary elements in the
country—those who, since Allende's victory, had come to
consider that the most favourable solution for the bour-
geoisie would be a military coup.

The polarisation of political forces thus produced a
situation in which the majority of officers slipped more and
mare to the right. The reactionary generals did not at that
time, though, have a favourable balance of forces an which
to act—and they understond as much. They began to work
oul a strategy which took account of their several problems:
a) there were generals who sided with Allende
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b) the working class had shown their immense strength

¢} significant numbers of conscripis and NCOs had been
won for a socialist position

d) there was a split between the two main sections of the
bourgeoisie.

This conflict was clear to see within the armed lorces. On

the one hand, there was a group of officers who wished to

mumntain their layaliy to the exevutive, on the other, there
were groups engaged in the planning of a coup.

What was 1t that definitely ruled out the victery of the
constitutionalists? Why was it utopian and criminal to lei
the fate of the working class hung on the resolution of these
contridictions? In the first place, the sharpening of the class
struggle put on the agenda the definitive choice between
the victory of a socialist revolution ar that of resction,
There was no longer any room for such intermediate
positions as ‘constilutionalism’, and when the question of
the praletarian revolution is finally posed it is clear thar i1
can only be led by the proletarial itself and by its vanguard
organised politically and militarily to take on the task of
seizing power.

The outcome of this greal enterprise is ultimately de-
pendent on what forces the working class manages to group,
under its own control, to counter the forces of reaction, It
s possible that significant sections of the bourgems army,
having been  favourably influenced by revolutionary
socialist ideas (by means of sgitation for the dissolution of
the bourgeois army and §ts replacement by a popular
militia) might take the side of the working class, Bul that
would imply that these sections had left the ranks of the
bourgeois army and were no longer part of it. Revolu-
tionaries must work to see that this eccurs in 8 massive way
at any decisive moment.

It is, however, quite another matter to leave all respon-
sibility for the confrontation in the hands of men who,
although affected by the conflict within the officer carps, in
no way represent the interests of the proletariat and have on
the contrary oppused the dissolution of the bourgeois army.
This amounts to the rejection of any possibility for the
proleturiat winning an influence on sections of the pre-
fessional army by breaking across its hierarchical structure.

In 2 situation where the NCOs and the conscripts were
isolated from the working class siruggle, unable at the
critical moment to join with the workers' militias since
these did not exist, uncertain of their fate in the event af o
clazsh with sections of the petty-bourgenisie and officers
trained for the assumption of counler-revolutionary tazks,
prey Lo u stnct code of discipline, no other result could be
expected than a bloody repression of the working class,

Under these conditions the most reactionary sections
of the armed forces began to:

4} launch a vielent purge of those sections of the military
(expecially NCOs) who had been won to the praletariat,
Already months before the coup many soldiers and
sailors had been tortured. imprisoned and expelled from
the armed forces, The case of the sailors, made known to
the workers several weeks hefore the coup, was only a
mild indication of what had been going on.

b) hold meetings of generals and officers from which issued
petitions demanding that the executive ftake steps to
counter the combativity of the working class.

¢) make wide use of the arms control law which Congress
had passed with the approval of the UP government. This
law, which gave them complete freedom Lo search and
stize weapons anywhere in the country, was used by the
golpistas 1o take possession of all the arms which might
later be used to block their plans,

4) expel those elements in the high command which were
friendly to the government. To achieve this, various kinds
of pressure were applied. The most obvious caze was the
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demonstration by the wives of all those officers wha
favoured a coup outside the housa of the then comman-
der-in-chief of the army, General Carlos Prats, which,
given the government’s inaction, proved successful in
forcing his resignation.

These preparations were in no way secrel. The UP
government was perfectly well aware of what was being
prepared. Bul the positions adopted by the lesding warking
lass parties in relation to the armed forces could only Tesull
in defeat

Leading elements among the reformists, basing them-
selves on the lack of any immediate intervention by the
armed forces, consistently denied there was any class nature
to the army. For them, the armed forces were not 8 bour
geois institution but an eszentially "unconscious’ body, ‘loval
to the executive arm’, ‘professional and patriotic’. Obviously
if ane wished to prove to the working class that they should
not establish their own organs of polilical and military
power, il was necessary to deny the class nature of the
armed forces. Blindness and cowardice prevailed o such an
extent that n groop of sallors who had denounced the
planned ¢oup in the hope of defending the government's
‘constitutionalist’ position and depriving the plotters of any
appearance of legitimacy, were themselves brought to trial
by the government under the ‘Internal security” law, The
criminally misleading politics of reformism are clearly
llustrated by thiz attitude to the armed forces.

Equally it is true that the MIR and other centrist
currents never managed to charascterise the armed forces
correctly, nor to formulate 3 position that truly reprisented
the interests of the prolelariat on this question. The MIR
and other organisations of the revolutionary left commitied
a typically ultra-left error at the time of the elections and in
the first months of the Allende government {an error which
led them to a theoretical position which was paradoxically
very close to that of the reformists): they correctly charae-
terised the armed forces as a bourgeois mstitution, as an
organ of repression for the possessing classes, but in tha
context of such a major palitical upset ax the election of
Allende, they expected an automatic, mechanical response

33

(the notion of an “automatic coup”), They could not graen
the fact that although such an organ doex respond 1o the
strategic needs of the ruling class, this does not mean that
al every moment and in every situation it s totally free o
act in accordance with the class interest for which it was
created —that in a particular conjuncture a secondary factor
(like & petly-bourgeois ideclogy of reform), which in no
way alters the class nature of the institution, can play a
decigive role.

This ermor led to a big increase of support for the
reformist position: sihce the coup did not immediately
result, it was ‘proved’ that the revolutionary left had becn
wrong and that the *peaceful road’ was correct, Alter a
long time without any clarification of these positions, Lhe
Tankazo of 29 June again called in question the nature of
the armed forces. The MIR and other centnst currents (parts
of the SP and the MAPU) put forward an eclectic intar-
pretation according to which the fate of the armed forees
would ultimately depend on the outcome of the internal
struggle then taking place between the golpirras and the
meformists, between the reactionaries and the lefl-
wing NLDs.

At such a decisive moment in the class struggle, the
bisis for a position on the armed foroes should have been
the eviden! need for the proletariat to create a favourable
halance of forces for the coming armed clash. By making
the resolution of the struggle within the armed forces the
prerequisite for achieving such a favourable balance of
forces, the centrists missed the nub of the problem: that
the outcome of the struggle within the army would largely
depend on what forces the proletarian organisations could
themselves mobilise against the forces of reaction and the
core sections of the bourgeoisie, which were now defini-
tively set on the path to insurrection.

Agitation within the armed [orces, programmatic
appeals designed to draw the soldiers towards the ranks of
the people and te divide the army so that it does nol act
25 2 homopeneous bloc at the decisive moment—these are
undoubredly important matters, and the development of
contradictions within the organs of repression 15 @ necessary




condition for a victorious revalution, But agitation within
the army 5 only significant in g0 far as if is supplementary
to and linked with the preparation and organisation of the
proletarian forces in their own militia. Far this is the force
that will play the decisive role in the final analysis. When
the time for the showdown comes, any [orces within the
military which have been won to the side of the socialist
revolution will be lost if the proletariat 15 unable to field itz
own combal organsabions around which these can be drawn.,

The Present Period and the Tasks of the Proletariat

The military coup marked the éend of a long period of
almost six years' uninterrupted rise in the mass struggle; its
termination in a sharp revolutionary crisis ushered in a
new counler-revelutionary period, dominated by the defeat
of the workers' movement and by sudden re-alignments
among the ruling classes. [t is within this framewnrk that we
must make a careful analysis of the forces which compose
the proletariat if we are to work out a correct lactic
for struggle.

The pre-revolutionary crisis which shook the country
led to a sharp polarisalion of (he opposing forces; this in
turn, through a whole serfes of internal shifts and re-
alignments, altered the composilion of the two sides. For
example, within the workers' movement the growing vrisis
of reformism was revealed by a great revolutionary upsurge
of the masses; this was channelled into the various centrist
currents which took positions that were firmly opposed o
the basic orizatalion of the UP and the government.

Other, egually important, changes came aboat within
the ruling classes, which we must understand if we are to
define correctly the nature of the dictatorship and its
objectives. The principal change, which has plainly crystal-
lised since the coup but which had begun well before, is the
dacisive role which the hosses’ associations began to play on
the political lronl. Traditionally these bodies had taken
part in national politics only indirectly through the medium
of the press and media or by exercising continuous pressure
on the varous past bourgeois governmentis, [n the final
analysis, however, they had left it 1o the bourgeois political
parties to ensure the continued functioning of the capitalist
gystem and to defend their vilal interezis. Under the povern-
ment of the UP, aware of an urgent need Lo find a resolution
of the crisis of leadership consistent with their class interest,
they increasingly showed themselves politically independent,
transforming their organisations into veritable control
centres of the counter-revolution, and arganizing  large
sections of the petty-bourgeoisic under the name of the
Corparatist Movement. These bosses” syndicates, particularly
in the seclor of manufacturing indusiry organised in
SOFOFA, looked for inspiration to the "Brazilian Miracle'
lo skeich the main lines of a bourgeois solution to the crisis.
This solution would essentially consist of:

i) total control of the country by the armed forces

i1) a strong stimulation of the concentration and centrali-

zilion of private capilal

i} stimulation of foreign investment under state control
iv) an increased rate of exploitation of the work force,
It iz thiz project which now serves as a programme for the
dictalomhip, and its principal promoters have now been
summaned by the Junta to take over the tasks of govern-
ment in the ministries and other agencies as advisers or in
ather important positions.

It is the presence of the bosses” associations in the
safting of national goals and in the running of the country
which determines both the nature of the dictatorship and the
nalure of the conlradictions which are shaking the bourgeais
political camp, The military dictatorship is, in effect,
nothing maoare than a tool in the direct service of the
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maonopolies for whose benafit it has imposed, with fire and
blood, the most brutal repression on every aspect of
national life. lis central political aim has been, and remains,
Lhat of physically breaking any resistance to their project of
restructuring the capitalist system. The method—a civil
war—which they have employed against the working class
and the masses has led some comrades to characterise the
dictatarship as “fascist”,

Such a characterisation, however, is not entirely appro-
prete and serves merely a8 an index of the vicious counter-
revolutionary nature of the regime and its methods. The
classical form of fascism, as it manifested itself in Italy and
Germany belween the two imperialist wars which shook
Europe in the first half of the century, was substantially
different from the military dictatorship which rules Chile,
In Chile, for example, the Junta does nol represent the
defence of their interests by a well-developed national
bourgeoisie engaged in o determined policy of expansion a{
the expense of other imperialist countries. On the contrary,
it represents a weak und dependent bourgeoisic which has
abandoned all hope of autonomous development and now
aspires only to be a junior partner of the imperialist mono-
polies in the most [avourable posmble conditions. The
‘nalionalism' of a bourgeoisie such as that in Chile at the
present epoch of historical developmenl is nothing hul an
illuginn or a conscious fraud.

