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It 1 1R ODUCING
MILITANT INTERNATIONAL REVIEW

MILITANT INTERNATIONAL REVIEW makes its debut at a time when the Labour
Movement, both nationally and internationally, faces a greater political
and social ferment than at any time since the war., In the last year millions
of French workers, in the greatest general strike in BEuropean history,
occupied the factories and reached out their hands for the State power. They
were balked by the leadership of the French Communist Party. Using its mass
influence this leadership managed to derail that Levolution, substituting
for bold measures to mobilise the masses for the seizure of power the policies
of "Popular Frontism" i.e. coalition with a section of the Mliberal"
bourgeoisie. Now in Italy the magnificent movement of the workers and
peasants is being prepared for the same fate, Together with the growing crisis
in the colondtl world, striking new blows against imperialism in Africa
Latin America and Asiaj; including the inevitable defeat of U.S. imperialism
in Vietnam, and the upsurge of opposition in the Stalinist deformed states
of Eastern Europe, these events have shattered the illusions in the post-war
ideas of "social peace" and "affluence''. A whole new generation of workers,
of youth and students, is awrkcning once again to the ideas of Marxiasm. In
particular layers of the Communist Party in France and Italy, and the Labour
Party in Britain are demanding an explaination of these events, the role of
the leaders of the mass organisations and the programme and policies which
can lead the working class to take power and establish socialist democracy.

In Britain the enormously powerful Labour Movement is beginning to
question the underlying reasons for the failure of the leadership to carry out
its election programmes of 1964 and 1966, In particular the tremendous
campaign in the Unions and constituency parties together with the mass strike
action forced the Government to retreat on the punitive measures it was
proposing to introduce for use against the Trade Unions. Big steps forward
to the Left have been taken by important sections of the Labour Movement. But
there is still, we believe, widespread confusion as to the kind of alternative
on which the Party can be rallied for final victory in the achievement of the
Socialist aims embodied in Ciuuse 4 part 4 cf the Lobour Party Constitution.
It is not enough to demand a return to the old positions of I964 and I966,
Wilson's minimum reform programme, as some of the Left MPs and TU leaders are
doing. The failure of that policy was root=d in the disease of the British
economy. A senile and decaying system is iancapable of providing lasting
solutions to the problems of housing, education, the social services etc, In
the given state of British capitalism it has been impossible for Wilson and the
Labour Leaders to grant large scale concessions on the basis of capitalism.
Thus it has been demonstrated that the 'practical™ policies, which entailed the
waving of a magic wand to bring increased production and harmony between
the capitalists and the working class, are in fact utopian on the basis of
an ailing economy. The experiences of the Labour Government have vindicated
the criticisms made by the Marxist wing of the Labour Movement of Wilson's
programme both before the election and during the last five years.

Our jodrnnl could not make its appearacace at o more decisive stage in the
devlopment of the Labour Movement, We ain to present a clear explaination of the
problems which face the Labour Movement generally. The articles in this issue
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on the World Communist Conference, the electric events in Italy and the
developments in the Trade Unions is Britain arc 2ll vital issues facing the
International Labour Movement. In future issues we will be publisking
articles from the pens of the great Marxist teachers, book reviews and film
reviews as well aos material dealing with current events. In this way we
hope to arm the advanced workers in the Labour Movement with the knowledge,
the facts, the analysis and the programme which can answer the needs of the
working class. We are confident that in the titanic events which impend in
Britain and internationally in the next few years ever wider layers of workers
will see the need for a clearly worked out Marxist programme, To this end is
MILITANT INTERNATIONAL REVIEW published,

NORTHERN [IRELAND

British troops have had to be sent, not to a remote colony, but to a prcvince
of Britaim itself. This after the unprecedented defeat.for the Ulster police at
the hands of the people of Bogside, who rose in a mass resistance supported by
25,000 workers against the attempted invasion of the RUC.

