ed Action

The Poll Tex Is due to arrive
on April 1st. For the [irst
time in recent history a tax
will be levied directly on
people regardless of their
income or asbility to pay.
Registration for the tax hes
already been completed
without the formation of @
mass campalgn of refusal.
However, ANTI-POLL TAX
UNIONS have been formed In
most parts of the country with
the aim of organising a MASS
CAMPAIGN OF NON-
PAYMENT. In Scotland, where
the Poll Tax was Introduced in
April last year, over 1,000,000
people have refused to pay -
and not one of them has been
fined, not one of them has
been sent to jail. The
authorities cannot even find
350,000 of them! Proceedings
against those who refused to
register are only now getting
under way. If refusals to pay
are implemented in England
and Wales on the same scale
then upwards of 7 million
people will be Involved. It is
hard to imagine even this tory
government bullding enough
prisons and recruiting suff-
icient numbers of police and
balliffs to cope with that lot.
Pensioners will be amongst the
hardest hit with many of them
simply not being able to pay.
Will the tories be happy to be
seen tsking away their furn-
iture or carting them off to
Pentonville or Holloway? The
Heath government |In the
seventies was forced by the
miners to call a referendum on
the Issue of the three day
weck. The tories lost. They
are much more vulnerable now.
Thirty tory MPs have them=-
selves voted against the tax.
When the "consclence" of a
Tory MP is stirred, you can be
sure that an Injustice of
historic proportions Is being
perpetrated. Of course It Is
not their consciences that are
being shaken. Their nerves are
going; they know that in many
constituencies such a mon-
sterous tax will make any Tory
unelectable. The Poll Tax lssue
represents the best chance for
decades for the collective
action of working class people

DON’T_ WANNA PAY!

-—
subsequently  impose it o
England and Wales. They badly
miscalculated. Scotland itsell
has » fine tradition of antl-
government action at a popular

level and since the Intro-
duction of the poll tax there

to smash an oppressive govern- |, April last year, [ ]
ment. If we succeed, the spectacular campaign of mass
confidence that the victory pon-payment and general ob-
will bring will have in- struction has kicked the entire
calculable consequences. I, scheme into touch. In Glasgow
seems Increasingly likely tha 1 In 3 people dave had
the Tories, in thelr greed tq _ - onts isswed to them for
transfer  wealth from  the| pog-payment. Nome of these
poorest to the wealthiest| pos been executed (would you
sections of society, which 18| yant to be a bailiff entering a
the essence of the Poll Tax.|yorking class housing estate in
have [inally bitten off more|glasgow to seize the furmiture

than they can stuff down their
throats. The last year has seen
the overdue demise of a num=-

nasty
Europe.
its
members and supporters to add
FIGHT

ber of thoroughly
regimes throughout
Red Action wurges all
one more to the list.
THE POLL TAXI

and ined | Cardiff

of a pessioner in arrears with
the tax?). The actual number
of those refusing to pay is
sctually far higher - warrants
can only be issued to those
the authorities can trace and
thousands have gone missing.
In Strathclyde as a whole, the
Council has lsswed nearly
400,000 warrants against de-
faulters. There are 200 balliffs
for the whole of Scotland who
will po doubt be looking
forward to plenty of overtime
- for long as they stay in one
plece. Overall, 850,000 people
in Scotland haven't paid »
penny, and a further 550,000
stopped paying after the first
.|instalment. The example will
prove contagious. In Wales the
City Council issued

3,000 warrants for noa-
registration then withdrow
Council In

Magistrates'
months abead to deal with its
own highly optimistic figure of
only 5,500 local defaulters.
The entire administrative and

judicial machinery s set to

break down. Scottish Councils

(ot
I
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sow have the unenvisble task
of persuading those who have
pald this year, to pay the
increased charges for mext
year (up by 23% in Edinburgh)
when 1 in 5 of the population
baven't pald anything. What do
you thisk will happea? The All
Britain federation of Anti-Poll
Tax Unions estimates that
non-payment will rise to 40 or
50\, This means that In
Scotland, THE POLL TAX HAS
ALREADY BEEN DEFEATED.
With this example, the [ight
against the imposition of the
Poll Tax In England and Wales
can become the hammer with

which to smash the Tory
Government. CAN'T PAY
WON'T PAYI

RICH
MAN'S
HEAVEN

The Poll Tax represents just
one step, though a crucial one,
in the Torles' plans for
fattening up the rich at the
expense of the poor. The Poll
Tax introduces the principle

that taxation should be levied
on people and not wealth or
Income. If the Poll Tax could
be Imposed, the Tories would
argue that all texes should be
pald equally, since everyone
draws equal beneflit from the
services they provide. There is
no difference between this
argument being used as it Is
now by the Tories, in relation
to services at a local level,
and the services provided at a
national level. Such ideas are

the Tory "think-tanks" (you
may be able to think of a
better name) such as the
Adam Smith Institute. Income
tax could then be set at a
very low level or abolished

altogethar, and be replaced by

indirect taxes (of which VAT
is a current example) levied
on the goods and commodities

bought in the shops. Everyone
would then pay the same (just
as everyone pays the same tax
on a pint of beer no matter
how much money they have in

thelr pocket) and, the Tories
will say, they have the
"freedom” to choose whether
or not they pay the tax at all.
Just as people now have the
"freedom™ to buy a Rolls
Royce or stay at the Ritz.
What could be fairer. Already
we are halfway towards that

situation due to the tax allow-
ances, tax perks, and tax loop-
holes made available to those
with lots of money and a good
accountant. Remember Lord
Vesty who paid £10 tax on an
annual income of E10 million?
Total government revenue
would b= massively reduced
since it would be economically
impossible to raise the amount
that Income taxes now provide
by such means, so that huge
cuts would have to be made In
state services and provisions.
Once such a system had been
introduced, the next logical
step would be to make all
goods and services (such as
education and health care)
available only to those who
could pay, and dismantle what
remains of the welfare state
after 10 years of Tory rule. It
would be a rich man's heaven.
And a nightmare for the rest
of us,
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PAY!

already being kicked around in

A group of poople in Hatfield,
including Red Action supp-
orters, bhave formed a local
branch of the Anti-Poll Tax
Federation. Branches exist in
all major towns throughout the
county, and are linked by
delegates to a county-wide
committee which Is In turn a
member of the National
Federation. The purpose of
each Union within the fed-
eration is the organisation of a

campaign of MASS NON-
PAYMENT. At the time of
writing, im early March,the

Hatfield APTU bhas set wp a
stall and collected signatures
in the town centre for the
weeks: around 750
support for the
campaign of son-payment have
been collected each day,
making over three thousand so
far. Posters have been printed

political work of this kind will

know that such efforts are
uwsually met with indifference
and scepticlsm. But on this
issue, everyome involved has
been startied by the streagth
of the response. lnstesd of
baving to generate a responss,
there is a semse of """ﬁ
extremely strong feelings
opinions that already exist. For
members of a left wing growp
much more accustomed to
challenging reactionary att-
itudes and ideas the semse of
moblising mass working class
support is  exbilarating. Of
course there is little to be
geined for the organistaion in
4 narrow sense. The SWP
sensed this and instructed their
members in Scotland to ignore
community-based campaigns
and to regard paymest or noa-
payment of the poll-tax as an
irrelevance. As one writer put
it In the SWP's internal
bulletin "there's nothing left
in the poli-tax for wm" (1989
0. 3). Given the scale and
persistence of the response in
Scotland against the tax bow-
ever, SWPF members were
eventually re-isstructed to get
back into community cam-
paigns. Unsurprisingly many
members of the SWP, as their
internal bulletin reveals, were
astonished and demoralised by
this pathetic display of self-
inco Many
SWP members jumping back on
the nos-paymest Dbandwagon
had already pald their tax! Red
Action has always stated that
it exists to promote the
interests of the working class,
not those of the party, and
therelore wholeheartedly
supports the mass campaign of
son-paymesi without seeking
galns for itself. We therefore
urge all members of Red
Action to get stuck in to their
local campaigns, and If nec-
ssary, initiste the organisation
themselves. Committment and
exzperience are vital to a long-
term campaign such as the
protest against the Poll Tax
entalls. We therefore urge all
members and supporters to
adopt the following tactics:
*  Delay registering for the
tax for as loag as possible - If
you are mot a houssholder then
it may be possible to avoid
registration entirely. E50 [ines
are lovied on those refusing to
register and in the absemce of
4 mass campaign of non-
registration being a5 ob-
structive as you can short of

being fined is probably the
best tactic.
. Help overload the

sdministrative machivery by
claiming » rebate if you are
remotely - send all
the time-wasting queries that
you can lmvest however
ludicrous to youwr local
Community Charge Unit.