What is more, {uscism wos primarily o civilian political
movemenl, capahle af mabilising mass forces and possessing
a vast propaganda machine, which took control of the state
apparatus, including the armed forces, and put if to their
own wse only after coming to power. In this respect it is
slgnificant that under the (true) fascist regimes repression
was In the hands of the secret police rather than the army.
While it is true that, in many respects, the situation in
Chile resemblex a fascist dictatorship or any other extra-
legal form of state, we musl nole that this one i5 a military
dictatarship—that is to say a regime in which the armed
forces take over every political and administrative funetion
of the nation,

To call it a military dictatorship, however, does naol
resolve the problem, since there are different types of
military dictatorship. (For example, the government of
Juan Jose Torres in Bolivia, in spite of its military character,
had very great dillerences with the regime of the Brazilian
‘gorillas’.} In the absence of any more adequale definition,
therefore, taking into account both the aims and the meth-
ods of the Junta, it seems to us appropriate to characterise
it as a military-fascist dictatorship.

The installation of this dictatorship displaced certan
sectors of the bourgenizie which had, until then, occupied a
privileged position within the ruling class, seriously damag-
ing their interests and threatening their very existence. It is
obvious that the contradictions between the two main wings
of the bourgeois hloc will scon come into the open and will
be further sharpened until there is a definitive showdown in
which one side imposes irs hegemony. In other words. for
the mihtary-fascist dictatorship to achieve stability, it i
essential not only to crush the proletariat, but to repress
every manifestation of political opposition, whether it
ariginates  from the pelty-bourgeoisic or from sections of
the bourgeoisic ilscif. These coniradiclions remain un-
resolved within the ruling classes and are reflected also
inside the armed forces, rendering objectively possible not
dnly the unity of the immense majority of Chileans againsi
the repressive policies of the Junta, but ako the organisation
al hraad and militant mass mobilisalions in opposition to
cach and every initintive of the reactionaries,

Revolutionaries must be flexible encugh in their tactics
to turn the contradictions that exist within the enemy camp
to their own advantage, Ultimately, however, everything




depends on the capacity for struggle of the mass of workers
and peasants, on their level of organisation and the quality
of their leadership. IT this is inadequate it will not be a case
of the proletariat turning inter-bourgecis contradictions to
its advantage, but, on the contrary, of the democratic wing
of the bourgeoisie profiting from the combativity of the
workers., For this reason the key question from the point of
view of the revolutionary left has been, and will continue to
be, the political and organisational state of the mass move-
ment, and especially of the proletariat. If we do not pay
encugh attention to the nature of the dominant political
currents in the working-class and peasant milicux, to the
level of combabivity of the masses and to the real level of
their organisation, then we shall be quité incapable of
correcily deciding the central tactical aims ol the revo
lution in each period.

The military-fascist dictatorship has succeeded in
partially disrupting the workers' trade union organisation,
in eliminating a significant portion of the vanguard that had
led the proletariat in the pariod preceding the coup, and in
totally suppressing all the rights won in the past. Up till
now the workers have had to take these blows one after
gnother, unable (o mount any large-scale response,

In this context of very widespread reversals, Lhe van-
guard has been asking 1 number of quesuont ss 10 what are
the tasks for the immediate fotore. Even if the prescnl
period of counter-revolution is by its very nature Lransitary,
the guestion of how long it will last depends basically on
the ability of the revolutionary movement to get the woark-
ing masees back into fighting order, avoiding at the same
time the ﬂan:rr of nourishing opportunist illusions or of
falling into ultra-left deviations. It is especially important, at
present, to elaborate a correct political line, since a number
of factors seem to place on the agenda a relatively favour-
able outcome to the present period of ebb in the mass
movemeant:

a) the international situation resulting from the present
critical confuncture of the world capitalist system

b) the extraordinary rise of working-class struggle in the
imperialist countries

¢} the very nature of the Chilean workers' movement; ils
high level of class consciousness and rich tradition of
struggle and self-organisation.

But lhis is no more than s possibility. The central
tactical task of the present period is through struggle to
transform it into objective reality. To achieve this we must
reorganise all the organs of workers' struggle on a clandes-
tine basiz; in every fauctory, workshop or sile we must
organise all or at least a large majonty of workers in
defence of their hasic demands.

The mass line of the revolutionary movement must be
firmly based on an agreed set of agitational demands of a
democratic and transitional nature which will enable us to
isolate the dictatorship and to draw into the struggle for its
overthrow all those sectors which are discontented with the
regime’s economic policy, with the repression and its arbi-
trary actions. By exploiting every area of discantent,
however limited, we can snd muost unite the immense
majority of the population eround the working class and
build @ broad end solld United Anti-Fascist Front. Revo-
lutionary militants who fully understand the implications
gnd limitstions of such an orientation have a duty lo
increase their influence on the vanguard elements of the
proletariat, warning them of the unstable character of their
tfemporary conjunciural allies and explaining the need to

press forward and develop the objectives of the struggle
whenever the dynamic of the confrontation permits.

The tactic of the United Frant in no way implies aban-
doning the ideclogcal struggle asgainst reformist or other
counter-revolulionary currents, on the contrary, this is a
prerequisite for the success of the tactic. What is required
is the regroupment of a heterogeneous vanguard in order to
create @ more favourable relation of class forces for the
achievement of our objectives; there can be no quesiion of
covering over the differences that exist amongst these
forces. It is not sufficient for us to advance the tectic of the
United Front only at the level of the struggle against the
military-fascist dictatorship, we must extend it into more
substantial permanent agreements among all the revolution-
ary classstruggle tendencies, by developing a coherent
policy of slliances directed toward the strengthening of the
revolutionary position and to raising the consciousness and
combativity of the proletariat. To thiz end it is essential
that we build a United Front of Revolutionaries. Any con-
crete strugele launched by such a front would of course arise
cut of the central tactical objective of the period. This
would be true glso for military actions.

Time and again the question is raised: what role can
quch armed actions play within the framework of the
orientation we have described, us a factor in the demorali-
sing of enemy forces and as a support for the central task
of reorganising the workers' movement? Like any other
tactic, such actions should be evaluated in terms of the
existing balance of forces and particularly in lerms of the
main tendencies in the class struggle at a particular point in
time. Thus in @ period of progressive deterioration of the:
enemy position and a rise in the mass struggle, armed actions’
can objectively heip to develop these tendencies and can at
the same Lime serve to open up a period of Lransition to
revolutionary civil war, whatever form this may subsequent-
ly take. At a moment, however, when the enemy ocoupies
a particularly advantageous position of strength as is the case
today (Le. June 1974), this kind of action would be equiva-
lent to leading the revolutionary movement to the edge of
a precipice.

The experience of the revolutionary left in Brazil is
eloguent on this subject—for their failure cannot be put
down purely to technical errors, but stemmed from & mis-
taken conception of political struggle. As Lenin noted in
recalling the Bolshevik experience: ‘there can be no doubt
that without this feature— without revolutionary violence
—the proletariat would never have won: but let there be no
doubt either that revolutionary violence constitules o
legitimate and necessary tool only at certain moments in
the development of the revolution, only in certain special
conditions, while the organisetion of the proletarian masses,
of the workers, has been and remains a much more pro-
found and permanent property of the revolution and a
precondition for ils victory. It is precisely in Lthe organi-
gation of millions of working people that we find the best
hapes for the revolution, the deepest source of its success.

The revolutionary forces must clearly understand this
question and devote themselves wholcheartedly to the tazk
uf political propaganda and egitation ameng the masses,
organising lhem and militantly leading them to action. This
is presently the only way in which we can advance in a
serious and decisive wuy along the road of proletarian
revolution, to a revelution in which the sole and irreplace-
able leading role will be played by the toiling masses under
the leadership of their revolutionary parly.
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PORTUGAL

One year of turmoil

Portugal will shortly be celebrating the first ANMIVErsary
of the military coup which averthrew the regime of Marcello
Caetano and brought to an end almost a half century of ruth-
less dictatorship,

But beneath the surface of universal rejoicing the differ-
ent classes of Portuguese society will each celebrate in their
own wuy, voicing sharply divergent hopes and expectations
for the future development of Portuguese sociely.

The working class will celebrate the occassion massively
in the streets. Feeling their power once again, they will use
the opportunity to volce their grievances against 3 society
that remains under the control of capital, both the big Port-
uguese monopolies and the multi-national corporations,
They will demand measures against the chronic inflation and
the wave of fuctory closures, redundancies, and unemploy-
ment which has been launched as capital retrenches in the
face of the world crisis and the loss of some of the advantages
of investing in Portugal. They will demand tough measures
agiinst sabotage —like the action of the pas companies who
replied to the refusal of their application for price increases
last year by cutling off all supplies of domestic gas. They will
call for @ vigorous prosecution of the reactionaries, many of
whom retain top posts in both the state and private business-
es

But the bourgenisie will look on these tumultoous celeh-
rations from a different point of view. For them the real cel-
ebration will have come a few days earlier if, as Is widely pre-
dicted, the elections for the Constitugnt Assembly (now sch-
eduled for 20 April) produce a clear majority for the parties
of the ‘cenire® (Socualist Party and Popular Democratic Party)
Ihey will then view 25 April as a final oufburst of the mass
feeling which must now beé forced into the institutional
channels of hourgeais democracy, which they hope will em-
erge from the deliberitions of the assemhbly and a second
round of elections in the autumn.

Looking forward a year ago, the bourgaoizic must cerf-
ginly have expected to celebrate the first anmiversary of the
colp in a much securer atmosphere. Aflter all the downfall of
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Caetanoc had been engineered by an historic political instrum-
ent of the ‘Portuguess bourgeaisie —the very same that had
ushered in the era of reaction a half century esarlier —the
army; the new regime was headed by a senior military alficer
who had close social ties with the dominant circles of Part-
uguese hig business and was known as 2 spokesman of their
palitical views; and the only political forces which had either
an organised base or mass-influence over the working class
the Sccialist Party and the Communist Party — had agreed to
enter the Provisional Government and apply the brakes to the
mass movement,

But the ruling class seriously misjudged the dynamic of
the mass movement. They underestimated the depth of the
long-repressed mass hatred for the old regime —which imp-
elled the masses into & bitter fight far the dismantling of the
most hated seclions of the repressive apparatus; they under-
estimated the capacily of the masses to forga their own fnst-
ruments of struggle which could at lsast partly compensate
for the vacuum lefl behind by the years of repression; and
they underestimated the ability of @ new vanguard to assim-
ilate und generlise the lessons of decades of clandestine
struggle and centuries of international class struggle (g process
which led to the papers of political tendencies replacing the
sports papers as the most popular reading material, and sent
almost every major work of Lenin —from ‘State and Revolul
ion”, through *Two Tactics’, to 'Left-Wing Communism® —to
the top of the best-seller list),

Al the same time the ruling class failed to grasp the full
extenl of the impact which the political crisis of the old reg-
ime had inside the army, General Spinola might head the new
regiine, surrounded by a junta and Council of State dominated
by senior officers, but rea! power inside the army was in the
hands of the architects of the coup —the Armed Forces Mave-
menl. The mass opposition to reaction and the colonial wurs
had created a political ferment among the military rank-and-
file and the conscript officers {many drawn from the univers-
ities) which strengthened the hand of dissident junior profess-
ional officers, organised in the Armed Forces Movement,



{MFA). At the zame lime the MFA, under the impulse of the
same-forces, had undergone a process of radicalisation which,
aven if it failed to po beyond the bounds of radical petit-
bourgenis democracy, still created o major jdeological barrier
between the orientation of the MFA and the class needs of
the Porluguese bourgeoisie,

Thus the months after the overthrow aof Caetano faw
a mazsive movement of industrial and political struggle
which wrung importanl economic concessions from the
bourpeoisie, forced the dismanthing of decisive sections of
the old state repressive apparatus {(in particalar the political
police, PIDE/DGS) and undermined the authority of the
hourgeois state machine as a whole. The capitalist state in
Portugal was left highly vulnerable to proletarian attack.