As with Rhodesia and many other colonies, the chickens of British Imperialism
are coming heme to roost in Ulster, For it was with active support of British
capitalists that Carson and his Ulster volunteers were used to create a bastion
of British big business in the North-Fast of Ireland, to keep the working class
divided on "religious" lines and ensure that capitalism in Ireland would remain
subject to that of Britain, For 48 years, the Uniomist Tories have stayed: in
pawer with the votes of the Protestant papulation, including large sections of
the workers whose fear of domination by the overwhelming majority of Catholics
in Ireland as a whole, has been ruthlessly exploited to keep them in subjection
to the capitalist class., But it is the minority of Catholic workers who have
suffercl most, with unemployment for years on end, the lowest wages, living in
squalid slum ghettoes, oppressed by a sectarian police force, in fear of attack
by Protestant Paisleyite thugs and the B-specials, and denied even the basic
democratic right of voting in local elections. To-day, in spite of massive
handouts of £100 million a year from the Westminster government, unemployment
stands at 38 000 and the development of new industries has not been enough to
offset the decline in the traditiopal fields of shipbuilding and linen.

The continued hold of the Unionists over sections of Protestant workers has
stunted the development politically of the Labour Movement. But it is not only
in the North that the border has been used 25 a diversion to turn the workers
from their social and economic probleme. The Fianna Fail governments of Eire
have, ruled as consistently as the Unionists in the interests of Big Business,
resulting in even greater poverty and unemployment than in the North. This is
net an attractive proposition to the relatively less poor Protestant workers,
who fear that in an Ireland united under capitalism, n Fionna Fail government
would use them as scopegoats for their own failings, and put them a similar
underpriveleged position to that of the Northern Catholics to-day.

For 48 years the rulers of both Dublin and Stormont have used the partition
issue to rule in the interests of private profit and the continued exploitation
of the workers. To-day, however, the more far-sighted representatives of both
British and Irish Big Business can see that this issue is irrelevant and hints
have been dropped by, for exomple, George Brown and Neil Bloaney, that a united
or federal Ireland would be desirable. Alrendy economically Eire is dependent
on Britain, which in turn uses Irish emigrants as cheap labour. The applications
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by both governments to Join the Common ilarket illustrate the logic of closer
co-operation, even on a capitalist basis. It was from this sort of viewpoint
that O'Neill wos trying to turn the Unionist Party from its state of sectarian
reaction into a more "enlightcned" conservative party like the British one, by
introducing reforms and appealing to the Catholic middle-class. Such a policy
was clearly in the interests of both British and Ulster capitalists, who no
longer, as in 1912, are prepared to support the Protestant extremists. As the
recent delegation of Tory M.P.s stated, in the event of a shift to the right
by the Unionists, the Conservative Party would have to cut its connections.
They can see that their interest could only suffer if the growing unrest of
the oppressed Catholic workers were to lead to direct action in support of
their demands. .

But the Frankenstein's monster of British Imperialism could not so easily be
“destroyed., The Unionist backwoodsmen forced O'Neill out of office, to be
replaged by the fecble and inept Chichester-Clark. Although putting forward
the same reform-programme as 0'Neill, for an end: to:the most blatant forms of
discrimination and gerrymandering, he found himself Jbetween the hammer and the
“amvil, the neéd to push through the réforms being countered by the pressure
from Unionist extremists to resist them altogether. His pathetic weakness
under this pressure was revealed by his refusal to ban the march of the
Apprentice Boys of Derry, an act of provocation which would obviously enrage
the Bogside population and which led to the direct confrontafion betwcen the
workers :aid the arm of the state, the RUC.

Only British troops could stop the "Battle of Bogside' from becoming 2
bloody massacre, as the Stormont government demonstrated its criminal nature
by unlecshing the openly scctarian B-specinls. It is not surprising that at
first the Catholic workers of both Derry and Belfast welcomed the troops, as
a protection against the RUC and the B-men. However, the armies of any
capitalist power, not excluding Fire, are used to protect one thing-only -
the profits of private industry. The role of British troops in Aden shows
-~ clenrly that they will act agninst working.class orgenisgtions if they pose
- -.a threat to British investments. < el

The only protectection for the workers, both Catholic and Protestant, is the
strength of their own organisations. The heroism and solidarity of the Bogside
.workers showed the fortitude of 2 pcople prepared to stemd up and fight. But
how much more powerful would they be if united with their Protestant comrades,
who are exploited by the same bosses! Already in Belfast, joint vigilante

orces have been formed to patrol the streets, If Catholic® and Protestants
could unite in 1913, behind Connolly and Larkin in the great strike of the