*  Tear uwp the direct debit
form whea you receive it - or
fill it in with plausible-looking



world. As was predicted in the last issue of Red Action,
:::hu debates lrlpbllll conducted in the West as to the
future of these “"arms economies". Thatcher and her cronles
are pushing the patently absurd line that the threat from the
East Is greater than ever, while even semior military chiefs,
such as former NATO chief Field Marshall Carver have
admitted that defence forces ome third of their present size
are perfectly adequate to contain any future military threats.
What Thatcher quite rightly fears is that if defence spending Is
cut to levels objectively demanded by the world situation, (Le.
by a lot) then whole sections of British Industry, (British
Aepospade, Ferranti, Marconi, Vickers, etc. etc.) will be wiped
out, leading to much higher levels of unemployment. The
Labour party, whose conversion to "market forces” has been
recently announced, has kept quiet for the same reason. It too
knows that without Immense state expenditure on arms, market
forces left to themselves would allow the enormous resources
that they currently employ to simply rot - including the
members of defence unions who sponsor Labour MPs, Within the
confines of the economic situation as defined by contemporary
capitalism, there are no opportunities for private investment to
employ them at a sulficlent rate of profit. In America too,
President Bush has been obliged to announce & cut in troop
numbers in Europe (not even he can see any feasible role for
them), but has simult ly d that ding on the
sclentifically discredited "Star Wars" programme will increasel
The reason for this apparent paradox is not difficult to
discern. Stationing troops In Europe does not inject capital into
american industries and does not therefore provide Macdonald-
Douglas, Boeing etc with the vast guarenteed profits that they
are used to receiving. Cut arms expenditure (even If the
weapons systems It produces are known to be completely
useless) and the economy heads straight for a massive

S0 spending hes to maintained even when its
rationale has become more ludicrous than ever.

It Is obvious that when bourgeois
planned economies of the Stalinist
successors have [alled, they are overlooking the fact that the
centralised state direction of the eéconomy, both In Russia and
Eastern Europe, pulled feudal economies into the economic
mainstream of the 20th century despite the immense devest-
ation of a world war. The Russian space programme, the most
technically sophisticated area of all modern production, Is
actually ahead of the American! The Russian economy Is still
much larger than the capitalist "miracle" represented by Japan,

pundits allege that the
era and their current

It Is also a stubborn fact that so-called "capitalist” economlies
have achleved their most Impressive rates of growth during
times of war l.e. when state direction of the economy replaced
the magic of market forces. This Is particularly well lllustrated
by the history of the US during WW 11 which went into the
war In the grip of a recession that capitalism was totally
unable to resolve, and which emerged as the dominant economy
of the post war world, Highly centralised state directed
economies have then, been enormously successful in providing
the industrial base of modern production. It may be the case
that they fall to cope with the demands of modern diversified
consumer production. This however this is not the fault of
planned or gsocialised economies as but only of
undemocratic centralisation.

It Is again highly significant that when bourgeols economists
point to the successes of capitalism, they refer only to the
dominant economies of the Europe and Japan. Yet capitallsm
has existed in most parts of Asla, Africa and South America
for far longer than the communist regimes in Europe. So why
lsn't the extreme poverty, Inequalities of wealth, low or
negative growth and general economic Incompetence of these
countries cited as positive proof that capitalism doesn't work?
For they are jJust as much a part of the capitalist system as
America. Inflation in Argentina at the moment Is running at
4,000%; in Peru at 3,000% In Brazil, the wonder economy of
the continent, at 1,500% Growth In the economies of Latin
America Is falllng at a rate of 1% a year. The Third world as
a whole owes $1.32 trilioa to the economies of the First
World. These are the countries which supply the raw materials
and commodities tb the wealthy economles of the West.
Without them the economles of the dominant countries of the
world would Immediately collapse. In effect they are providing
huge subsidies to these richer nations which can only be
extracted due to the First World's vast superlority In
financial and military resources. It lsn't the case that the

BRAZILIAN GOLD MINE

such,

It lsn't the case that developing economies are not capitalist
enough but it is rather that their remaining poor is essential
to the wealth of the 'advanced economies',
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"developing” economles. It is uu:n'-:tm-hullnu
ra & rema; poor
huhmn::tolm'mm"coounu:
remain because products are or at rates far
u.-‘:' value in markets m e and controlled
t sec of the world. The
population of the US consumes one third of all available world

fesources; If everyone on the planet were to enjoy the same
living standards as the average American there would have to
exist seven times the quantity of raw materials, Le. metals,
oll, wood, rubber etc etc than actually does exist. When
capitalism is judged as the global system that it is In reality,
it has to be seen as necessarily exploitive, crisis-ridden and
wasteful - exactly as Marx claimed it was.

What then can be expected In the case of the economies of
Russie and Eastern Europe If they are opened to the capitalist
"freedoms® of the West? The most obvious model Is that of
the Latin American economies where under the management of
the IMF and the World Bank investments from the wealthiest
capitalist courtries export profit through the creation of &
small, wealthy middle class who control a heavily exploited
working class earning barely enough to keep alive. Already the
IMF and the central banking systems are demanding that
industries in former communist states should be "rationalised”
which means that they sack the people who work in them -

Two boys remember the 289

In Red Action issue no 49, an article appeared on the
Lockerbie bombing of PanAm flight 103 on December 21st
1988. It was put by R.A. that the conclusions made by
the politicians and media of the western world at the time,
were based on naive and ignorant assessments of the avail
able facts, for as we pointed out at the time, what would
the arab world have to gain from the bombing of a civilian
airliner and in whose interest would it be to discredit
them. The reader was left todraw his conclusions,
however more recent events have shown this conspiracy,
to blame the Palestinians is becoming overwhelmingly
evident,

In December of last year the life sentence of Mohammoud
Abu Taleb in a Swedish court for convictions on various
bombing charges (not that of fight 103) has once again
conflirmed the west's belief that the patelstinian connection
existed all along and that Investigations by Scottish police
have conclusively linked the Palestinians with the Lockerbie
bombing. However if one is to look at these conclusive
facts, one gets a very distinct feeling of, dare one say
it, a fit-up, perhaps it is just a litte bit too neat and
tidy to be credible,

own

The police say that the Lockerbie bombing was master-

minded by one Ahmed Jibril a member of the Popular
Front for the Liberation of Palestine (General Command)
(PFLP-GC), He was regarded by the police as a very dan-

gerous and professional operator. It is believed that he
and Abu Taleb were connected and were co-conspirators
In the Lockerbie bombing le Jibril the organiser and Taleb
the perpetrator,

It turns out the reasons for these assumptions are that
Jibrils PFLP and Talebs, Palestinian Popular Struggle Front
(P.P.S.F) had respective 'safehouses' in Germany and
Sweden. These houses were used to smuggle friends and

oné estimate puts the number of usemployed in a privatised
economy In Poland at one In three of the population. All
welfare provisions thet currently exist are to be abolished
under this scheme; subsidised housing and food must be phased
out together with free health cere. Huge Inequalities of wealth
are to be created, with only the professional middle class and
the new ruling class that collaborates with the capitalists ‘and
nﬂﬂthuﬂhlmwmn.ﬂmurn-mm
who keep their jobs will have to work harder to keep what
they have (for where else are the mew profits to come from?)
and those without jobs will have to scavange in order to live
in poverty and squalor as millions do throughout the capitalist
economies of South America, Africa and Asia, It Is expected
that few illusions about the superiority of the capitalist system
will survive the experience.