What saved the Porlupuese bourgeoisie was the absence
of any force which could centralise and extend the struggles
of the Partuguese working cluss, forge & fighting alliance with
other oppressed strata, such as the urban petit-bourgeoisie
and the peasantry, and open up the contradictions in the
MFA, whose prestige enabled it to play a de-fusing role in
many workers struggles. The immense creativily which the
Portuguese workers revealed in these days was not able,
spontancously, to go beyond the coordination af strugples
within a single factory or firm {(or, in a few circumstances, &
single monopoly group). and they remained immersed in the
conduct of such specific struggles and the task of bulding
new trade union organisations from the ground up,

The only force which had the mas: base and orgunal-
ional resources necessary to turn the workers' upsurge into g
struggle Tor power by the working class, the Portuguese Com-
munist Party (PCP), is zast firmly in the stalinist mould, and
ripidly became one of the main props of continued bourgeois
rule. Once it had received a place in the new Government,
moast of its energles were devoted o calling off struggles and
breaking strikes, rather than fighting to extend them inlo a
strugele for class power.

Neveriheless, even the cnsis of proletarian feadership
and the treachery of the PCP combined could produce no
more than a stalemate m the balunce of class forces. And
before the bourgeoisic were wble o regroup their forces
and move to ‘normalise’ class relations, the working masses
were on the move once again.

The political project on which the bourgecisie embarked
aimed (o shift the focus of political authority away lrom the
Provisionul Governmen! which, dominated as it was by the
pelit-bourgeals redicahsm of the MFA and including the
Communist Party, was an unsatisfactory instrtument to meet
their polilical needs. In its place the bourgeoisie soughl 1o
strengthen the stale apparalus centred around a *bonapartist’
President. This project was fucilitated by the fact that the
current incumbent of the Presidency —General Spinola— was
admirably suited to the role.

The first attempl to execute this shift through the Prov-
isional Government itself simply led to the collapse of that
Government and the discrediting of what was then the only
viable attempt to construct a bourgeais political party —the
Popular Democratic Party (PPD). As o consequence the pol-
itical balance inside the Government shifted decisively in
favour of the MFA

The bourpeoisie then had to turn to extra-parliamentary
action to achieve what they could not through political man-
oeuvre. Once more the person of Spinala provided them with
the focus they required, and, amply aided with money and
ather resources from the main bourgenis circles, plans were
laid for a massive demonstration of the 'silent majority” to
demand a strengthening of the President’s power.

But the balance of class forces had shifted too fur to
the bourgecisic’s disadvantage for this project to succeed.
Already the Communisi Party had found that its attempis to
hold back the mass struggle were leading to its cutflinkmg
by a new vanguard with deep rools in the workers' movement.
Thus the PCP faced a series of importanl mass struggles —

strikes over economic guestions by the postal workvrs and
dirporl ground erews, a political struggle apuinst reaction by
newspiper workers, end mass demonstrulions agpainst the
right-wing dunger by Lisbon shipyard workers —over which
they had no control, and which took place in the face of
their steadfast opposition.

All this serves only 1o underline the fact that the PCPY
hold over the mass movemen! was —and still §5— paramountly
political, rather than organisational. That 15 1o say it was not
based on the PCP's conirol of a huresucratic apparatus which
exeried o powerful hold over the mass struggle (for the cond-
itions ol clandestine struggle had nol permitied the ¢redtion
of such an apparatus), but through its ability to present the
masses un apparent way forward —albeit an illusory and pot-
entially disastrous one— in the fight ta defend the gains of
25 April and advance the intercsis of the working class.

(The ¢onsequent tenuousness af this hold is highlipghted
by @ number of recent union elections. In the Postai Workers®
Umion —whose strike the PCP scabbed on last year— almast
every smple PCP candidate was defeated . In the Rank Waork-
ers’ Union —a PCP stronghold dating back to before 25 April

-the PCPs cundidate for the presidency, Aveline (oncalves,
Minister of Labour in the first-Provisional Goverpment, wis
similurly defeated. In both these cases the PCP losl to appon-
ents on their feff. )

An essential element of this political hold was the PCP's
presence in Lhe Govermmenl snd ils close bes with the MEFA.
Bul the strategy of the bourgenisie threalened ol thol. For
the creation of a ‘honapartist’ government around the person
ality of Spinals would make the expulsion of the PCF from
the Government and the eclipsing of the MFA inevitable

Given the already established presence of o lefi-wing
current of mass proportions, which would undoubtedly be
etrengthened both materially and ideologically in the fight
against the bourgeoisic’s munceuvres, such o situation could
only have spelt 4 major political crisis for the PCP, and threat-
ened its predominant position in the mass movement.

The Communist Party thus faced o struggle for survival
—at least for political survival, and possibly cven physical
survival should a victory of the right be consalidated. To
meat this threat they were prepared to make a tactical turn
4nd sponsar a limited proletarizn mobilisation to crush the
right-wing challenge.

This decmion wis of great importance. The immense
display of prolelanan determination it unleashed was un-
doubtedly a major cause of the eventual decision of the
MFA (o break with Spinola and act against the ‘silent maj-
ority'. This in turn had far reaching consequences: the second
mujor effort of the ruling class to shift the balance of forces
buck in therr favour was blocked, and the most immediate
avenue for the strengthening of bourgeais rule was liquidated
with the subsequent resignation of Spinola

But it must be stressed that thiE was no more than a
tactical turn by the PCP. Despite the major defeat they
were able lo impose on the ruling class, the total disarray
into which bourgeocis political circles were thrown, and the
reversal of the relationship hetween the armed forces and
the mass movement (with the MFA tail-ending the mass
movement in this case), no attempt was made to follow
through with this victory. Not even simple reformist concess-
fons —like the repealing of the repressive anti-strike legislation
previously adopted by the Government— were sought by the
PCP. Their ractics may have crealed a new balance of forces
favourable to the working class; but their strategy prevented
them from reaping even the most minimal gains from this
viclory.

The balance of forces determined by the events of 28
September set the framework for the unfolding of political
events today. For the hourgenisie the central concern is 1o
find & new avenue through which they can pursue their pol-
itical ims. They have had o accept that, for the immediate
future at leasl, the army has been lost as a political instrument.
They have therefore turned from being the most enthusiastic
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supporters of the participation of the army in politics to adv-
ocates of the ‘civiliamsation' of politics in the interests of
‘democracy’. Their current strategy is to ease the MFA out
of the polilical arcna, attempt to create a stable albance of
political forces through the emersing institutions of bourgeois
democracy (the Constituent Assembly, constitution and suk-
sequent election), and then to use the new political authority
s0 created to de-politicise the armed forces and re-establish
them as a reliable repressive instrument of the capitalist state,
at the dizposal of this authority., Once the relations hetween
the army and the capitalist state have been ‘normalised’ this
i bound to set off palitical processes within the armed forces
wiich might yet again allow it Lo become a polftical tool of
the ruling class

The most important developmenl on the Portuguese
political scene favouring this strategy has been the evolution
of the Portuguese Socialist Party (PSP). The credentials of
the PSP as a workers® party have alweys been rather slender,
Formed under the dictatorship as a loosely organsed group-
ing of the more radical section of the democratic apposition,
the PSP operated primarily in exile, and had litile real roots
in the Portuguese working class,

After the coup it benefitted from a considerable influx
of workers attracted by the fact that its leadership includéd
some of the most famous opposition figures (Mario Soares
and Raul Rego), by itz name and rhetoric, and its influentia)
position in the Government. In the months following the
coup the PSP even projected a cerlain’ Yefl” image compared
with the PCP, partly as a function of looser organisational
structure which permitted the Party to criticise messures
which its ministers were silent on, partly because of the con-
sistent liberal-democratic outlook of iis leaders, which led
them to be uneasy aboul certain repressive actions of the
GOVernment

The height of the PSP ‘leftism’ came on 28 September
when its members manned the barricades along with militants
from the PCP and the revolutionary left, In the period follow-
ing 28 Septemhber, however, the PSP began a steady rightward
march, Amang the factors shaping this were a growing aware-
ness by the PSP Jeaders of the incompatibility between the
furiher development of the mass movement and the establish-
ment of stable bourgeois democracy; n realization that they
could not compete directly with the PCP for leadership of the
muss movement (except by the manoeuvre very dangerous
in the Portuguese situation —of trying to outflank it on the
left); and the relative eclipsing of the PSP (and its colleagues
of the PPD) within the Government as the MFA ministers
began to look to the PCP as the principal spokesman of the
mass movement.

This rightward turn of the PSP revealed itsell in a variety
of ways. The international figures it invited to visit Portugal
and boost its political image changed perceptibly in hue as
Francois Mitterand and Carlos Altimirano gave way to Willy
Brandt and..Edward Kennedy! Then the PSP became the
principal Partuguess promotor of the cold-war, (and CIA)
ingpired International Confederation of Free Trade Unions.

This rightward evolubion culminated in the stand of the
PSP on ‘trade union unity’. The PCP —supported by the MFA
members of the Governmenl— wanted the proposed trade
umion law (o prescribe a unitary structure for the trade union
movement. Effectively this would mean establishing the PCP-
controlled Intersindical as the sole trade union federation in
the country. Such a plan abviously worried Lhe bourgeoisie

and they found a reliable political agent for their oppogition
in the Socialist Party, who formed a solid block with their
thoroughly bourgeois colleagues of the PPD on this question.
As a result a predominantly left-wing grouping in the Party
=which had gained almost 40% of the votes at the recent
Party congress— split on the eve of thé massive Intersidical
demonstration in favour of trade union unity, largely on
that question. (It has mince hecome the Popular Socialist
Front.) Thers are signs that the political differences prov-
aked within the PSP by this clash may vet lead to Further
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splits.

It & worth looking at the struggle over ‘trade umion
unity’ in some detail, nol just because of jts objective imp-
ortance, but because it dlustrates in microcosm the contra-
dictions that are operating in the present sibuslion.