Transport and General Workers' Union, them they can again.to-daz. The
hysterical cries of sectarianism cannot forever hide the identity of interest

etween all the workers, Those quasi-Merxists who claim it is utopian to call

 for Protestant and Catholic workers to unite, and dismiss the Protestant workers
as similar to the "colons" of Algeria are guilty of a treacherous rejection cf
the whole class basis of Morxism. Even the Algerian settlers could have been
won to the banner of Socialism, had the Communist Party put forward a class
programme to unite Algerian and French workers. Yet they were a tiny part of
thepopulatién with a far more privileged pdsition relative to Arabs than that
of the Ulster Protestants relative to the Catholics. To write off two-thirds
of te working class population is a programme of defeatism, especinlly when no
positive policies are posed, but only the demand to kcep up the barricades,
which can only serve to disillusion the Derry workers unless linked up to a
programme and a perspective,
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The only realistic programme is for a United Protestant and Catholic
working class movement, firstly to form joint trade union defence forces
against police attacks and the hooligan elements who have exploited the
situation, It is in militia such as these that real class unity can be
forged. Secondly, the need is to campaign for the nationzlisation of the
monopoly industries and the socialist planning of industry and new towns,
linking this to the immediate demands for equal pay, a minimum wage and a
crash housing programme, To carry out such a programme, it is only the
Labour Movement which can give the necessary lead., It is true that both
the NILP and the Republican Labour Party are playing very minor roles,
there is no alternative force capable of bringing together the Trade Unioms.,
The great upsurge of support for the Irish Labour Party in the urban areas
of Eire shows the latent power of the political arm of the Labour movement.

From such a campaign could develop a working elass unity on both
sides of the border, with 2 Socialist United Ireland meking the par€ition
and the old preligious barriers a thing of the past. This would have
immedinte repereussions in Britain, where three millicn people are of
Irish descent, and would accelerate the movement towards Socialism
throughout both islands,

INDIA

Mrs. Gandhi's decision to go chead with the nationalisation of the
14 banks of India will not in itself go anywhere towards solving the cata-
strophic crisis in Indian society. But it has unleashed a whirlwind. Congress
has irrevocably split into Right and Left. On the one hand, the right wing
"syndicate' which has always contralled the party has been floored, Many
have resigned or been pushed out. Already they have been holding secret
talks with the extreme reactionary Jan Sangh and Swatantra parties about
future coalitions.

By Julian Silverman

On the left, the Communist Pnrty has welcomed her actions. She has
been greeted with uproarious applouse at Congress Party mectings. Hundreds
of thousands of workers in all the big cities have demonstrated in her
favour, There have been demonds- for her to take over the import business.
Steel and metal workers, rubber plantation workers have clomoured for the
nationalisation of their industry. Journclists have come out for the nation-
alisation of the press - and Mrs. Gandhi herself has stated that "newspapeers
should be wrested from the hands of big busincssmen to make editors free,"
An enquiry has becn set up on this question, but up to now she has dis-
claimed any intention of taking over the press, She has spoken of a "new
era" but immediately hastened to assure big business that ‘'this does not
mean an erz of nationalisation.” (Actunlly it would hardly toke an era
to take control of the "commanding heights" of industry - 80% is in the
pockets of only 75 families anyway.)
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The victory of her nominee for president, Giri, agninst the official
"syndicate” nominee accepted by Congress, Reddy, has consolidated her pos-
ition. Threatened by the ‘syndicate’ with disciplinary action 2nd by the
right wing partics who accused her of "a treacherous act agninst the con-
stitution”, she ~ppealed over their heads to the masses.