Finally, it Is the Marxist analysis of historical progress - the
sudden overthrow of apparently stable ruling classes by the
mass of the populstion - that has been vindicated by the
eveats In Eastern Europe. The liberal model of gradual,
reformist and peaceful progress guided by the ruling classes
themselves has been shattered. Our own ruling classes know
that the same forces that dismember communist party
dictatorships In the Eastern Bloc are equally capable of
dismantling state and capitalist exploitation in the West.
Contrary to the interpretation touted by hacks In the western
media, the ovents of 1080 must be seen as adding a massive
Impetus to the soclalist cause.

T'SA FAIR COP GUV!

family of Jibril into Sweden to live. Basically they were
in the act of transporting illegal immigrants from one
country to another. All this was done under the watchful
eye of German and Swedish police surveillance on both
houses, And most importantly of all this high profile activ
Ity was being carried out whilst they were in the supposed
meticulous and highly secretive planring of the bombing
of flight 103, It must be said this does not exactly seem
the high profile, attraction seeking activities that such
an experienced and efficient organisation would be indulging
In at such a time.

Even more astounding was the fact that when these 'safe-
houses' were eventually raided at the end of October 1988,
pulice discovered a Semtex bomb hidden inside a Toshiba
radio-cassette, what is so remarkable |s the fact that a
completely identical radio-cassette of the same make was
used in the Lockerbie bombing some seven weeks later,
one might say its almost uncanny, others might say who
would want to make things so obvious. However these
amazing co-incidences do not end there,

After these police raids in Germany and Sweden Abut Taleb
was still at liberty, however he was placed under police
surveillance on November |st. |1 would have seemed per-
haps obvious to this highly trained and very slick operator
that he had to watch his back and keep a low profile,
but apparently not.

According to police a man travelling under the name Abu
Taleb turned up in Malta, went to o ting boutique and
purchased various items, an old Jacket, 2 pairs of trousers,
In different sizes. he also bought a packet of blue cotton
babygrow and en umbrells, The owner clearly remembered
the customer (who wouldn't). It would hardly seem the
actions of a man trying not to be noticed, And lo and
behold all of these items were found in the wreckage of
Pan Am flight 103 and proved to be from the same suit-
case as the radio-cassette bomb. Of course all of items
of clothing still had 11 of theirdistinctive labels on them,
making them easily traceable to the boutique shop in Malta
And so another plece of the Jigsaw falls oh so conveniently
into place,

Perhaps the final ‘icing on the cake' in this sequence of

events is that when police eventually raided Abu Talebs
flat they found a calendar on the wall, and amazingly
enough the date of December 21st had been ringed, there

you have it, bang to rights. It has not yet being confirmed

that Taleb replied when arrested'Fair cop Guv.)

one thing must be obvious, is that Abu Taleb was either
d one of the most inc ompetent and inept operators to hail
from the middle-east, or he was set up as the fall guy
by other concerned parties, Once again one has to ask
In whose interest was it at the time, during an intense
political climate between Palestine and lsr el, to discredit
the Palestinian political organisations,

All on can conclude is that it wus a highly complex and

meticulous set-up and who would have the use
machinery

of the state

to create such a sham, and which state so des
pises the Palestinian cause it would B0 to such lengths
to blow up a civilian airliner merely to discredit another
country, The list could be endless, perhaps not. One thing
IS pretty certain, and that Is Abu Taleb is highly unlikely
ever to be tried for the bombing of Pan Am flight 103,

@s some things are probably best
at least for some. As we sald before
to draw their own conclusions,

—_SUSPECTS?—_

kept in the dark, Well

It is up ta the reader

Taleb: a case that is convincing yel very ndd

Shamir: wot talking

"It has not yet been confirmed that Taleb replied when
arrested "ITS A FAIR COP GUV "




the time of the last great
famine in Ethiopla in 1985, the
agony of the Ethioplan

sbout to be repeated.
Despite  the  unprecedented
scale of the charitable en-

deavours of Live Ald and
assoclated  organisations in
raising ES00m for famine
relief, the people whom it
kept alive then face starvation
now. Between 500,000 and 1
million people died In the
1985 famine; relief agencies
estimate that up to 4m are
threatened this time. Could
there be ' a more convincing
demonstration of the fact that
charitable work alone, no
matter what its scale, Is no
answer to the problems
created by the unequal dis-
tribution of resources between
socleties?

It has been argued that It lIs
the repressive and Irresponsible
nature of the ethioplan gov-
ernment that is to blame. Yet
the cycle of [amine extends
beyond the current military
government of the Dergue. In
1972-73 200,000 died of
starvation in northern Ethiopia
under the crackpot Emperor
Halle Selassle, @ longtime
*friend" of the West. Since
then drought years have
followed each other with far
greater severity. So It fisn't
the particular regime that is
to blame.

Could it be that the famine s
the result of a natural process,
several years of drought, for
which no-one is to blame? Is
it the case that a famine
happens in the manner of
other natural disasters,
earthquakes, floods and bolts
from the blue? Disregarding
the fact that ald agencies
have been predicting the
current famine from at least

August 1989, it is clear that If
Red Action could quite clearly
predict the recurrence of
famine several years ago,
other people could too. Given
the enormous resources of
technology in relation to the
production of food, such that
several times the present
population of the world could
be fed, and that relatively
low-grade food and water
projects could prevent the
recurrence of famine |n
Ethiopla (and other countries
where mass starvation s @
permanent threat), the attitude
that regards mass starvation as
a natural process, like birds
falling from the trees during a
hard winter, is as Ignorant as
it is callous.

The answer must be that
famine on this scale s a
political phenomenon. As REST,
one of the leading reliel
agencies has sald, "The US
used food as an extension of
their foreign policy In 1985 In
an attempt to show up the
russians”, That is, the food aid
given then was a cynical
propaganda effort. There was
not and could not be within
the capitalist system, any
attempt made to eradicate the
causes of famine which are a

&

direct consequence of
enormous Imbalances In the
global distribution of wealth.

At the core of capitalism Is
the demand for exploitation -

that those who are in
possession  and . control of
productive resources are able
to compel those who are not

to exchange the few resources
they do have - often nothing
more than thelr labour - on

—

An enduring MYTH_of the
eighties.

unequal terms. The poor of the
Third World now owe the rich
of the First World 1,300
billion dollars - together with
the Interest of course. When

this is taken into account, the
Third World pays the
World $52 billion a year. That
is $52 billilon after all new
lending has
from the account! The poorest
actually subsidise the wealth-
lest. The name given to this
process is "making @ profit".
Even though there now exists

First
subtracted

been

more food in the storehouses

of the West than would be re-
quired to
currently starving
and farmers In the
for years past been pald by

destroy

feed all of those
in Ethiopia,
US have

thelr government to

food, only a token amount, for
propaganda or political
purposes, will be handed over
as "charity". The reason for
this Is simple - people starving
in Ethiopla don't have any
money. If they can't pay. the
businesses and governments of
the West would rather see
them starve. And since there
s no profit to be made In
supplying the materials to
make such people self-
sufficlent in food production,
and food producers in the West
would suffer a loss in profits
if they were, they won't do
that either, The media conn=
jves In this situation since
farm projects are regarded as
insufficiently  sensational to
qualify as "news" while
people on the edge of death
from starvation on the other
hand, are "perfect” television.
The situation Is exactly the
same as If the people In your
nome town were dying in the
streets of starvation and the
manager of Tesco's said that
rather than damage the firm's
profits, he would let food rot
on the shelves before giving It
to people who couldn't pay.
Just as the problem is political
in nature, so the solution has
to be a political one. There
will always be famine In the
world while the basis of pro-
duction is for profit rathet
than need - and no amount of
Bob Geldofs, hypocritical
"charity”, or even the don-
ations of
ividuals will ever

compassionate ind~
change the

fact.