The PCP undoubtedly sponsored the move for trade
union unity on tolally eppartunist grounds. They =aw it as a
means of assuring their domination over the trade unjons, and
as an initial step to overcoming the absence of any firm org-
anisational hold over the mass movement to which we have
already refarred .

They choose to resaive this problem through the inter-
mediary of the Government, probably because they zaw this
a5 the smoothest and surest means of getting their policy
adopted. But they got caught in their own trap. By trving to
avoid a resolution of the question of unity through the work-
g class movement itself they plunged themselves into the
controversy on relatively unfavourable terms. The PSP was
able to take up the gquestion in terms of regulation hy the cap-
italist state versus “free choice’ by the workers. This allawed
the PSP —and the PPD— to take up the debate much more
agpressively than they would otherwise have dared lo do, and
allowed them a certain degree of mass support (an index of
the confusion i the fact that a section of the revolulionary
left —basically the Maoist groups— supperted rhe PSP the
rest of the revolutionary left, however, understood what was
invalved and came out clearly in favour of unity, even if they
coupled this with sharp eriticisms of the PCP's methods )

Moreover & debate couched in these terms was not one
in which the PCP could be certuin of getting full sippori
from the MFA. The PSP's arguments on the graunds of dem
ocracy would find 3 considerable degree of resonance within
the MFA. (It is sigmaficant that a number of amendments Lo
the propased law were adopted to meet some af the object-



ions of the PSP and PPD with the support of most MFA min-
isters. They were opposed by the PCP, and the MFA support-
ers of the PCP on this question —as on many others— were
not its most left-wing members bul the Prime Minister, Vasco
Goncalves, and the Minister of Labour, Rogeric Martins,
author of the notorious antistrike legislation.)

The PCP thus found itself in a situation where the only
way it could avoid a defeat over this measure —which it had
imitiated (o avoid a mass mobilisation —was through a mass
mobilisarion, Thus in every union an intensive dehate was
opened up on the question and a vote taken on the alternat-
ives, while Intersindical mohilised one of the larpest demon-
strations in Portuguese history in order 1o back up the dem
and [Gr unity.

As @ result unity now appears to the Portuguese workers
neither as » benevolent gift from the MFA nor as a prize won
by the skillful politicians of the PCP, but as a congquest of the
mass movement. Nor will it have escaped their atiention that
if such methods can succeed over this issue they c¢an also be
used 1o determine other aspects of Government policy. This
is a lesson which the PCP has been frantically trying to with-
hold from the muss movement ever since the victory of 2R
September.

The PCP's overall political strategy has done much ro get
it into another dangerous position. Throughout the whole
period (rom 25 April until the trade union debate blew up in
its hands the PCP has doggedly tailed behind the MFA. Dur-
ing the whole period of the first Provisional Government the
PCPdid no more than repeat, often word-for-word, in its awn
statements, of ficia] Government pronouncements, Even in the
crisis leading up to 28 September, it insisted an working
silently inside the Government until the last minule —and
even then chose to act in the name of its front group, the
Portuguese Pemocratic Movement (MDP). The PCP did not
breath a word of criticism against Spinola until gffer the
MFA had broken with him,

As a result the Party has burdened itself with an abysm-
ally low ‘political profile’. This is more than just the usual
dilemma of “popular front® type politics —that a Party caught
up within a capitalist Governmeant cannot fight to implement
the sort of forthright anti-capitalist measures that can offer
substantial and convincing solutions to the capitalist criss.
Even in reformist terms the PCP has tripped itself up, Forin
its attempt to acquire for itself the mantle of the MFA it Jost
g clear identity in the eves of a hig section of the masses.

This goes a long way towards explaining the contradiction
between the influence which the PCP enjoys over the mass
movement and the poor vote which it is expecied to secure
in the elections (10-15% of the poll, compared with up to 40%
for the PSP, and an almost certain majority for the PSP and
PPD combined). It is also the reason why the PCP, in contrast
to the PSP's advocacy of ‘civiliznisation’ of politics, has been
in favour of a continued political presence of the MFA in the
Constituent Assembly and the subsequent political structures.
Despite the agreement of certain sections of the MFA lefl-
wing, the MFA as a whole —once more reflecting their liberal
democratic outlook— rejected any such proposal.

There is no doubt that the bourgeoisie still have several
important factors operating in their favour: the political het-
erogeneity aof the MFA, the relative immaturity of the Port-
uguese working class, and the absence of & revolutionary
working class leadership. But their room for manoceuvre is
1ill very slim.

The present economic conjuncture in the country is def-
ined by the generalised recession of the world capitalist econ-
omy, accentuated by the particular structure of the Portug-
uese economy (in particular its dependence on fareign invest-
ment, multi-national enterprise, and the flow of migrant work-
ers Lo Western Burope), and the economic impact of the loss
of the African coloniés. The deterioration of the eCconomic
gituation means that the bourgeoisie have a sirictly limitad
ahility to make material concessions: and this in the context

of virtually non-existent social welfare facilities. At the same
time the economic situation provides a constant stimulus to
working class discontent, centring around the twin axes of
inflation and {even more acute at the moment) redundancies
and unemployment

On the political level the bourgeoisie’s situation is even
more desperate. Virtually continuous mass mobilisation is
creating the conditions in which the Portuguese working class
can rapidly throw off its backwardness and begin to struggle
in a more class conscious, and coordinated way. Increusingly
the PCP, instead of operaling as an effective restraining furce
an the mass struggle Is finding itself forced by the level ol the
mase struggle to take —preatly against its will— mensuras that
actually extend and perpetuate the mass mobilisation. (There
iz not only the example of 18 September In early February
the Lisbon District Committee of the Communist Party org-
anised 8 workers® conference of delsgates from faclory com-
miltees across the country. The leader of the PCP, Alvarn
Cunhal. used thiz oceussion to inaugurate the verbal 1ot
turn' of the PCP, procliming in his sammary speech that
‘The Portuguese proletariat is ready for socialism’, While Lhe
conferance was highly bureaucratically orchestrarad by the
PCP, and instead of producing clear initiatives lor the mass
movement continued to stress relisnce on the Governmenl
and the MFA as the way forward, there is no doubi that
uch moves have a dynamic of thex own which the PCP
will not he ahle to control as the political and economic
crisis monnts.)

Moreover the political mobilisation i§ thresteming Qo
have an impact on social layers that have recently been un-
affected. and among whom the bourgeois parties hope to
build theii mass base. At the begmning of February the
first land seizures by tenant farmers in the south took
announced measures to lakeover some large estates for the
benefit of small cultivators.

Meanwhile in the north —a centre of small independent
peasants and clerical reaction— the MFA had been lrving to
do 8 job which the PCP could not. The MFA's ‘cultural dyna-
misation’ programme, largely under the control of the left-
wing of the movement, has moved military unils into north-
ern villages to hold mass meetings and discuss the nature of
the 25 April coup and the programme of the MFA. In many
cazes the MFA teams have been al pains to stress that “anti-
commurnism i a tool of fascism’, and have been able to org-
anise these meetings only in the face of violent opposition
from local clergy and political bosses.
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Under these circumstances the bourgeoisie must make
ili move as rapidly as possible —but there i no immediate
way forward for them. The April elections represent an
opening —but they will not provide the means of rearganise
the country’s political structure and create a new focus of
political authority on which the bourgeoisie can depend
The present arrangements afford no opportunity for that
until the second round of elections in October —and the
present pace ol events hardly makes that a satisfactory
prospect.

However, the April elections will give the bourgeoisie
—if things go as expected— a considerably strengthened
ideciogical position. We can therefare expect to see the
present campalgn of viclent propaganda about the Portug-
ucse palitical situation grow into 8 positive crescendo, with
warnings about the danger of civil war, 8 communist take-
over, and Lhe imposition of a left-wing dictatorship, flying
thick und fast.

The aim of such a campaign will be 1o confuse and
divide the mass movement in order to impede its progress,
to exploit the political contradictions within the MFA, in
order 10 prevent the Government taking any anti-capitalist
measures, and Lo frighten the PCP away from any [lirtution
with left domegogy that could get out of control.

&5

This campaign will be international in scope, attempt-
ing to bring to bear on the Portuguese situsation the entire
weight of the international capitalist class. This too has
already began. The first move was the pronouncements of
the Tory's ‘fraternal” delegates to the conference of the
right-wing Social Democratic Centre in Parto, which was
broken up by anti-fascist demonstrators. This was quickly
followed by the statement of Belgium’s Foreign Minister,
Ranate van Elsdeen, that Portugal could not be admitted to
the EEC until it was a ‘genuine democracy’, adding that
‘We would nol want anything to do with @ country that
substituted a left-wing dictatorship for a right-wing one.'

This haz racently been followed by reporis from the
Portuguese natiopal bank that a number of Eurcpean
countries are insisting on paymenl in advance for' all
exporls destined for Portugal

Given the dependence of the Portuguese economy
on international finance, the widespread acceptance of
the political goal of gaining admission to the EEC, and
the sensitivity of political circles (nol least of all the MFA
itself) to “‘world democratic opinion”, this internaticnal
campaign could be even more decisive than the domestic
one.



In a recent number of the French newsmagazine
L'Express Jean-Francois Revel sounds the tocsin for the
European bourgeoisie. Warning of the dangers of the
‘Portuguese cocktail' (‘one-third Chile, one third Teru,
one third Czechoslovakia') he vrges prompt and urgent
action by the European ruling class: *To ward off this
danger {mmedigte ond torel European ecomomic solidarity
musi be organised to support Portugal.,.a genuine Marshall
Plan of the European Economic Community for the dev-
elopment of a democratic Portugal, which could, at the
game time, integrate itsell into this Community. A little
political imagination, in this case relatively simple, is need-
ed to save this small neighbour of 10 million inhabitants—
and many things in Europe with it."

If this combination of economic blackmail and econ-
omic bait fails to tip the balance, then the ruling classes of
the capitalist world will have to set in motion more brutal
methods, The CIA are certainly busy setling up future op-
erations in the country, and NATO will undoubtedly be
used to groom the more reactionary sectors of the armed
forces. Bul in the long run, if the Partuguese masses should
still prove intractable, the possibility of more overt military
intervention cannot be ruled out. (After all, NATO would
have the precedent of the Warsaw Pact invasion of Czech-

oslovakia to fall back om, and there are reports that Ford
and Brezhnev agreed during their November meeting in the
Soviet Union that Portugal would remain in the ‘westem
sphere of influgnce’.)

In the course of the great events Lhat lie shead in Port-
uial the forces of the revolutionary left face an immense
task. They musl propel forward the organisation of the
working class towands the creation of an allernate power
thal can contest the claim of the bourgeois state and its
institulions o be the *democratic expression” of the Port-
uguese masses. And they must strive to implant the mass
movement directly into the armed forces —going beyond
the elitist and contradictory ties established by the MFA
through the organisation of the ranks of the armed forces,
and Lhe integration of their representative organs into the
mass organisations of the working class.