But how far will she go? Big Business remains virtually untouched.
Starvation, poverty and unemployment arc cven increasing! The past three
years of inactivity by thc Central Government have meant the rise on the
one hand of reactionary right wing nationalist movements in the States, and
on the other, of 1léft wing "Uaitcd-Front govermocnte led by the formerly
pro-Peking wing of the Communist F.rty. The eynic 1 jostling for positions
in governments which do nothing to appease the mounting frustration has
meant continuous breakdown and, amid rioting, the Central Govermment has
stepped in and set up 2 system of Presidential Rule., This happened, for

-excmple, as long ago as ten years in Kerala. More recently & similar

pattern was repected in Bihar this July. It looks as though the present
situation could lead to a similar train of events on 2 national secale.
""There will be more incentive, not less, to cross the floor and even to
bring down a Government, in State or Centre, for the sake of a promise of
& post in the new coalition. The history of State coalitions in the last
few years is an eloquent warning.’’ So wrote the Financinl Times. That is
why the issue of the Presidential elettions was 2 political one. He will be
no mere figurchead as he has been in the past, in the event of a coalition,

In order to stave off the disintegration of India two alternatives
are before the ruling class: o right wing coalition with the aid of the
army, or a left wing "United Iront', All the signs point towards the latter
in the first instonce, but it is vital to be forewarned: so long as big
capital is not touched the catastrophe will grow decper and deeper. There
is no halfway solution.

Toke the experience in Kerala for example. The ‘‘left' wing of the
Communist Party hoad been in power there for two years when the Financial
Times foreign editor there wrote that despite rising misery ‘mothing has
happened,nothing been attempted,nothing acheived.” "The leaders blithely
admit the miserable conditions of the State. But 'What con they do?- It
is the system that is at fault' they insist 'not the men in power.'' Party
leader Gopalan-assurcd the editor that!Financial Times readers would
find o genuine welcome for their investment'!, but "Industry refuses to
move in", Even the F/T foreign editor was compelled to state blandly
that "it seems astonishing,.,that the apprlling conditions of the masses
have not already produced a strong revolutionary movement, |

It is indced the 'system which is at fault. The excuse for doing
nothing about it has been that nothing should be donec which might pro-
voke the Central.Authorities, nothing which might upset the middle classes,
the peasants etc. Of course, the 'intervening layers' must be won over.
But it is not a ''ramshackle and. opportunistic coalition! (to usc the F/T
phraseology once more) which is going to win them over, it is action in
defence of their interests. In Kerala, the "Taited Front' Government will
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be defextold it o certain stz-e; their inacticn is _cvin: the woy for the
disillusionnment of the magses.Jn West"Brgal, the situation would have been
identical but for the struggles that took place when the Central Govern-

.-~ment tricd to step in, Workers seized factories and locked up the management,
‘peéasdnts seized the land, The pcople themselves xttempted to carry .out the policy

~ of the United Front Government ancd more, e

¥ 8o 1oag the cconomy is run by and for thc 75 families, what hope is
wroithere for the nmiddle class, thc' peasants etc., hounded by moneylenders
zfrom” the -cradle to the grave, ncver free of debt, starved of credit
©inva market which barely’ exist as far as the starving millions arc concerned?
“On theiother hand, "Keraln, though poverty-stricken, has the most literate
population in India. Together with the advanced industrial workers of
‘Caleutta and the rest of Yest Bengal they could form the base of a
workeérs' government which, having expropriated the big monopolies, could
‘hand out eredit to the peasants and sm=1l busincssmen on terms infiritely
- preéferable to the present terms dictated by greed and corruption., A
United Front Government, however ""left™ in words will be ablec to do
. nothing more than aid the cnemics of the'intervening layers',the monopolists
. who ‘run society at the moment. The middle class will continually be pushed
Zinto bankruptcy and unemployment as they are today, What is nccded is
action on a clear alternative programme.

The Merxists in India must rrepare.themselves, They must call for 21l
support for the mass movements of occupation of the land and the factories;
'to lead on to a workers and peasants govermment, The Working Class in
Russia in 1917 was no bigger a proportion of the population. Taking power
in Petrograd and Moscow, their demcnds raced through the whole of the
U.S.S.R., and the world. This could be thc perspective for India.