"THE U.S. USE FOOD AS AN EXTENSION OF THEIR FOR-
EIGN POLICY IN 1985 IN AN ATTEMPT TO SHOW UP

THE RUSSIANS."

ail....."
The sbove is the introduction to an eight page rebuttal
of some of the criticisms RA made in relation to its brief
involvement in HOL
The most recent announcement from Hands Off Ireland/
Leninist is that they inmtend holding @ march somwhere
in London, place and time as yet unspecified to celebrate
the Easter Rising In Dublin 1916. Normally RA would res
pond briskly to an invitation to attend, as we have, we
believe, a commendable record in support, physically and
financially, similar initiatives from a host of disparate
organisations and committees through the middle and late
eighties.
Having sald that at the time of going to print we will
almost certainly not be supporting this particular effort.
We will of course not be alone in this, as other rival org-
anisations to HOL such as the Troops Out Movement, Lab-
our Committee on Ireland, Irish Freedom Movement etc.,
will in all probability rubbish it or in practise, ignore it
Such a response can be predicted because of the latent
sectarianism apparently inherent in the make up of organ-
isations on the left in Britain. To avoid a similar accusation
being laid at our own door we will make some effort here
to explain our current position,
In edition 53 of RA under an article entitled "The Road
to Hell", we made a number of points in relation to our
involvement in the Leninist initiative HOL, which included
some severe but justified political criticisms of their basic
approach and attitude to solidarity work on Ireland. There
is little doubt that a genuine solidarity movement s des-
parately needed but HOL promises as predicted to mimic
some of the worst "three men and a dog efforts” of its
less than illustrious predecessors. The responsibility for
this * latest stillbirth clearly lies with the Leninist, whose
behaviour from beginning to end has been short-sighted,
self-serving and plain dishonest, eventually forcing both
the Irish Republican Socialist Party and Red Action to
withdraw,
-

It is time that the committment of volunteers such as the

one pictured above, Is matched by a committment by the
left in Britain to at last set about building a genuine solida-

M

rity movement.

The response of the Leninist was predictably shrill, launc h
ing as they Imagined scathing, though not always political,
attacks ie ("When we performed 'Twenty Years' for the
first time, members of Red Action felt very threatened
by it, not its politics but the mere fact of theatre, They
got embarrassed and childishly giggled. (Workers Theatre
Movement interview, Leninist '82)), on both Red Action
and the LR.S.P.

However in so doing they revealed both a degree of arr
ogance and innocence which we in our criticisms had u’
to that point only hinted at.

The central criticism of both the IRSP and RA was that
the Leninist set up HOL as a front for their own group,
a sort of poor man's Irish Freedom Movement, which is
first and foremost a forum for building the organisation
of its sponsoi the Revolutionary Communist Party,

success of the IFM
regard with a mouth watering
so with scant regard for either
principle, they intend to adopt
vain for o similar return,

Rather than concentrate for the moment on what they
say about R.A. lets examine instead what they say in their
own defence with provides a far greater insight into their
theory and practice. In refuting an accusation from the
IRSP that their behaviour was both 'cynical' and ‘arrogant’
and that decisions taken at the first HOL conference
especially the setting up of a 7 member national committee
containing four members of the Leninist - a blatant inbuilt
majority, was completely unacceptable.

The relative
in the Leninist

is something individuals
envy, and

imagination or political
similar tactics, hoping in

__oumnmnmm_

They answer in reply (Leninist 82): *"The Leninist has never
excluded any jon from HOL The campaign is open
to all who accept it's principles...Yes we believe that an
Irish Solidarity Movement (just like the TUC Trade Unions,
Workers Councils) must be Jed by communists, and that
mmmm,mummmmnmm
this leadership is bureaucratically imposed.” (of course not,
who would ever suggest such a thing)

The glaringly obvious problem with that particular argument
is simply this, if individuals involved in the IRSP or indeed
Red Action were so convinced that The Leninist had all
the answers, then it is problable that we would actually
not be members of either Red Action or the IRSP, but
would instead transfer our membership and allegiance to
the Leninist, Even If we had accepted that their role was
that of born leaders, the very least we might have expes ted
of them was for them to try and at least convince W
of the natural superiority of their strategy by discussing
with us exactly what HOL planned to do, or rather what
the Leninist planned to do with Hands Off Ireland.

Not a bit of it, as they are fond of describing themselves
as the "general staff of the working class®, our allotted
role in the scheme of things was pre determined, presum
ably we might be allowed to rise through the ranks on
merit, but ideally never above the rank of non-commissioned
officers. In the meantime it had been quite impertinent
of oiks and ruffians like us , and presumably the IRSE
to rise above our station.

Once the honeymoon period was over the future scenario
seemed pretty clear WITH RED ACTION INCREASINGLY
PLAYING THE ROLE OF BALDRICK TO THE LENINISTS
BLACK ADDER.

(Such pronouncements lend considerable weight to the sus
picion, that far from providing all of the answers, they
have somehow failed to address even the most basic quest
ions.)

Having provided one example of arrogance, now In the
interest of balance, o sample of their touching innnocence,
or complete cynicism if you prefer. In answer to the
accusation that HOL is already “dead in the
The Leninist as the founder and sole remaining particips
from the nine or so groups that had shown at least sond
initial interest, they replied, "Though we will continue
to attempt to draw in other organisations on the left, we
see no problem in continuing HOL even if we were the
sole organisation involved."

If this had always been the case, why then extend invit
ations to all other groups, to form an alliance under one
banner in pursuit of a common goal ie a genuine Irish Sol
idarity Movement, as The Leninist did in October 1988,
The single and only motivation for taking such a step,
is never done of politeness, or as an example of political
good manners, and never ever done from a position of
strength, but always In the recognition of the basic inad-
equacies and weaknesses of your own particular group.
Put simply, on your own you are not up to it So in the
intervening 9 months having finally alienated the remaining
two organisations, one with a creditable and consistent
involvement in lIrish work, the other the IRSP whose mil
itary wing, the Irish National Liberation Army is currently
engaged in a war of liberation, is there any trace of doubt
or even a himt of self-criticism on the part of the Leninist?
Absolutely nmot, on the contrary, from their point of vie
the prospects of looked better, re
iscent of the adoring parent anouncing to the other spect
"Oh look, Everybudy's

water”, witl

success have never

ators as the Boy Scounts (iled past
out of step but my Johnny." What in effect was the end
of HOl was regarded by them as little more than @ minor

setback,

While we hope we have outlined at least
basic further involvement
able, we have not explained why we intend to
our support from the march at surely
occasion is a good thing in itself, regardless of the motives

s couple of the
HO! was unten
withold
such an

reasons why

Laster.

of the organizers, and in any case it can do no harm.
On the last point we would beg to differ.

The very last thing the nationalist people in the North
of ireland, or indeed the British working class, need s

yet another party [ront presenting itself as the vital bul
missing ingredient, with a new improved magic formula
or "yet another cunning plan® that will, at a stroke, solve
all the previously intractable problems assoc jated with the
manv and various initiatives, Time to Go. being the latest
apparent casualty that has plagued all
Britain over the last 20 years,

solidarity work in

HOL. have announced that they intend to march like the
IFM in August up the Holloway Road. In successive year

the T.0O.M. Bloody Sunday Commemorative March has either
gone from or to Kilburn. The selection of the route is
itself an admission that HOL like the IFM or TOM intends
to conform rather than confront reality, Lacking the re
sources, human or financial to do different is not in itsell
a crime, but where all involved are undeniably culpable,
iIs not only that after 20 years of war, and almost 3000
dead, they still don't have the equipment necessary (o
make any impact, but that their organisations are neither
equipped or even designed to make any difference. AND
NOTHING WILL EVER CHANGE OVER HERE OR OVER
WEMEWEMNMMT-




15  THE DISTORTION
THAT NEEDS TO

An attempt has been made
within the pages of Red Action
to drive 8 wedge between the
political theories of Marx
himself, and their later
development by, in particular,
Lenin. This

needs to be
answered on two levels: first,
by examining Lenin's own
revolutionary theory; and
second, on the level of
revolutionary practice Le.
primarily by reference to the
implications of theory for the
events of 1917 and the

bolshevik seizure of power.