In such a task they will require every assslance poss
ible. In particular the revolutionary and worker movements
in Europe musl maintain a constant vigil agamsl Lhe man
peuvres of the international bourgeoisie, end be vontinually
prepared to mobilise against them. It is only through the
preparation and organisation of such solidarity that we can
prevent the planling of the sweds of Chile in the =ml ol
Europe,

Tha Portuguese section of the Fourth International
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‘REVIEW ARTICLE-

Fred Halliday's new book is the most
important marxist contrihution to the
study of the class struggle in the Arabian
Peninzula yet to be published, lis greatest
asxzel is that the author iz writing about a
subject e has thoroughly assimilated. The
wealth of information and perceptive
analysis  that the book contains will
undoubtedly contribute to the work of
Arab revolutionaries in the area. However,
rather than dwell on ils obvious merits, it
is important to focus on what is, in our
opinion, a structural weakness of the
whaole boak.

Do the Arab people, scattered as they
are in twenty-odd states, each with its
own particular class structure, constitlute a
nation? This question has haunled the
Arab left for almost half & century. And
now we notice it has returned to hawnt
Halliday's book.

At first glance it might seem a little
odd to readers who have spent their time
pouring over rhe fascinating aetzils o1 the
revolutionary  developments in  the
Yemen, Dhofar. Oman and the rest of the
Gulf, that such a criticism should even be
rused. After all. the entire gquestion
occupies less than one page out of a total
of 527! In zpite of this we shall argue that
the book as & whole has been conceived
and organised on the basis of the erro-
neous conclusions of this one page. Let us
review the author's analysis; “It is ahistori-
cal to argue that imperialism simply
created the divisions between the Middle
Eastern countries . . . the differences
themselves pre-existed imperialism. They
are now partially independent of impe-
rialism: and their autonomy is embodied
in the class interests of the regimes in
different countries . . . " (page 20). A
little later on in a footnote the author
says "Mations do not exist in an abstract
form but only [?] when a unified [?]
ruling clazs bring them [77] into existence.
In thiz way an Arah nation could be esta-
blished through a future unification
movement |[surely this is circular reason-
ing?], it does not exist in a concrete sense
at the moment’ (page 30). Finally, in
cancluding, the suthor says: ‘While the
Arab world i divided into distinct states,
there exists among all classes conscinusness
of @ common Arab identity and a desire
for unity’ (page 20).

There are a number of problems in this
analysis. A national all-Arab conscious-
nesg i indissalubly bound up with the
objective socio-cconumic processes that
are involved in the formation of an Arab

Arabia
without
sultans

Penguin Books, £1.00

—

Fred Halliday, Arabiz Withour Sulrans,
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nation. Either this is the case, or this
‘consciousness’ iS5 a lemporary delusion of
the Arab masses. But the suthor has
cogently demonstrated throughout the
book that in the case of each sepamic
‘piece’ of the peninsula (Saudi Arabia, the
lwoe Yemens, Dhafar . . . ) a nationalist
all-Arab consciousness s a continnously
operating historical force that, for the
last decade at least, has moulded and
shaped the class struggle in the whole
region. The history of the South Yemeni
NLF or the Dhofari DLP, and the forever
hovering general influence of the Move-
ment of Arab Nationalists (MAN) are all
examples that underline the fact that
sometning more than @ mere ‘conscious-
ness' of o “desire for unity” is at work.
But what is this something? We would
argue that it is the process of imperialist
penelration itzself and the forced—
althawgh limited—exlension of capitalist
relations of production throughout the
peninsula—beginming  in  the coastal
areas—that provided the objective basis
for the growth of an Arab nationalism as
apposed to say a Yemeni or Dhofan
rationalism. This is not to say that parti-
cularist or tribal formz of consciousness
did not exist. On the contrary, as Halliday
himself points out, the spread of Arab
nationalism was interwoven into a hard
and bitler struggle against the remnants
af various tribal formations (notably in
the Yemem civil war and the wvarious
tribal alliances with the British). The
interesting point, however, is not that
these struggles took place, but that on the
whale Azab nationalism came out on Lop.

Undoubtedly there does not exist a
unified ruling class in the Arab world. But
Just how devastating 1s Lhis as an argument
against the existence of an Arab nation?
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Capitalism peneirated the Middle East
in different ways and at different times.
_Thus, for example, Egypt was transformed
inlo a cotton-producing satellite of British
imperialism much earlier than Saudi
Arabia was transformed into an il
producing goldmine for  American
imperialism. This process of uneven and
combined development fragmented the
emergence of Arab landowning, compra-
dor and bourgrois classez cregfing
abfeceively conflicting interests belween
thern, In this situation the unsolved tasks
af the Arad nation fall squarcly on the
sioulders of the organisations of the Arab
proletariat ond peasantry. Permanent
revolution in this sense is completely con-
firmed in the cases of Dhofar and South
Yemen, where revolutionary and socialist
organisations (such as PELOAG) emerged
out of an Arab nationalist one {(the DLF)
in the course of a long struggle againsi
‘mperialism and Arab nationalism.

Finally, is it contradiclory to argue
that ‘imperialism creates divisions between
Middle Eastern countries' at the same
tme as it creates objectively the basis for
the existence of a single Arab nation?
Yes, there 15 a contradiclion, But the
paint is that it is buried in reality and not
in our heads.

The question of an Arab nation ig far
loo complicated to be resolved in one
boock review Ouwr argument has not
‘proved’ its existence, Nevertheless we
have shown that the author hes not
demonstrated its nonexistence either.

Let us now bring this discussion to
bear on the major portion of the hook,
Two important stroctural flaws flow from
the author’s incorrect starting point.

Firsl, tne class struggle in the different
Arut states pels [rested ss a series of
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. Thus the most important lessons of
the Arab revolution, which are buried not
in each case study but in their inter-
relation, get passed over. The ‘external’
influences of, for example, the Egyplian
revolution of 1952, the 1956 Suez in-
vasion, the Egyptian-Syrian  unity
{1958-61) and the 19567 wur on Lhe
different regimes in the peminsula, are
introduced separately asinfuential factors
in the analysis, rather than (nfegral com-
ponents of the same cluss struggle
ocourring in some other part of the Arab
world. But, each time this is done it only
begs the guestion: why the decisive influ-
ence of these ‘extetnal’ factors? Why did
the 1967 defeal of the Arab armies by
Zionism have such a traumatic effect on
the DLF in Dhofar for example? What
are the objective interrelstions of the
Arab regimes Lhal give nse lo these poli-
tical and organisational effects?

Secand, the term ‘antiimperialist’
lends Io get grossly misused. It is incorrect
to lump together under a single *anti-
imperialist” umbrella, orgenisutions like
PFLOAG and the South Yemeni NLF
on the one hand, and the Nasserite regime
and movement and the Irag: Basthisis on
the other. Anti-imperialism, from a
marxist point of wiew, 8 a purely des-
criptive category and nol an analytical
one. Hence whenever these two functions
of descriplion and analysis are either
solated from or dissolved into each
other—ias they frequently are in the
book—a very fundamental distinction is
blotted out between the objective dyna-
mic of & movement and the character of
its leadership. Meither the Nasserite regime
nor the Iragi Baathists have ever develop-
ed fundamental differences  with
impenalism, although they may very well
have developed some tactical ones. In fact
it is even more absurd to call the Iragi
regime antiimperialist today than it was
to call Nasser's regime anti-imperialist
vesterday, because the Iragi Baathists,
unhke Nusser, have historically never been
isolated from any major imperialist power
(like Masser was in 1956). Hntain has
always been, and still is, the major im-
perialist  investor and e¢xporter of
commodites inte and out of Irag.
Furthermore, Lhere is some evidence to
indicate that British imperalism had a
hand in the 1963 coup which first brought
the Baathists to power. Essentially the
Nasserite and Baathist regimes are state
capilalist formations. It just does notl
make sense to characlerise them as “anti-
imperialist’, On the other hand, PFLOAG
and the NLF are anti-imperabst in a
qualitatively different meaning of the
term. They have conscicusly identified
themselves with the historical interests of

different classes of Arabs—ithe Arab
waorking class and poor peasaniry.

The dilemma in which Halliday has
entengled hipaself i the product of his
need to find @ common denominalor for
the struggle across the whole peninsuls
while rejecting the face that the Arab
warld ixa single artificially divided mation,
‘AntiFimperialism’ is merely a label that is
bring used to gloss over the uncomfortahle

fact that the class struggle in the Arab _

world spills over from ome state to the
next.

In conclusion, it should be pointed
out that this critigue in no way tries ta

diminish the important merits of JArabia
Withour Swirens. Rather, whal we have
heen trying to do s lo argue that the
source of the book's greatest strengths—
the fact thatl the author has assimilaled
the class struggle in the Atab world—is
also the source of its greatest weakness.
For in our opinion the author has simul
taneously assimilated the theoretical
mistakes of the post-1967 generation of
Arab revalutionaries. In this sense the
debate is not academic, but intimately
related to the programme and strategy
of the Arab socialisl revolution

5. laafar

The
Workers
and

ey

Farmers #%{
(Government

Michel Pablo and others, The Werkers and
Farmers” Government, SWP Educalion
for Socialists Series, 42p.

This publicetion of the Education Depart-
ment of the Socialist Workers Party is one
of the best of their ‘Education for
Socialists’ series, In particular, it reprints
impartant documents of the Communist
Intemalional and ¢ontains a very influen-
tial examination by Michel Pable (no
leas!) of the historical use of the ‘workers
government’ slogan. Because this article
will be the high point of the cellection far
mos! readers, it % on the strengths and
weaknesses of Pablo's analysis that this
review concentrates.

The essential problem which Pablo
attempts Lo come (o grips with is the
relation between propaganda fora full rev-
olutionary programme, and the fact that
revolulionaries also demand, in the present
Communist Party and Sociahist Party in
France, etc. Pablo dis¢usses how, in 2
whole series of concrete cases, Lenin and
Trotsky  related propaganda work
concerning the tasks of a genuine reva-
hitionary  government 1o concrele
agitation for Socialist, or Communisi-
Socialist Party governments.

As Pablo points outl, the propaganda
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aspect of the slogan ‘workers government'
poses no particular problem. It is simply
the task of explanation which revolution-
aries engage in whenever they advance
their programme and whenever they put
forward the line which a government
really acting in the interesls of the work-
ing class would undertake. In the words
of the Transitional Programme of the
Fourth Intermational, this is a gquestion
of how *we indefatigably develop agitation
around those transitional demands which
should in our opinion form the pro-
gramme of the workers government”. In
this sense, the slogan of "workers gpovern-
ment® Is a propaganda one primarily
fulfilling the tazk of educating the van-
guard on the tasks which it is necessary to
undertake in order to overthrow
capitalism.