WE. INTEND TO PUBLISH A DETAILED THEORETICAL STUDY OF DEVELOPMENTS IN
INDIA IN A FUYURE ISSUE OF MILITANT INTERNATIONAL REVIEW,

Please send me MILITANT for the
N/ l L_l TAN T . pericd indicated below:=
2 3 months 2/6, 6 months 5/-, 12

months 10/-.

i LABOUR‘S : ' N:upe .......'.'....‘...........’_.._;
'\AARXIST ' AddPeSE fsscsiesetssssssesasne

Obtainable from 197 Kings Cross Road, London W.C. 1,




CZECHO 5LF\/AKI/\

On August 21st, about 50,000 Czechoslovaks massed in the squares of -
Prague and Brno to m.rk the anniversary of the Warsaw Pact invasion. They
were met with tanks, tear gas grenades, water cannon; they were chased
systematically by police wielding rubber truncheons, At least eight youths
were shot decad. 2,000 people were arrested. According to the British tourist
who became entangled with thc demonstration, police were viciously beating all
the detainees in the police station until they collapsed. The leaders and the
official Press smeared them with accusations that they were all "criminals,
vagrants, fascist stormtroopers,'etc., The savage treatment meted out - by
Czcchoslovak police, under direct orders from the Czechoslovak Government -
finally unmasks the real-face of this "realistic" "compromise" regime. The
crowds that gathered had no programme, no plans to overthrow the leaders,
no real hope of reforms. Their constantly-repeated slogan consisted of the
single word: "Dubcek",

But Dubcek, like Husak, had appealed for "calg". Moreover, he is one

of the four 51gnatorles to the new viciously represive laws, whlch provide for
detention" without trial, representation or appeal in all cases of: criticism
of the current Party line. If we look at the other threec heroes of the era of
"socialism with a human face", we see the aging President Svoboda still
presiding, Prime Minister Cernik faithfully parroting the slanders of the
Kremlin about the "counte er-revolutionary" donger, and Smrkovsky - undoubtedly
the principal target of the Stalinists - openly rcpudicting the massive
support offercd him by the trade unions and the students and npekly “cceptlng
his own dismissal,

Dubcek, Smrkovsky, and the other spokesman for the managerial wing of the
bureaucracy, preferred the slender hope of co-operating and "reasoning" with
the desperadoes of the Kremlin,only to be unceremoniously kicked out of their
influential posts rather than offer principled resistance, Husak too prided
himself on his "realism". The "Sunday Times" (24th August) is ~t least less
hypocritical than most of the Western Press:-

"Meanwhile, we in the West h-ve no right to blame the Czech authorities
for collaborating with their victors. How mony of our own politicians, given
the choice, would prefer war in thc streets, the physical occupation of our
capital, the probable death of many of our fellow-citizens, to acquiescence -
however humilisting - in o deal which at least leaves the appearance of our
national sovereignty intact? We may despise the Strougals and the Indras, the
active Quislings of Czechoslovakia, For Dr. Husak and his beaten colleagues
we must reserve our pity."

. If Dubcek had not appeared too identified with the 1968 tradition, he also
would be at his previous post, alongside Cernik and Svoboda., As it is, even
now he is still for the moment among the top politicians "collaborating'" with
the "victors', swallowing their "humili-tion", rcjoicing in "at least the
appearance of national sovereignty'", and enjoying the pity of the "Sunday Times".
It is hard to distinguish between the policies of Dubcek, Husak and Strougal
today.
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In the mute despairing crowds massed in Wenceslas Square stood the
symbol of the people's thirst to resist the terms of the Kremlin, A Czech
journalist writing in "The Observer'(24/8/69) said:-

"The outright Quisling regime in Czechoslovakia today relies on no

social force worth mentioning. The support it has is incomparably smaller than
the pro-Dubcek rule of ....Novotny....Outside Czechoslovakia it is often
believed that until last ‘August the intelligentsia, especially the writers, were
the most nonconformist section of society. This is an illusion, probably
coused by the fact that this particular socinl group, by the very nature of its
work, is able to give public expression to its views. In fact, however - and
this is the most positive aspect of the present situation - the workers in the
factories are showing the same resolute opposition to the policy of the
Czechoslovak lendership... The Communist Party of Czechoslovakia claims to be

. the party of the working clnss. The lending role of the working class is
anchored in the constitution. And yet the working class now distinctly, and
publicly, refuses to accept the official brand of socialism...."