The first point concerns to the
nature and role of a
revolutionary party. It was
plainly Marx's life-long opinion
that at Jeast one of the
factors demanding the
formation of a working-class

party was the need to develop
the clarity of revolutionary
ideclogy In the proletariat
which would otherwise remain
at the level of trade union or
reformist consclousness. In
the Manifesto he says that this
requires the participation of an
allentated fraction of bourgeols
ideologists (such as Marx

OF  LENINIST/BOLSHEVIK
BE_ANALYSED,'
conception of the party as a
"vanguard". Both Marx and
Lenin held that the proletariat
was the sole class capable of
overthrowing the rule of the
bourgeolsie. Given the greater

political maturity of the
contemporary  working class
(corresponding to the devel-

opment of capitalism) the idea
that the "self-emancipation of
the working class" requires the
participation or leadership of
bourgeols elements is []
conception that all members of

Red Action would want to
reject.
Secondly, the quotation from

Lenin cited in the article the
"Dictatorship of the
Proletariat" In RA edition no.
53, concerning the mode of
"dictatorship" does not prove
what the writer asserts, that
Lenin understood by the term
a "dictatorship of the

minority”. Here, Lenin only
excludes the petty bourgeoisie
from participation; the workers
in the dictatorship of the
proletariat remain & majority
(for they are more numerous

himsell). This view Is at the
heart of Lenin's own |

than all sections of the
bourgoisie), but not an
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majority of a
would make
dictatorship of wemy kind
unnecessary. In the actual
conditions of 1917 Lenin relied
upon @ coalition of the
Industrial proletariat and the
lower strata of the peasantry.
In his most thorough
contribution, in The State and
Lenin writes:
"the repression of a minority
of exploiters by a majority of

kind that

former wage slaves is
relatively simplécisec.and
coincides with the extension of
democracy to such an

overwhelming majority of the

population that the need for a
machinery of repression

begins to vanish."

Lenin's analysis of the role of

the state follows that of Marx

himself very closely
throughout. In the immediate
aftermath of the revolution,

his position remained clear:
"Comrade Workers! Remember
that you now administer the
state. Nobody will help you If
you do not unite and take all
the affairs of the state Into
your own hands."

Bolshevik practice [faithfully
followed the bolshevik theory
articulated by Lenin. In the
elections to the Constitvent
Assembly Immediately follow-
Ing the October revolution, the
Bolsheviks gained a majority of
all votes cast in the major
Industrial areas, l.e. a majority
of Jwe proletariat as it then

existed in Russia. The
Bolsheviks weighted votes
heavily in favour of the
proletariat as against the
peasants (and so against the
principles of formal democracy
and In favour of the
dictatorship of the proletariat),
and entirely disenfranchised

the most powerful sections of
the bourgeoisie.

Later, in 1821, Lenin admitted
that he had assumed that, "the
Immediate transition to the
bullding of soclalism" was an
immediate reality, but that
events had proved him wrong.

Much could also be sald
concerning his excessive and
disasterous rellance on
bureaucratic formulas and

machinery in response to the

conditions of the class struggle
in Russia in the post civil war
period. Yet in 1917, what had
been the* alternative to the
revolutionary seisure of power
by the Bolsheviks? ls it being
proposed that the menshevik
analysis of the revolutionary
possibilities prior to 1917 was
the correct one and that some
form of bourgeois democracy
should have been worked for
and accepted by revolutionary
elements? Lenin himsell
considered that:

"the position is clear. Either a
Kornilov dictatorship [l.e. @
right-wing military dictator-
ship] or a dicatorship of the
proletariat and the poorest
strata of the peasantry”.

It may even be that In parts
of eastern Europe today, the

choice eventually resolves
itself into a similar
alternative. The Mensheviks
argued for a democratic
regime based on elections on
the principles of formal
democracy to a representative
legislature of the western
type. Yet the collapse of the
representative Institutions
established by the [irst,
February revolution, and the
disintegration of the
Constituent Assembly in 10818,

indicates that Lenin was right,
and that a third path, given
the backwardness of Russian
society, was not a possibility.
Looking at the matter in the
most direct way possible it
must be asked: what other
choices were opem to mn
ulnhnuu upm-lu.g the
st In
1777 1 lhf‘ party that Lenin
led, with at the very least, a
superb sense of tactics, is to
be condemned as anti-soclalist
or anti-working class, then the
inescapable conclusion is that
the revolution of 1817 was a
mistake, and that RA, when
funds permit the purchase of a
time machine, will throw its
weight behind some opposing
faction, The Mensheviks apart,
the only alternative would
have been an anarcho-
syndicalist one. But in Lenin's
own words written in 1917:
"The difference between

revolutionary Marxists and
anarchists lies not only In the
fact that that the [former
stand for huge, centralised
communist  production [un-
doubtedly Marx's own position]
while the latter are for
decentralised, small-scale
production. No, the difference
as to government authority and
the state consists in this, that
we stand for the revolutionary
utilisation of  revolutionary
forms of the state in our
struggle for soclalism, while
the anarchists are against it"
The cholce therefore, s
between a Marxist position and
an anarcho-syndicalist one.
Finally, the article ends by
alleging that Lenin did not
foresee the situation in Russia
as a result of the civil war
period, and the fallure of the
several revolutionary move-
ments in Europe. As a result
of these factors, a “"counter-
revolution came from Inside
the ruling party, which was
not itself overthrown, but
which overthrew the workers'
state,". This obviously assumes
that as a direct result of the
bolshevik revolution of 1817,
and therefore of the theory
and tactics of Lenin himself,
there was a workers' state to
overthrow, The conclusion Is
inescapable: A  revolutionary
party adhering to the
principles of leninism
succeeded In establishing a
workers' state. Moreover: "The
principles of revolutionary
soclalism were first distorted
under the strain of the
protracted emergency. Then
the distortions themselves
became the principles”. It s
surely precisely this process of
the distortion of
leninist/bolshevik principles
that needs to be analysed,
without making the assumption
that leninism itself s a
distortion of marxism.

F GORDON

GIANTS

The conclusion must therefore
be that an unqualified
rejection of leninist theory and
practice cannot be justified In
terms of Marx's own theorles;
that to equate Lenin's
contribution to revolutionary
politics with that of Stalin (or
of Trotsky) is an over-
simplification; and [inally, that
soclalists can profit by

examination of the legacy of
both Marx and Lenin. This does
not mean that the creation of
a leninist-type party is
desirable In contemporary
european conditions. No such
party could hope to relate to
the mass of the working class.

Nonetheless it has to be
recognised that Lenin did
succeed In creating an
organisation that in the

conditions of tsarist
Russia both upheld the
principles of Marxism and
achleved power with a mass

following amongst the working
class. No party on the british
left has yet managed to solve
the problem of how to
combine Marxist  principles
with a mass following.

In attempting to make a
further neat equation between
the political theory of Karl
Marx and V.LLenin, G.Honey
combe makes no than
three elementary all
in one paragraph.
First, it is simply
to claim that the

less
errors

inaccurate
Communist

Manifesto see the moving
over of a section of the
bourgeoise was o (vital) re
quitement rather than just
an  inevitable development.
Totally incorrect to  even
suggest that  without "ideo
logists or intellectuals from
outside the class’ the working
class would remain only at
thelevel of trade union con
sclousness, and atiribute
this theory to Marx, when
it was undeniably the ex
clusive property of Lenin,
and had absolutely nothing
in common with the view
of Marx or Engels on the

subject of intellectuals,

Three it was mistaken to
allow such an elitist comment
for f it were accepted that

political ideas were developed
Ly intellectuals independent
of the economic struggle

of the economic struggle,
then the role of the working
class would be a strictly
subordinate and the truly
revolutionary class would
not be the w ng class
but alienated intellectuals.