But simply explaining the tasks of a
revolutionary government is not sufl-
ficienl. The only peopls who could
actually carry out such a programme are
the revolubionaries themselves, and they
are in general far oo weak to pose them-
selves as a government. Simply outhning
the tasks which a pure workers govern-
ment would undertake cannot suffice to
break the masrer from the refonmast
organisations. - Trolsky -explained this




beautifully in a debate in the Belgian
section of the Fourth Intemational when
the szeclarian  Vercecken  attacked
Trotsky's slogan of "Let the Belgian
Socialist Party take power’. ‘Vercecken
replies to this: No! It is necessary 1o
demand a workers government and not
amply & socialist government. We must
not forget the Stalinist workers, and
besides the plan 5 no good—it threatens
us with inflation. 1, Vereecken, [ will
propose a better plan. [s this serious?
No, it is ridiculous, Yereecken sets himsalf
outside of reality, He construcls in his
imagination a united front that does not
exist in Belgium. For this imagnary
united front he proposes an imaginary
programme, Lhat i Vandervelde (Socialist
leader) and Jacquemotte (CF leader)
aught to fight together for the perfect
plan dreamed wp by Yereecken. In this
way matters will be splendidly arranged’
(The Belglan Dispure).

Pablo discusses how similarly idiotic
views to that of Versecken were deali
with by Lenin and Trotsky in Russia in
1917, and by Trotsky in Spain in 1931,
gnd in France in 1936, Trotsky later
codified his conclusions in the Tran-
sitional Programme of the Fourth
International in the famous formuls that
*Of all parties and organisation which base
themselves on the workers and peasants
and speak in their name we demand that
they break politically from the bour-
geaisie and enter upon the road of struggle
for the workers' and farmers' govern-
ment’. That this type of position was nol
merely conjunctural but corresponded to a
profound question of the relation of
forces within the working class was ex-
plained by Trotsky, in thiz particular case
in relation to Belgium, as follows: “The
slogan of & Social Democratic government
is calculated not on some exceptional
conjuncture but on o more or less lengthy
political period. We could give up this
slogan only if the Social Democracy—
before its coming lo power— should begin
to weaken, ceding itz influence to a
revolutionary parly’ (Rewszionizm and
Planning).

It is thir aspect of Lenin and Trotsky's
ideas, the specific answers they gave in

-gpecific situations, and not their general

propaganda for & revolutionary govern-
ment, that Pablo expounds most clearly.
In particular he correctly inzists that the
slogams for government must flow not
from some arbitrary list of workers' orga-
nisations, or from same scheme drawn up
in a revolutionary study, bol from the real
dynamic ol the class struggle. In all this
Pablo follows in the foolsteps of Trotsky's
polemic against Vereecken and others.

Unfartunately, it has not been the best
aspects of Pablo's article which have been

the most inflluential, The really infMuential
aspects, particularly far the Healyites, the
‘Militant’ and others, have been on those
questions where Pablo quite clearly
departs from the posilion of Lenin and
Trotsky, In this sense Gerry Healy and
Ted Grant, in particular, have been the
truzst of the ‘Publoites’.

The most obvious theoretical deviation
of Pablo's article lies in its freatment of
the demand ‘break politically with the
bourgeoisie’. The essence of Pablo’s mis-
take is that he reducer the break with the
bourgeoisie to the level of a break at the
level of government, i.e, to a break from
a coalifon with bourgeois parries
MNaturally, breaking from such a coalition
with bourgeois parties is a partial reali-
sation of the formula of *break politically
with the bourgeoisie’, but it is only
partial. Above all, in Lenin's words,
‘politics is participation in the affairs of
the stare, directing the sigle. determining
the forms, tasks and content of rhe
state’s aclivities', The demand of *break
politically with the bourgeoisie’ is above
all a demand for the reformist parties to
break with the representative of the
bourgeoisie a5 o whole, to break with the
bhourgeois state,

Pable unfortunately, by not grasping
this, not only puts forward positions
which are wrong, but actually advances
positions which are explicitly condemned
by Lemin. For example, Pablo says that:
‘the formula "All power to the Soviets,
Down with the capitalist ministers™,
meant in practice the demand for a
Menshevik-Social Revolutionary Govern-
ment’,

Here, however, 15 what Lénin had
to say on this view: ‘The slogin “Power
to the Soviets”, however, s very aften, if
not in most cases, taken guite incorrectly
to mean a “Cabinet of the parties of the
Soviet majority™ [i.e. 4 Menshevik-SR
government — JR). We would like to go
into more detail on this very lalse notion.
A "Cabinet of the parties of the Soviet
majority” means a change of individual
ministers, with the enlire old government
apparalus lefl intact . . . “Power (o Lhe
Soviets" . . . means removing this appara-
fus and substituting for it a new popular
one, i.c. @ truly democratic apparatus of
Soviets.” (Lenin—@&ne of the Funda-
menral Questions of the Revalurion ).

Certainly the transfer of power to the
Soviets would have led to the creation of
a Menshevik-SE government, but as Lenin
points out, and Pahlo omits, the real point
is not who should farm the government
but what sfare that government is based
an and respansible to.

‘All Power to the Soviels' means Lhe
transfer of power to a new ffafe apparatus.
Pablo unfortunately falls into the classic
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sncial democratic deviation of confusing
the guestion of govermnment and the
question of the state. The formuls ‘Break
politically with the bourgeoisie’ addressed
in 1917 to the reformists meant, as
always, not only ‘break with the bourgeois
parties’ but most fundamentally ‘hreak
with the bourgeois state’,

Despite this and other errors, Pablo’s
article remains valuable. [ndeed, in many
ways il 15 now more relevant in Western
Europe than it has been for many Years.
The conditons of relative economie,
social and political stability during the
19505 and 19605 meant thal revolution-
aries necessarily had to put almost all their
emphasis on the prapaganda aspects of
governmental slogans. Not only were
revolutionaries talking to a tiny vanguard,
but the coming te office of reformist
workers' parties In no way threw the
bourgecis system into crisis—indeed, in
many cases the bourgenisie wanted such
parties in office. It is absurd to suggest
that the coming to office of the Lubour
Party in 1964, for example, fulfilled the
criteria laid down by the Communist
International of ‘accelerating the process
of the decomposition of the bourgeois
regime’.

It is only a complete right-winger who
could confuse this situation of the 50z and
&0s with the following conditions in
which Trotsky demanded as a central
demand the call for a soclaldemocratic
government: ‘The dynamic equilibrium
of capitalism is gone; the equilibrium of
the parliamentary svstem Is cracking and
crumbling. And finally—this 15 a link of
the same chain—the conservative equili-
brium of reformism, which is forced to
dencunce the hourgeois remme publicly
in order to save it, is beginning Lo shake.
Such a situation is replete with possibili-
ties (together with dangers). We must not
retract the slogan ‘power to the social
democracy’, bul, on the conltrary, give
this slogan an all-the-more-militant and
sharp chamcter’. (Revisionism and Plan-
ning).

OFf course, in the 505 and 60s, revos
lutionaries still called for govermments of

DOCUMENTS FROM THE
10th WORLD CONGRESS
OF THE FOURTH
INTERNATIONAL.

Includes all resolutions adopted
at the Tenth World Congress as
well a5 major documents rejec-

ted by the congress.

Price: £1 + 15p (p&p) from:
Red Books,

97 Caledonian Read,
London N1 9BT.



the reformist workers’' parties, but this

could not be a central slogan. Now,
however, a new situation is developing in
capitalist Europe. In countries such as
France, Italy and Portugal a process af
general development D]' crizis in all bour-
geols  institutions 5 already  well
advanced. Britain will follow the same
path tomorrow. Under these conditions
there is no doubt that the formula of the
Transitional Programme, the demand for
the reformist parties to ‘break politically
with the bourgeoisie’ in the full sense of-
that phrase, beginz {o acquire an entirely
grealer significance. The coming to office
of the Union of the Laft in France, or a
similar developmenit of the processes
which are beginning to manifest them-
selves in the rest of Europe, would truly
massively ‘accelerate the process of de-
composition of the bourgeois regime’ and
provide a tremendous spur to the upsurge
of the masses.

Under the conditions of the coming
vears, ‘Pablo’s srticle, and the other
material in this collection, will not pravide
all the answers, but, at the very least, il
begins to pose questions which will be-
come increasingly important. For that
reason alone, this collection is necessary
reading for all socialists.

John Ross,

REVIEWS

Charles Wegg-Prosser, The Police and the
Law, Oyez Publishing Limited, £1.25p.

The Law Society has launched a series of
volemes on the law under the misleading
heading ‘It's Your Law'. This is the
second volume and purports to explain
the “powers and duties' of the police and
‘their place in contemporary soclety'. It
dnes the former very well, setting forth
m ordinary language the wide powers
available to the police, explaining powers
of arrest, entry, scarch and seizure, the
rights of prisoners and suspects, and the
scope available to the police to control
‘public order’. However, in the lalter aim,
the book falls down heavily, though it is
no more than one would expect from a
bourgeois lawyer and @ member of the
Council of the Law Society.

Wepe-Prosser deals briefly with Lhe
development of the police force, but lails
to identily the main reason for the esta-
blishment, in the early mneteenth
century, of an organised and regular
police. The creation of the ‘new police’
comcided with the rise of capitalism at a
time when the working clazs was beginning
to orgamse as a class, [L wos also a time
when the wage relationship was not yet
fully developed. Thus, many workers were
not completely lied to the money wage,

taking part of the product of their labour
gs wapes. In the Port of London, for
instance, dockers often worked without
wages, relying instead on the proceeds of
widespread and well organised plunder of
cargoes. It was to deal with this situation
that in 1798 the first modern police force
wgs set up 1n Wapping, financed by Wesl
India Merchants. Not only did it conceérn
itsell with the detection and apprehension
of offenders, it also regulated and con-
trolled by licence the labour on the
guayside,

This was also a period when peaple
were (locking into the siums from the
vountryside and being forced into the
[actories. The reaction of the people to
their conditions of impoverishment was
expressed through such scenarios as the
Pentridge Rising and Peterloo, and
{hrough such movements as Chartism and
the development of the trade unions. [
was essential for capitul thul these con
Mctz be resolved in their interests and it
was on this premize that the modern
police force came into being, a class farce,
with its reanks drawn mainly from the
working class, having as its prime
functions the regulation of the canditions
of the class struggle and the enforcementl
of the wage relationship.

Thiz still remains the funciion of
police today, though of course the
methods used change as the form of the
class struggle changes, Recent years have
witnessed some ominous developments in
the police force as the crisis facing British
capital has deepened. The creation of the
Special Patrol Group together with anti
picket squads and the formationof an
intelligence umit to deal with industrial
unrest, all reflect the heightening level of
conflict that characterises Lhe present
epoch. Further developments have been
the appearance of closer links with the
armed forces, the most recent manifesta-
tions of this being seminars on police-
army relations sl Whitehall and the pro-
liferation af combimed police-army exer-
cises at Heathrow Afrport and elsewhere.