: If the workers in the factories who defiantly sounded the hooters at midday
on August 2lst, whole strata of the trade unions and of the Communist Party
itself, the whole of the student population, and everyone else among tens of
thousands of demonstrators were really 2ll "'counter-revolutionaries",.2l years
after the revolution, then it is a sad reflection on the leadership of the
C.P. both in Czechoslovakia and in Russia. In fact, only half-hedrted. _ °

- attompte wmre node to provide the flidsiest evidence of ‘bourgecis sob-

vorsion, A year after the invasion, no counter-revolutionary has been brought
to trial, Now, perhaps, show trials will be staged - but it has taken a year to
fabricate the evidence. The whole population except for a handful of Novotny's
creatures was pressing for simple democratic rights to check the arbitrary acts
of the State and Party app-ratus. :

The British C.P. daily "Morning Star" wrote a leading article on 27th
August, neatly apportioning equal portions of praise and blame to all the parties
jnvolved, The invasion was a "tragic mistake" (last year's empty verdict).

But, equally, mistekes were made (s { e Czechoslovak leadership last yeaTr.....
insufficient action was taken against the anti-Socialist forces. So was there
a thr'eat to the revolution then? No, ‘'recent material published......is even
less convincing as evidence of an imminent counter-revolution last August than
the material published immedintely after the intervention', So-was the regime
right to break up the demonstrations? Ah, but "anti-Socialist forces took
‘advantage of the situation", But all the same, the working people ''were express
-ing. support for what they feel to be the correct path for Socialism in
_Czechoslovakia." ~ They do not tell us whether their feelings were right or not,
because"it is only the Czechoslovak Communists and working people who can solve
_their problems," Though, of course, "Communists in other countries......are
~entitled to express their opinions on the position in Czechoslovakia or anywhere
else." Provided, it seems, they say nothing conclusive or intelligible.

Would resistance have led to a bloodbath? The tactic. of utter capit-
ulation has alre-~dy spilt the first drops of Czechoslovak blood. Victory is
possible if, and only if, the masses are rallied to the banner of real prolet-
ari@n‘internationalism. By 2 class appenl to the soldiers of Russic and the
Worsaw Pact countries, nnd a clear progromme to end the rule of the Brezhnevs,

. Husaks and Ulbrichts forever -nd to crente a genuine socialist federation based



on the firm principles of workers' democracy, n giant stride forward could h-ve
been taken, That the politieal revolution could spread like a forest fire 211
over Eastern Europe is proved by the panic and the haste of the Worsaw Poct
bureaucrncies in stomping out the tiny sparks of revolt that appecred last year
in Czechoslovakin,

Brezhnev and Kosygin have had to abandon the role of livernl "technocrats"
a8 quickly as Khrushche® exposcd the hollowness of "de-Stalinisation' in 1956.
They are totally discredited, open goalers of thc new generation in Russia,
Only brute terror maintains the rule of the bureaucracy in Russia and Eastern
Europe - and that means thot it cannot be long before it is overthrown and the
workers direct the revolution back into the democratic -nd internntionalist
traditions of the Bolsheviks nnd thc October Revolution,

e — —
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LEGISLATION TUC &
FUTURE OF UMIONS

By Peter Taaffe =

The trade union and Labour Movement scored a tremendous victory in for-
cing the Labour Government to climb down over its proposed anti-trade union
legislation. The accumulation of opposition forees:from the bedrock of the
Labour Movement itself forced them to retreat. To have gone ahead with the
punitive clauses in "In Place of Strife" would have resulted in an irrepa-
rable breach between the Labour leaders and their base in the Labour Move-
ment, Thus, the "Times", organ of-the-dominant sections of the British
ruling class, correctly summed up the situation and the array of forces
against the Government's measures: "Not only practically the whole trade union
movement but also a majority of the Labour Party Executive, a large number
of trade union and other backbenchers in Parliament and even some members of
the Cabinset." The ruling class had itself been warned of the consequences of
legislation at this stage actually being applied. The mere production of the
White Paper had resulted in a storm of opposition which produced the massive
one-day protest strikes. -The May Day strike involved sver 200,000 workerse
Together with the February 27th strike, this was the first directly political
strike on any big scale since the 1926 General Strike, In addition, the
General Council of the T,U.C. were forced to call an emergency CONgress, the
first ‘of its kind oince I920. . And as if they were not convineesd by this,
they only needed to look at Australia, where similar legislation had resulted
in a mass strike wave in the last few months. Why, then, have certain sections
of the ideologares of the capitalist class increasingly flirted with the idea
of legislation zgainst the unions in the last few years - a suggestion
eagerly clutched at by Wilson and the Labour leaders as a supposed election
winner? The explanation is to be found in the present parlous state of British
capitalism and the attempt to offset this by clipping the power of the unions.