On page 45 and 46 of the
Communist Manifesto, which
Is easily researched, it out
lines three reasons why and
when educated elements of

the ruling class would be
forced over to join the work
ing classes, Marx's concern
was never how the working
class movement 'gains' intel
lectuals, though this s a
common assumption, but
how workers movements
might be reinforced by polit-
educated  individuals
ing with their own class,
coming over of a small

section of bourgeois intel
lectuals, is seen only as o
curring shortly before the
revolutionary  victory, almost
in  fact  when the victory
ol the working class has

been assured, a victory more-
over without their guidance,

Special  or extraordinary in-
dividuals might be expected
earlier, but even when they
approached the workers move-
ment they were  regarded
by Marx and Engels with
mistrust  and suspicion, and
wer inclined
exaggerate their virtues,
they were  nevereless  far
from blind to the needs they
could fill. One important
overall feature of the attit
ude taken by Marx was that
It required "a fight on two
fronts®. On the one hand
Marx recognised that there
was a positive if limited
role for them, without falling
into the opposite traps, of
Inviting them without scrutiny
of rejecting them
just cause,

neither to

without

On the second major point
we return again to the con
troversy surrounding the

phrase "the dictatorship of
the proletariat®, f(ollowing
the article that appared in
edition 53 of this paper and
followed wup in No54, He
points out quite rightly that
one quote does not  prove
that what Lenin understood

"a minority"
dictatorship, and concludes
that in any ¢ the Bol
sheviks had no alternative
and any further
should
the distortions of shevik
ideology by Stalin, rather
than  the deformitie of
Marx's revolutionary socialism
implemented by the Ho
sheviks themselves,
Surely only if the
can be easily justified or
refuted, which
then further deeper
igation of this critical
and the respective
played by Trotsky, Lenin
Bhukarin  etc., | or
It is neither
intended to
scademic e
demonology,
if the theoritical basis

by the term

ase
analysi

S0

only concentrate on

Bol

il legations
they nnot
Invest
period

role

needed
an  idle

in Leninist
a vital task,
for

be
Clse
it

the structure of a new re
volutionary party, the relat
ionship between the leader
ship and the rank and flile
and the organisation  and
the class, Is even be
attempted,

To do otherwise and just
repeat  Stalins  crimes  parrot
fashion, as the Trotskyites
have done for sixty years,
like & marathon exorcism,
has achieved nothing, and
instead has contributed to
the almost total alienation
of the working class, with

MARX V LENIN

left
point

the lar
Lo the

extinct,

marginalised

of being almost

it obviously
to be
was  not
myth has
introduced Lo
imme  of  Russian
Party
character
then
a former
future
The

in

In the first place
needs to  be
remembered
in fact
it, that

repeated
that it
Lenir 4

n
the

Social
in 1902 but

progr
Democratic

nhov seen

s the leading light,
Narodnik and
Menshevik  theoretician,
Proposn wias  presented
this 1 to the conference
"An essential condition for
the social revolution is the
dictatorship of the prole
tariat, le the conquest by
the proletariat of such polit-
ical power, as will enable
it to quell all opposition
by the exploiters®. The prog'
ram formulated the idea
in terms that had now be
standord;  the supp-
ression  of counter-revolution
(in contrast to Marx's de-
finition, le working class
rule, or the operation of
the workers state as a whole)
during the following debate
'dictatorship' v ‘demo-
cracy’ @ future Menshevik
addressed the 'fundamental
question' “Should our future
policy be governed by certain
basic democratic principles,
admitted to have absolute
value, or are all democratic
principles to  be

exclusively by what is profit-
sble for oy party. 1 defin-

of course

come

on




what the end will be,

Plekenhov rose, and spoke
in support of the speech
and wen further, "The prin-

ciple should be applied to
representative
in general®,

“The same point of view
should be adopted by us on
the question of the duration
of parliaments. If on the
impulse of revolutionary
enthusiasm the people were
to elect a very good parl-
iament...we should try and
make it a long parllament,
and If elections turned out
to be unfavourable, we should
try and dismiss it, not In
two years time but if possible

!

in_two weeks."

;ﬂ'i*f,
i

Eg.
f

orial regime would be imposed
with the dictatorship in the
hands of the victorious party,
or just its leadership.

There is no mystery about
where he got this notion,
the conception of a dictator-

ship had long been the un-
questioned orthodoxy cf Blan-
quist and Bakunist (*he father
of anarchism incidentally)
who had long provided most

of the training of Russian
revolutionaries.

He did not get it from Marx
old term, the relationship
was the other way round,
this was the standard con-
ception, which he then Im-

posed on Marx's term, when
he heard it. Engels response,
Voden records was contemp-
tuous, he thought that Plek-

O JUST REPEAT STALINS CRIMES PARROT FASHION
AS THE TROTSKYITES HAVE DONE FOR 60 YEARS IN
A MARATHON EXORCISM WILL ACHIEVE NOTHING.'

this
quote
later,
const-

Significantly it was
passage Lenin was to
o decade and a half
when suspending the
ituent assembly in 1918,
How would Marx and Engels
have reacted to the injection
of a special anti-democratic
content into a phrase, which
when used in future, would
be totally alien intent and
meaning from the original
concept, and the very opposite
to the way In which it was
ever employed by themselves.

Russian
emigre

In 1918 @& young
social demaocratic
visited Engels. Plekhanov
the leander and theoriticlan
of the relatively new Russian
marxist group had given him
a letter of recommendation.
Over 30 years later AM.
Voden wrote up his memoirs
including his talk with Engels.
Voden writes, "During their
discussions Engels asked how
Plekhanov himself stood on
the question of 'the dictator-
ship of the proletariat’,
| was forced to admit that
G.V.Plekhanov had repeatedly
expressed his conviction to
me that when “"we" come
to power of course “"we"
would allow freedom to no
one but "ourselves”. However

in response to my question
who exactly should be taken

to be the monopolists of
freedom, answered:
the working class, headed

«by comrades who correctly
understand Marx's  teachings
and who draw the correct
conclusions from these teach-
ings. And in response on

SANovs perspective would
either wreck the movement,
either by a split or by turning
Russian social democracy
into a sect, which
to the same thing.

amounted

As  G.Honeycombe himself
states  "Bolshevik  practice
faithfully followed the Bol-
shevik theory as articulated
by Lenin®. But one vital
area the major influence

was not by Marx as the Bol-

sheviks themselves all be-
lleved, but by a certain
G.V.Plekhanov,

First ominous related incident
to record after the Revolution

in 1917 was the expulsion
from the Bolshevik Party
of its trade union leader
A.Lozovsky. According to
Lenin's draft resolution in
January 1918 he had to be
expelled for holding opinions,
"He ex; opinions which

pressed

radically diverge from those
of the Party and of the
revolutionary proletariat  in
general, but coincide on all
major points with the petty
bourgeols megation of the
dictatorship of the prole-
tariat”. His crime® He refused
85 head of the trade unions
to go along with the central
committees perspecive of
integrating the trade unions
into the state machinery.

In November 7 of the same
year Lenin spoke to an anniv-
ersary rally of the Cheka
staff who dealt with internal
state secturity and told them
"The important thing for
us is that Cheka is directly

exercising the dictatorship
of the proletariat®. Presum-

vindication
Marxist theory.

In countering an sttack from
the German ‘reformist Karl
Kautsky as to whey we need
a dictatorship when we have
8 majority, Lenin retorted
"Il we in a

f argument on the

vein V.LLenin leapt

than stepped over the abyss
The ancient

was the for a
dictatorship which at
the same time o class demo-
cracy, a democracy for the
ruling class only; but this

w concerned s case where
t ruling class was a minor-
Ity of the people. Ruling
in the interests of a minority,
By adopting this as his model
for the dictatorship of the
proletariat Lenin  "forgot"
that Marx and all other
Marxists had always insisted
that this was precisely the
respect in which a workers
state was basically different

from all previous ruling
classes.