The police, through the medium of
Bir Robert Mark, have also launched
an attack on the right to trial by jury, for,
in the words of Mark, *. . . the proportion
of those acquittals relating to those whom
experienced police officers believe to be
guilty is too high to be acceptabie’.

Wege-Praosser fails Lo identify these
relationships because he views the police
as an independent and impartial body
whose function is the maintenance of
the Queen's peace and the enforcement
of the ‘rule of law', He i unable to sec
that in a class society, law is class law and
is the legal expression of the interests of
the ruling class. It is therefore the rule of
bourgeais law that the police enforce.

In its enforcement, the police enter
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into the class struggle at the point of
production only on relatively few occa-
gions. The record of the police as strike
breakers has been well documented in the
past but the general role the police play
in the community, ensuring that il func-
tions in the best inlerests of capital at any
particular time. is often ignored. Recent
years, however, have witnessed some
more spectacular examples of this (for
capitalism) important funclion in the
harassmenl of black people under the
auspices of the 1971 Immigration Act and
in the attecks that have been made on
S UaTTers,

It i3 becuuse ol the presenl pature of
their role in the community that public
relutions is comnsidersd more Important
than previcusly and Wegg-Prosser devoles
a pomplele chapter to the topic, The whaole
idea of public or community relations of
course is lo present a pictors of the pollce
as fovourable as possthie to the police,
designed to increase public conlidenyy in
them, thus making their task easier. This
necessarily means o masking of the real
function of the police In society, Wegs-
Prosser concludes his chapler an police
ralations with the public by advocuting
that *. . . instructions on the duties and
Iunclions of the palice, and their nesd for
help from the ordinary citizen, should be
included in the curriculum of our schools®,
Penish the thought.

If you wish to know that there are
over 100 offences where an mrresl may
lake place without there being a warrant
in existence; that entry under a search
warrant is provided for by over 50 Acts of-
Parliament; the rules that should govern
interrogation of suspects; lhe principles
upon which the police are entitled to
seize and detain property—then the book
# worth reading. Bul do nol expect to
find & cogent and clear analysis of the
function of the police in & capitalist
society, it is not there,

Brian Rose-Smith
e ——— e e e,

Edited by Chris Searle, Elders, Reality
Press Poems, 20p.

In contemporary capitalist society, Lthe
ald are one of the most oppressed and
alienated sections of the working-class. At
least in previous class-societies, the eldecly
often had some structure of the ‘extended
family’ type around them, which meanl
they were looked after in their latter years
by their kith and kin or the immediate
community. However, within the frame-
work of the nuclear family, their position
has deteriorated rapidly, especially given
the additional oppressive factors which
hit the old hardest—rising inflalion and
the hreak-up of local, stable communities
by re-development projects, ete.

The main functions within the econg-
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my of mén and women in our sociely,
are, for the man, lo work, to produce
surplus-value for his bosses by his labour,
and, for the woman, to re-produce the
means of reproduction—in other words
to bring up more children within the
home ta join the labour force. Once these
functions are over, once people are too
old to do either, then as far as capitalism
15 concerned they are useless. Flowing
from this, the state has no interest in
caring for their needs adequately (they
are no longer profitable or polentially
prafitable) and they themselves in turn
have no economic weight to fight for a
better standard of living. Given all this,
we can understand why their social situa-
tion is so desperate.

Chriz Searle haz compiled this short
anthology of poems (with some evocalive
black and white photos) wrilten by Uhese
human beings thrown on the scrap-heap
of our society. What comes over vividly
from the collection is the sharp awareness
by many of the writers of the oppressive
eocial relationships which determine their
lives. There's the woman whose whole
week, her whale life, is defined by the
cyole of washing, drying and ironing her
clothes. There 18 the woman whose ex-
treme loneliness has erected the harrier of
‘me’ and ‘they” between her and everyone
glse in the world—I[or a concrele expo-
sure of whal Marx meant by alienation
betwesn man and man, read this poem.
And there is the poem by the man who
suddenly realises that social benefits, etc.
are not the re-distribution of wealth but
simply the re-circulation of the working
class’s share of it.

This collection exhibits 8 fragmented,
partial but extremely moving picture of
how the old, because of their oppression,
see the world around them, and their
posilion in it. [t is & condemnation of
the present—a collection which cries out
for remedies which only soclalism can
begin to offer. Pensioners will obviously
not be in the fromt ranks of the harri
cades, neither will their social weight be
decizsive in any revolulion. Nevertheless
the working-class as one of its revolution-
ary ftasks must surely offer them a
programme which gives them, and the ald
of the future, some hope of escaping from
the degradation and misery into which
capitalist society plunges them.

Lastly, in case one might think that no
political lessons can be learnt from the
old, one poem is worth queting in full,
for those who still have doubts about the

slogan "™No platform for fascists’. It's
called Cciober 1928 by Milly Harris:

We stood ar GGardiner's corner,

We stood and watched the crowds,
We stood ar  Gardiner's corner,
Firm, roiid, voicer loud,

Came the marehing of the blackrhirts,
Came the pounding of their feet,
Came the sound af ruffizns marching
Where the five roads meer,

We thought of many refugees

Peeing fraom the farcist hordes,

The maimed, the xck,

the voung, the old,

Those whoe bad fought the fascint lprds.

So we gropped them there at (rardiner’s,
We fought and won our way.
We foughr the baton charges,
No farcirr paszed rhal day!

The boak is available from Centreprise,
34 Dalston Lane, London EE, and all the
profits will go to the London Trade Union
and Joint Old Age Pensioners Committes,

Carl Gardner

Reg Grc-\"c! The Balham Group: How
firitish Trotskyism Began, Pluto Press,
hardback £1.80, paperback 75p.

When the definitive history of British
Trotskyism comes to be written—a long
overdue task—this little book by HReg
Groves will provide wvaluable source
material. It records the founding of the
first Trotskyist organisation in Britain
and provides information which it is
difficult to find elsewhere,

In May 1932 a handful of members of
the Communist Party of Great Hritamn
{CPGR) published, anonymously. a dupli-
cated journal The Communist, most of it
devoled to Trotsky's ‘Germany—The
Key to the International Situation’. The
very fact that the publishers did not dare
to publsh thew names reflected the
gituation which had developed in the
Communist [nternational and in its British
section with the rise of Stalinism. Gone
were the days of free discussion and
critical assessment of policies which were
characteristic of the Cominlern of Lenin
and Troisky. In its place was policy
making from above, buresucratically
imposed. To oppose was Lo invite
expulzion.

The Balham Group, as the early
Trolskyists grouped round Reg Groves
came to be known, fought Slalinism on
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principled grounds, attacking the ultm-
jeflist Third Period, the rejection of the
Leninist tactic of the United Front, and
the sectarianism which proclaimed social-
democracy a greater denger 1o the
working class than fascism. (This at a lime
when Germany was on the very brink of
the fascist avalanche which was to create
such havoc in the European labour move-
ment for vears to come and imperilled
the very existence of the Soviet Union
itszif), Trotsky's desperate efforts from
his Prinkipo exile to sound the tocsin and
to steer the Comintern back on the road
of Leninism not only went unheeded but
were violently denounced as 'Left Social-
Fascizm'.

In 1935, after Hitler's victory, the
Stalinised Comintern swung from the
ultra-leftist denunciation of the Leninist
United Front to the opportunist class
collaborationist policy of the Popular
Front. Principled Communist opposition
to imperialist war gave way to opportunist
manoeuvres with petty-bourgeois paci-
fism. It was [or their fight against the
fake Amsterdam World Congress for Peace
that Groves and his comrades were
expelled from the CPGBH.

It will be difficult for younger members
of our movement to imagine the difficul-
ties involved in this open breach with the
Party. These comrades had heen deeply
mvolved in Party activities. The Commu-
pist Party was the party of Leénin and
Trotsky; the Soviet Union was the [ather-
land of all the toilers. A break with the
Party meant ostracism from lifelong
comrades and isolation from the main-
stream of working class polilics. It is no
wonder, therefore, that the Balham Group
hesitated before finally throwing in their
lot with the Left Opposition.

Today, when Groves has joined the
ranks of the International Socialists, he
tries to justify this hesilation reirospec-
tively, as il even then he had doubts about
the nature of the Soviet Union and
Bolshevism. He writes: “Our doubts were,
if not dispelled, at least held in limbo by
our respect for Trotsky's brilliant mind,
experiecnce and revolutionary integnily.
He argued forcefully . ., that the Russian
state . . remained a workers' stale,
temporarily off course because of wrong
leadership and policies. It did not con-
vince us deep down in our troubled and
UNEasy Consciences. .. "

Dne would search in vain through the
writings of the members of the Balham
Group ot the time for any such expression
of doubt, as the very valuable collection
of documents of the period which the
booklet contains will verify. It is only
with his belaled conversion to 'stale
capitalism® that he can now equale
Bolshevism (in itz Trotskyist form) with
Stalinism and write that "We were still in



the same psychological sphere as the
people with whom we were in conflict’.

Groves, of course, broke organisation:
ally with the Trotskyist movement many
vears ago, By 1935 he was well en-
trenched in the Labour Party, a parlia-
mentary candidate and an active leader in
Stafford Cripps’ Socialist League, in which
role he was particularly hostile to the
Trotskyists who entered the Labour
Party and the Lahour League of Youth as
an organised tendency in that year. But
his early contribution to our movement
and that of the small band of comrades
round him will be remembered and
valued long after his subsequenl journey
away from Trotskyism is forgotten.

A few comments should, perhaps, be
added on the review of Groves' book
published in Workers' Press, 15 June
1974, While much of Jack Gale's political
criticism of Groves' present-day role and
retrospective renegacy is comecl, the
language in which it i couched is remi-
niscent of that used against oppositionists
by ‘Third Period’ Stalinists. This i,
perhaps, no accident. For, while Groves,
Wicks, Purkiss, Sara, Dewar and the rest
fought this *Third Period' madness, the
present leader of the Workers’ Revolution-
ary Party (WRP) remained o loval member
of the CPGB throughout this whole
period and only broke with Stalinism
when it swung from ultra-lefiism lo

popular frontism.

Perhaps it is significant that when an
international commission came to Brilain
in 1938 to unite the various Trotskyist
groups prior to the Founding Congress,
only two groups refused to enter the
unified British Section of the Fourth
International—that led by Groves and
the Workers” Intenvational League m
which Healy of the WRF and Ted Grant
af the ‘Militant’ current were prominent
leaders. Above all, this reflects the msu-
larity of that tradition of ‘British
Trotskyism' which pays lip service to
proletarian internationalism but abjures il
in practice.