POWER CF UNONS

i I\ N ./ F N

One consequence of the postwar economic upswing was to bring about a
certain softening of social relations for a whole period. But as Marx pointed
out,''reality always has two sides', Because at the same time the boom has
resulted in a massive extension and strengthening of the power of the unions.
Whole new layers of workers, formerly standing outside the ranks of the
organised trade union movement, have been drawn in., Thus, we have increasing-
1y witnessed civil servants, clerks, teachers, and in the last period even
publicans, taking to the road of industrial organisation., A visible reflection
of the undermining of the social reserves of capitalism is given by the recently
announced Transport and General Workers' Union's drive to organise the ranks
of the Army into the union. This in turn has been as a result of the example
of the successful crganisation of German soldiers by the Transport Union there.

One of the reasons for the increased militancy and unionisation of the
white-collar and unorganised sections has been the increasing tendency for the
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various postwar governments, certainly since 19€0, to unload the oonsequences
~f the slowing-down of the economy on their backs. Commencing with the 1961
wage freeze, the Tory Government, faced with the increased combativity of

the manual workers, more rigorously applied itself to the task of holding
down the civil servants, teachers and nurses Anciicr.fctor farelng them intoe
the ranks of the unions has been the application of factory methods and
conditions to white-collar workers, especially those employed in the big
combines. Bven the top executives, faced with the ruthless pace of monopo- |
lisation, and consequent redundancy, have been rushing to join ASTMS,which is one
of the fastest-growing unions in-Brituin , with 2000 recruits a month,
Overall there has been an approximate doubling cJi union membership since
1930, It is now 42% of the total labour force.

g At the same time, there has been the growth and strengthening of the
workers®' shop floor organisations. In 1966 there were almost 150,000 shop
stewards in unions affiliated to the T.U.C., a vast increase since the inter-
war period, This process has also invelved the white-collar workers, with
20% of the total shop floor representatives of those unions affiliated tn
the T.U.C. coming from these sections, With ir.creased numbers has come
increased power. In the face of this, the employers have been forced to
acquiesce to the demands of the workers. Seme quasi-Marxists, such as the
International Socialists, have drawn the conclusion that the short duration
of . strikes are indicative of a lowering of militancy and a sign of I
weakness in union organisation. Precisely the opposite is true, In the inter-
war period the working class were forced to engage in long-drawn-out
battles, in a period of mass unemployment, in defence of their meagre
standards. Since the war, once organised workers have deployed their power
the capitalists have usually been forced to accede tomost of their demands.

At the same time, the workers have move and more encroached on the
formerly "divine rights" of management. In -he big combines in particular,
this has resulted in the shop floor determining overtime ratios,.canteen
facilities, amd in some cases the use and deployment of the labour force
in"the factory, i.e, so-called ‘'restrictive practices"., Faced with the
might of the union organmisation’an wsith a sellers! market for labour,for
a whole period, the capitalists weie forced to tolerate the extension of
"another power', continually counterposing; itself to that of management
and ceaselessly interfering and hamstring ng "management prerogatives'.
Through the shop stewards' committees s~ _~1onts of dual | owir h-ve -taken
root ir the factories. But with the increasing difficulties nt British
capitalism, particularly marked since the beginning of the '60s, the,
“British bourgeoisie haye sought to deal vith the power of the unions.

This has been imperatively imposed by th: increasing tendency of the rate

of profit to fall. More and more it has pecome necessary for the capitalists
to hamper the unions in the attempt to cut the working class' share in

the surplus produced by their labour.

PSE OF PIE
C'Qi__.LL\I':}l: 7 :.'“1.[1.*.