Once again it was another
revolutionary socialist Rosa
Luxembourg the staunchest
defender of the Bolsheviks

against their reformist critics
(K.Kautsky etc) in the rest
of Europe on whom she lald

total responsibility for the
isolation of the  Russian
workers state. "If the rule
of the Bolsheviks Is a di-
storted expression of the
dictatorship of the prole-
tariat...that Is only because

it Is a product of the be-
haviur of the German Prole-
tariat itself, in itsell a dis-
torted expression of the class
struggle®. However it was
also Rosa who pounced on
some of the Tfundamental
(theoretical) errors involved
in Lenins rationale for the
dictatorship that was actually

being erected, for one thing
this rationale, was Kautskys
right wing social democrats
theory turned inside out.

*The basic error of the Lenin
Trotsky theory is that they
too, just like Kautsky oppose
dictatorship to democracy.
'dictatorship or democracy'
is the way the question Is
put by Bolsheviks and Kautsky
alike. The latter naturally
decides in favour of a demo-
cracy that Is a bourgeols
democracy, precisely because
it opposes it to the alter-
native of the socialist revol-
ution, Lenin and Trotsky
on the other hand decide
in favour of dictatorship
in contra-distinction to demo-
cracy and thereby in favour
of the dictatorship of a hand
ful of persons, that is in
favour of a dictatorship on
the bourgeols model. They
are two opposite poles, both
alike being far removed from
o genuine socialist policy.
The proletariat should and
must undertake socialist
measures in the most ener-
getic unylelding and unhesi-
tant fashion, in other words
exercise a dictatorship but
@ dictatorship of the class
not of a party or a clique

THE BOLSHEVIK REVOLUTION OF 1917, GREATEST SER-
VICE, WAS THAT IN RUSSIA THE PROBLEM WAS POSED
BUT IT COULD NOT BE SOLVED IN RUSSIA.

- dictatorship of a class
that means in the broadest
form, on the basis

of themost active unlimited
participation of the mass
of the people, of unlimited
democracy.”

never expanded on
themselves there
finally is & deflinition that
Marx and Engels might have
been in total agreement with.
As said earlier, Lenin
was the chief culprit,
others such as Trotsky
Kamenev, Zinoviev, Bukharin
in the Bolshevik leadership
went much further, were
less cautions more brazen
and in attempting to justify
in Marx expedient measures
while waiting to be relieved

Having
the phrase

was
not

by the expected European
revolution. They took the
theoretical lead in gutting
socialism of its organic en-
rootment in the mass of
the people. When Stalin took
another lead, the lead In
organizing the social and
economic counter revolution
in class power, the legal
base in theory had already

been laid,
This discovery is not intended
to be a quick theoretical
fix for Red Action or indeed
a belated vindication for
our existence, should
it be regarded as a sort
of cure all for the
crisis in confidence
the far left in

nor
massive

afflicting
Britain or

g

Bolsheviks as charlatans,
which they were ot, but
to point out that it should
not be regarded as heresy
or high treason to suggest
that they were not omni-
potent either.

The 'Bolshevik' revolution
of 1917 greatest service
was that in Russia the problem
was posed. But it could not
be solved in Russia. Tactical
and theoretical mistakes
were made, the real duty

of contemporary socialists,
Is not to spend time finding
or indeed Inventing excuses
for the actions of the leader-
ship, but instead do as they
would have done, take lessons
and draw conclusions and
so bepefit from the massive
sacrifices made by working
people in the name of social
revolution.

The one real. advantage re-
volutionaries always have
over left wing reformers
or right wing convervatives,
is that they have to lie,
we do not, It Is vital to
recognise that truth eand
reality are our greatest
allies. To plan a strategy
Ibased theory or build a
movement on anything less
than the objective truth is
to consciously choose to
embrace eventuallyeither
failure or defeat.

The far left in Britain who
as regard respect for the
truth, consistently set low
standards for themselves
and then often fail to live

up to them. display a similar

GMPING ‘ON’AKD OFF PASHING BANDWAGORE " 'O

the socialist movement
nationally it is still a
corner of a big subject.
The purpose is not to drive
a artificial wedge between
Marx and Lenin as has been
suggested, it must be obvious
for all to see, or at least
to those that want to see,
That on this subject at least,
& gaping chasm slready exists
nor s an attempt to present
Trotsky Lenin etc and the

inter-
small

disregard for reality.

The students they attract
in large and  disposable
quantities are impatient,

not necessarily out of wvulgar
careerism, but because many
life alternatives are pulling
at them. A strategy of a
long invstment and plugging
away and waiting like workers
who plug away and with most
of their livesr holds no att-
raction for them,

In response groupi like the
Soclalist Workers Party, offer
a8 an Inducement various
political get rich quick
schemes, which only require
nimble footwork, for jumping
on and off passing band-
wagons, or slogans like the
Revolutionary Communist
Party's rallying cry 'Preparing
for Power'. When translated
into reality is capable of
leaving even the strongest
revolutionary party "Buried
under  the well  deserved
laughter of the (enemy
world®. Throughout their
political life one idea s
centralm there are the
leaders and there are the
led. Students already en-
couraged by soclety to believe
that ‘'they are among the
chosen' and motivated by
a political ideology that con-
vinces them that a similar
relationship  exists between
the revolutionary party anc
the working class naturally
consider themselves Ideally
suited for the dominant role,
This does them a disservice,
but more importantly has
caused almost irreperable
demage to the concept of
a revolutionary organisation
of and for the working
people. We need vision not
hallucinations for all ‘Lenin-
ist-type' party's and through

out their campaigns and in
their propaganda, either im
plicitly or explicitly s the
notion that they regard
the working class as the
vehicle by which the revolut
ionary party (themselves)
takes power, rather than
see the relationship as it
should be seen, with the
roles reversed. Here the
revolutionary organisation
offers itself as the facility
for the broadbase of the

working class to take power.
As a consequence all future

policy would then be governed
by one  basic democratic
principle admitted to have
absolute wvalue, All future

policy would then be governed
exclusively bywhat is profit
able to the long term in
terests of the working class
and the speediest possible
achievement of the ultimate
goal, social revolution, rather
that at present be in conflict
with or dominated by the
short term interests of the
party.

Red Action definitely declares
for the former and Inequi-
vocally rejects the latter.

G O'HALLORAN
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reflect Red Action
decided policy.




Angola  during

battle itself was insignificant
ilitarily, except that the
:Mk&le—ml-ul

E=s8

a:

soldiers. For the first
blacks realised that not only
had they moral right on their
side, but discovered overnight
that military might was
on their side as well. "Might
Is right™ an explosive comb-
in any circumstances.

enabling history to take its

by right wing analysts, the
simple truth Is that econom-
ically it was & case of bend
or break, either bend now
later. The initiative
was not one of magnaminity
determined purely

of the opinion that the South
Africans were there for

For Pretoria it was painfully]

too slow, too late, and were it an experience
could afford politically
repeated. Hence
the hastily arranged negotiat-

tons over Angola and Namibia

for the unbaning of the ANC
that "minor gesture sanctions”
had made little
the release of Nelson Mandela

the end of the armed struggle

were always unrealistic. This
The most authorit- |"concession’' was the necessary
impact of economic sanctions
by the Trust Bank in October

effects of sanctions and dis-

of a pen yester-
and that real living standards

service declared
as barriers to 'progress' the

or easily surmountable sanct-

states detention of

preparing their own and each

citizens he meant only whites
vancing to what most comm-
middle classes, a

their confidence in the system
giving 26 million

demanded action.
of South Africa's
economy”(Newsweek),

as a periash state wealth after the

by making the dec-
designed to protect.