C. van Gelderen

Editﬂl’lﬂl (CONTINUED FROM PAGE 2).

pone but not avert the crisis which threatens Lo bring his
Government down and tear the Labour Party apart infern-

But the ctisis of left-wing social democracy is far from
reducible to its being out-manoceuvred by Wilson, and it will
continue irrespective of its fartunes in the present Cabinel.
As the post-war ‘consensus’ begins ta break up, the left,
whether in the Cabinet or leading the oppaosition to Wilsan
in the runks of the Party and the unions, will not find itsell
stuck for issues on which to pass resolutions. In fact it will
cuntinue to play a leading role in the labour movement.
But because of this front-seat role, and because of the level
and political range of the struggle on the industrial field,
it will find its ideoclogical and strategic formulas being rep-
gatedly put to the test. For hundreds of thousands of politic-
ally organised and conscious workers, left social democracy
symbolises a gradual transition to socialism through Parl
imment. Yel working class opposition to Labour's policies
expresses itself increasingly via industrial action, as we have
seen in the health service, over unemployment, and over
Chile {an issue which in itself highlights the bankruptcy of
gradualism and reformism). These struggles are exrra-parli-
amentary, yet they often compel the support of left social
democratic leaders whose allegiance to Parliamentary leg-
ality is unshakeable. The left cannot help but be buffeted
about by the dilemma; should the leaders of the working
clags hase themselves on Parliament (*law and order’) or on
the extra-parliamentary struggle of the masses? Left social
democracy affirms the former, yet it will be political curr-
enis to their left who will benefit politically from their
dilemma,

BOURGEOQIS COUNTER-OFFENSIVE

The fabric of the bourgeois political order will continue
to decompose under the interlocking forces we have sket-
ched out here. But there can be no room for any easy
optimisin @bout the outcome of the pracess. For this de-
caomposition has contradictory implications. As long as
the working class remains politically dominated by leaders
who are refarmist and class-collaborationist, the bourgeoisie
will be able to put.together at least some of the ¢lements
for a counter-offensive.

The political weaknesses of the workers’ movement
are being forcefully displayed, not only on the mdustrial
fisld —where sectional trade union struggle and traditional
reliance exclusively on annual wage claims against inflation
are all too apparent— but on the most basic issues being
debated in the parliamentary arena. The way in which the
left social-democrats and the CP have taken up the quest-
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jon of the EEC does not sugur well for either the outcome
af the referendum, or indeed for the political [ulune us a
whole, For the left have campaigned against the EEC on a
thoroughly nationulist basis. This has made it possible [of
them to form alliances betwesn the labour movement and
all manner of bourgeois and reactionary forces. It has also
proved an opportenity to praise Parliament to the skies,
thereby fecding bourgeois propsgands aboul the “need to
maintain law and order’ and congolidating the purlicmentary
cretinism of the British working class. The revolutionary
left has imtervened to exclude Powell, the NI and other
bourgeals forces from anti-EEC platforms in the labour
movemant, and has agiteted sguinst the EEC on an intern-
ationalist basis (for a ‘United Socialist States of Europe')
and has denounced Parliament in favour of 3 workers'
democracy. But the weight of the revolutionary left is of
colrse not vet strong enough to open up a breach in the
chauvinist and parliamentarist ideology of the working class.

Chauvinism is so desp-rooted among Brtish workers
that it has been possible for British imperialism to carry on
a war in Ireland for six years, without so much as a word of
protest from the vast majority of workers’ organisations.
The Labour Government does not even have to apologise
for its bipartisan agreement with the Tory Parly, for the
rale of British troops in the Catholic ghettoes, or for the
intervention of the British bourgeois state in Ireland. The
loyalists are increasingly able to tip the balance of forces in
their own favour, and it may not be long before a British
Labour Government restores this reactionary bloc (o power,
The consequences stemming from working class indifference
to the fate of the nationalist. minority in the north of Ire-
land will be serious indeed for every wolker in Britain.

The bourgeoisie will be able to utilise these political
weaknesses to move back ontu the offensive pgainst Lhe
working class. Al the moment, there are two chief cont-
eaders for the leadership of the anti-working class forces:
the new right-wing leaders of the Tory Party and Enoch
Fowell.

THATCHER'S TORIES

The bourgeoisie have by po means resolved the prob-
lem of formulating & new strategic policy following the
defeat of Heath. That is why they do not make an immed-
iate move to overthrow Labour. The Tory Party-is still not
able to give convincing guarantees of being able to take on
the working class successfully, The absence of a viable
strategy has produced a disarray among the Tories which
was mosl sharply exposed in the October elections. A seci-
ion of industrial capital switched their support to the Lib-
erals, and in Scotland finance capital supported the Scottish
Nationalists, In the north of Ireland, the Protestant popul-




ation are no longer the passive followers of British Toryism
Enoch Powell has broken from the Tory Party and roused
its petty-bourgeois base againsl the EEC. Sections of the
ex-leadership of the military, encouraged by the fact that
the British army is fighting "at home’, came oul in favour
of extra-parliamentary ‘citizens’ defence orgamusations’. Fin-
ally, the Tories, having for four years abandomed the ‘peace-
lul co-existence’ policy with the unions, lost a substantial
part of the one-third of working class votes needed to keep
them in office

I'he election of Margaret Thatcher to replace Ted Heath
as Tory leader in no way solves the problem of Tory Party
unily and orientation. She is a good figurchead for the Party
in an ¢lection, and may even win some support from wom-
en volers. Following Sir Keith Joseph, she is even able to
campaign vigorously on a "morality and decency’ platform.
But “morality’ will not solve the decigive problem of how to
smash the organised strength of the working class. On this
issue she can only vacillate between a re-run of Heath's
policy ar a policy of allowing unemployment to mount,
But in the present situation, either would almost certainly
fail. Massive unemployment under the Tories would anly
do its demoralising work if the working class had been dec-
isively defeated in a confrontation first —otherwise it would
most likely have the opposire effect of leading to militant
factory occupations. But it is just such a confrontation
which Heath has shown the Tory Party in office to be in-
capable of surviving.

Meanwhile, there are bolder forces at work. Enoch
Powell has consistently maved with the grain of all that is
mosl backwird and dangerous in the working class. Against
the immediate interests of big capital he has fought against
Brituin's entry into the EEC on a chauvinist platfarm
which the lef} of social-democracy cannot help bul applaud,
On the question of racism, similarly, he has demonstrated
his capacity in the past to make deep inroads into the work-
eri movement —gaining industrial support for his policies in
1968 and again over the Ugandan Asian affair in 1972
Powell's latest refurn is even more ominous, for this time
he brings the reactionary Loyalist cohorts with him, urging
them to play a more direct role in British politics.

POWELL

Powell's objective is to be the populist leader, the
‘slrong man’, of a government which cuts across truditional
party lines and which rests on a mass reactionary base. His
strategy is to splil the working class politically, along the
lines of its deepest idenlogical weaknesses, 85 a means of
creating the conditions to mobilise the state to smash it
organisationally. This particular strategy for a strong stale
is far more potenl than anvthing Margaret Thatcher can
produce, For Powell is willing to cut across both the imin-
ediate need of the bourgeoisie to reorfent to the EEC
{which Thatcher is not), and scross parties too (precisely
in order to establish virtual ‘rule by decres’). In addition
Powell has the support of the fascists of the Mational
Front, who will complement the work of such a Govern-
ment by reactionary mass mabilisations and selective strect
terror againsl the left.

Bul the bourgeoisie will be unable to organise itself
coherently around any of ‘thé available alternatives unless
the strength of the workers’ organisations and their capacity
o respond Lo altacks is shattered in some declsive defeat. At
the present time, there is no force capable of inflicting it on
the working class. The prospects in the intermediate term
are therefore for a continuation of explosive mass struggle
and a generalised political crisis for the whole of the bourg-
¢ols political order, including the Labour Party.

A WORKERS' OFFENSIVE

But for the working class to take advantage of this pol-
itical disarray and assemble the political instruments out of

the crisis for pulting an end to bourgeeis rule, requires
much more than the flexing of its organisational muscle.
Out of the upsurges which are inevitable in the next peri-
od, in which strike movements involving the whole of the
working class are on the agenda, the working class must
adopt the policies and forms of organisation which can
undermine the bourgeois state and lay the basis for over-
throwing it.

Consequently, the responsibility of the revolutionary
left is very great indeed. [t must constantly seek to unify
its own forces along with the tens of thousands &f
militants who are breaking practically and ideologically
with social democracy, to repeatedly intervene in the pol
itical crisis within the labour movemen! via a syslematic
united front policy. As against the traditional policy of
relying exclusively on annual wage demands, and ulilising
industrial strength almost exclusively for trade union ends,
it must promole within the unions a policy of fighting
against all incomes policy under capitalism, of fighting for
asliding scale of wages, defence of the gains made under the
welfare stale, and for the unions to take up the demands of
women worker and housewives. In the battles against un-
employment, it must promate factory occupations and
demands for nationalisation of companies creating redund-
ancies. And it must vigorously take up the struggle against
racism, chuuvinism and dependence on parliament —in the
immediate period within a warkers united fronl against the
EEC and within the growing movement for the withdrawal
of troops from [reland.

But within all these united fronts, from those on which
anly small forces within the labour movement are as yel
mobilised to those involving the broadest masses, the dec-
isive task of the revolutionary left is to promote the indep-
endent organisation of the working class —through strike
committess, action committess, Councils of Action and
other democratic forms of organisation— in order that as
the political crisis matures, and as the working class upsurge
throws up forms of organisation whose objecrive logic is to
undermine the bourgeois state, there will be sufficient num-
bers of working class militants politically capable of leading
the masses away from reformism and firmly on to the road
of socialist revolution.

DO YOU
WANT
TO
KNOW
MORE

ABOUT
THE
IMG?

Write to: IMG, 97 Caledonian Road, Londan NI

53



THE GENERALIZED
RECESSION OF THE
INTERNATIONAL
CAPITALIST
ECONOMY
o ®e
france, britain,

WEST BETTNAy;

japan, ktin america, 1.5a
®

~ = L ] [ ]
famine, Comeoon

bwrine gl i B PES n Wit S0 ERaD, (RS0

INPRECOR (International Press Correspondence) is a fortnightly information and analytical
journal published by the United Secretariat of the Fourth International. It is an international
journal with editions in English, French, Spanish and German.

SUBSCRIPTIONS: 1 year (26 issues): United States 510 (saamaill, £16 (airmail).
Canada §10 (seamail), 516 (airmail).
Britain £4.
Japan Yen 3,000 {seamail], Yen 5,000 (airmail).
Australia and New Zealand US E10 {seamail], US $18 (airmail).

TO SUBSCRIBE: BRITISH SUBSCRIBERS should send £4 cheque or Postal Order payable to Inprecor,
97, Caledonian Road, London N1 BBT. Enclose your name and addrass and specify
which language edition you require.

ALL OTHER SUBSCRIBERS. To pay by PERSONAL CHEQUE or INTERNATIONAL
MONEY ORDER, send name and address to Inprecor, 12/14 rue de la Buandarie,
Brussals 1000, Belgium enclosing cheque made out to Gisels Scholtz. To pay by
INTERMATIONAL POSTAL ORDER, send name and address to Inpracor in Brussels.
Sand Postal Ordar to Gisela Scholtz, 127 rue Josse mpens, Brussals 3, Balgium,

guoting account numbser CCPODO-1085001-56.