The ANC'S Freedom Charter
states that it will
Mozambique and
'‘commanding heights

a huge drain on the
economy, isolated and without
international investment.

On top of that the previous
air of invincibility surrounding
the South African war mach-

ideas of Karl Marx, but then
course S0 was
Mandela says he always bel-

socialism® would be necessary
to meet the needs and aspir-

otions of the black majority.
meanwhile

Socialist Worker
the worry that

black resistance to
in Africa have soent
in prison or leading

only to agree deals
which fell far short of what

racist

years

their
were fighting for."
Kenyatta in Kenya,
Kaunda in Zambia and Robert
Mugabe and Joshua
in Zimbabwe, all
this path.

Certainly this is true, but
betrayal of national liberation

many of

movements s not restricted
to the Alrican continent
however in the case of the
ANC they could fulfil all
ol their programme, the
complete  Freedom Charter,
@ humble enough document
in its ambitions, and still
bitterly disappoint their sup
porters without even the
whiff of actual betrayal.
The ANC's commitment
is to dismantle aparthied,

they are a
whose

not  capitalism,
nationalist movement
stated aspiration is for black
participation within the sys
tem, not workers emancip
ition or its demolition.

Sinn  Fein's An  Phoblachtg
congratulaged Mandels on
not choosing to tone down
his politics on the armed
struggle in repayment for
his release "Mandela's auth-
ority is so great at the
moment that the ANC would
probably feel bound to obey
him, if he took the road
to compromise.”,
This may or

the case at

certainly after
the collapse of aparthied
with his authority enhanced
and practically invulnerable
to pressure from inside or
outside the ANC , the role
of 'moderate statesman' may
be the one assigned to him
after all. This time not bet-
ween black and white, but
between labour and capital.
One thing is clear that when
compromises are made, It
will be done at the expense
of the working class.

may not be
present, but
overseeing

I'here are no doubt many
historical analogies that offer
useful comparisons, though
perhaps  the experiences of
Spain and Ireland offer the
most  involuable lessons. In

Spain in 1936,
presented as the ultimate
evil and had to be defeated
at all costs, Only a coalition
of all classes could achieve
this "only after victory shall
we be allowed to defend
the political and social prob-
lems of the various groups
composing the Popular Front."
This was the central strategy
from the Stalinist led Comm-

Fascism was

supporters
Jomo
Kenneth

Nkomo
followed

unist Party to. the Anar-
chists in 1935. In order to
keep the bosses in the coal-
ition, the workers organisation
hed to agree to foreswear
the most urgent demands
of the Spenish peasants and
workers, the bresking up
and division of the huge ran-
ches and workers control of
Industry, However the workers

organisations, badly miscal-
culated the boss class dec-
lared almost  unamimously

for the fascist Franco, leaving

only figureheads in the Pop-
ular  Front government of
the Republic. Confused and
demoralised by the inept
and contradictory  strategy
of their leaders the demo
cratically elected government
crashed to defeat in a bloody
counter-revolution. With the
benefit of 20/20 hindsight
the inadequacies of the tactic
are  apparent. During the
civil  war fascist  soldiers
and militiamen were entren
ched near each other, in
@ lull in the fighting, they
shouted arguments back and
forth.

"You are the sons
of peasants and workers.,”
shouts a  milittaman  *You
should be here with us fight-

ing for the Republic where

there is democracy and free
dom." The retort was prompt,
"What
you

done for us
fight for it?™

did the Republic give
to eat? What had it
that we should

Similarly  during the
of independence in

in 1918, the workers were
told "National liberation
comes  first.  Labour must
wait", When smallholders
and landless seized large
estates, mostly owned by
absentee unionist landlords,
and divided them up among
the workers, in many cases

war
Ireland

the IRA forced them to hand

them back. It is highly sign-
ificant that in many
where the IRA acted
a counter-revolutionary [orce,
the people were least active
in the struggle for national
liberation. In contrast where
the IRA collaborated with
the people in the confiscation

and division of land, they
were behind the national
liberation to a man The

same lessons applied In Spain

where the province of Ara-
gon was the living embod-
iment of victorious
against Fascism, there
anti-fascist militias of
C.N.T.-P.O.U.M. did not
just champion the abstract
concept of democracy but
instead marched as an
of social liberation.
village wrested from
fascists wirs

into a fortress of
The militias  turned

Every

| distraction

areas
as such

struggle
the
the

army

the
transformed

revolution.
over

estates and
titles

all  the
equipment,
mortgages etc, went
bonfires, village committees
elected etc. When the militias
advanced It was with the
security that every village
pehind - would now fight to
the death for the land that
was now theirs. The message
is clear, people do not fight

large
Property

for abstract concepts, sucl:
as 'freedom', ‘'democracy
or 'national liberation' with-

out clear
least the immediate prospect
of, tangible material benefit
for themselves, what
in Ireland and Spain yesterday
is directly
S.Africa today. As
where 'democracy’'
to be defended at

had first

has to be deleated
costs, it is & conven-
scapegoat, an odious
that exploits
racial division, but in itself
sympton rather than a
cause, a useful camoufllage
disguises the fact that
capitalism s the real source
and main beneficlary of the
brutality, Injustice, inequality
for which 'Aparthied' s all-

owed to carry the exclusive
blame.
Certainly  Aparthied  must

be dismantled, but the organ-
Ised workers must not hesit-
ate to issue their own dem
ands, even while this is being
done. One obvious demand
Is for paority in pay and con-
ditions with white workers
for the same work. They
will be told, that they must
wait, that It Is premature,
that they are being selfish,

They will 'provoke a white
backlash' etc, in this way
will they learn the reality
behind the slogans. They
must protect their interests
jealously, any attempted
interference with gains al-
ready made must be slapped
down without inhibition. By
nature  magnaminious  they
must learn to be selfish,
for in reality as time will
show, It is the people of
no property (rather than
the leaders of the ANC)
who will prove the real
guardians of freedoms f(lame,
When any alliance of which
they are a part begins to
serve any class interest
separate to their own, they
must immediately declare
their independence, mobilize
their own  support, under
their own leadership and
march under their own banner
Already urrounded by

enemies on all sides, from

into

evidence, or at

applies

applicable in
in Spain

all costs,
today in South Africa 'Apart-

the
same as before. Whoop it
up for liberty?

After
the patriot who won't touch
socialism, we
all classes and if you won't
pay your
evicted same as now. But

the black counter-revolution-
ary Inkatha to the openly
fascist  white AW.B. and
regardless any ceasefire be-
tween the armed wing of
the ANC and the state, If
they already have weapons
they should keep them, It
would indeed be prudent
to acquire more,

This analysis is not an ex-
ample of ultra-leftie rhetoric,
or an adherence to dogmatic
Marxism, but an indispensable
lesson from the civil war
in Spain and the war of ind-
ependence in Ireland. And
it is this, that national liber-
ation cannot be divorced
from social emancipation

and to create an artificial
division between the (wo
risks the very grave danger
of achieving niether one
nor the other,

As early as 1899 James
Connolly, republican and
international socialist, SawW
what would happen to «
national struggle that was
separate from the social
struggle. In a bitter article
entitled 'Let us Free lreland'
he wrote, "Let us free Ire-
land says the patriot who
won't touch socialism, let

us all join together and

CRUSH the BRUTAL

Saxon. Let us all join to-
gether says he, all classes
and creeds, And say the
town workers, after we have

crushed the Saxon and freed

Ireland, what will we do?
Oh then you can go back
to your slums, same as before
Whoop it up for Liberty?

And say the agricultural
workers, after we have freed
Ireland what then? Oh then
you can go scraping around
for the landlords remt or
moneylenders  interest,

Ireland is free, says

will  protect

rent you will be

the evicting party under
command of the sheriff,
will wear green uniforms
and the Harp without the
Crown. And the warrant
turning you out on the road-
side will be stamped with

the arms of the Irish Republic
Now isn"t that worth fighting
for?™