Thus, for a whole period the representatives of the capitalists,first
of all under the guise of "planning", iL.e. the Incomes Policy, endeavoured

to bring this about. Overnight, the "y, sver-had-it-so-good" Tory Party was
converted to this concept - '"we are all plamners now'", said Macmillan, But
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the real purpose of the Incomes Policy has been clearly illustrated by the
work of the Prices and Incomes Board, In its latest review of the whole
period since it was established, it shows the benefits to the capitalists
which have accrued from its work of holding down wage claims, Thus, in its
table on earnings, it is revealed that ''wage costs''to the capitalists have
been kept significantly lower than prior to its establishment, rising by only
2.,4% in 1968 compared to a 3,1% average for the years 1957-66, At the same
time, .productivity per worker has rapidly increasedj 4% in 1968 compared,to
the 2,9% increase in the year 1967 or 2.,2% average for the years 1957-66.
Thus there ¥as resulted a piling up of greater and greater profits for the
capitalists and an increased super-exploitation of the working class. One
giant monopoly, I.CiI., increased its profits by 50% in 1968 (Company
Journal), On the other hand, the working class; faced with an accelerated
rise in the cost of livingy has been forced to eat into its already meagre
leisure time by overtime, women working, etcl, in order to maintain standards.
Thus the AJE;F, revealed in January that there has been an enormous extension
of overtime in the past three decades. Overall whereas an average of only

30 minutes was worked thirty years ago, it is now something like ‘six hours a
week, giving the British worker a working year some nine weeks longer than his
Swedish counterpart. In the manufacturing concerns, employing more than 11
workers, over one third were forced to work overtime (D.E.P.figures).:

In order to redress the balance, the industrial workers in particular
. took to the road of struggle. Thus in the key industries of the docks,
engineering and the moter industry, there was an upsurge of industrial
struggle in 1968, This has been carried over into 1969 with the Incomes
Policy being blown sky-high in one dispute after another, In the first four
months of 1969, according to official statistics, there was a sharp increase
in the number of workers involved in strikes in the car industry, 112,500
against 63,600 in a similar period last year., It was to deal with what the
capitalist .spokesmen called the "strike-prone" industries, in the modern
sections, i.e. the Mmetal-working" complex of industries, that the ideaof
anti-strike laws was canvassed, This sector employs one guarter of the total
labour force and accounts for one third of the "export earnings", The
strategists of capital have seen these workers, with the increasing degree of
militancy shown by them, as an obstacle to them competing in the cut-throat
battles with their rivals con the world market.

Foreseeing the collapse of the restraining functions of the Incomes
Policy, a.section of the ruling class increasingly flirted with the idea of
the State, their State, legislating to hald back the workers' movement, They
have clutched at a straw to extricate themselves from the difficulties they
have faced in the confrontation with the working class. Rather than demonstra-
ting the strength of the capitalists, it has in fact indicated the opposite.
Unable to put over their stamp in the factories they have appealed to the
State to do the job for them, Barbara Castle and the Labour leaders were
themselves forced to admit this in their White Paper, "It is because employers
do not in fact use what legal power they have against unofficial strikers
that some have suggested a very-far reaching role for the Government,...
taking from the'employers the responsibility," (Paragraph 89,) But then the
Iabour leaders proceeded to obediently attempt to carry out the task which the
capitalists wére unable to complete, In so doing, they have echoed all the
malieious propaganda of the ruling class as they have attempted to picture the
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working class as the main culprit for the crisis facing the British econcomy,
So-called "unofficial" strikers were specially marked out as "saboteurs' of
the "national interest". Strikes were, it seemed, the only obstacle to a
flourishing economy.

G K’"‘ *Ei\ I'W ; G M™ICTT
STRIKES ~EMBELOYERS. DISTORTIONS
In answer to this, even the official union leadership have shown that

strike action only accounts for a small proportion of days lost in industry.

Thus the General Secretary of the T.U.C., Victor Feather,  showed in his

speech to the June Emergency Conference of the T.U.C., that a mere one-tenth .

of one per cent in gross national precduct is lost through strikes. Professecr

Turner, in his booklet "Is Britain Strike-Prone?" explodes every one of the

myths as to the responsibility of the working class for ecknomic crisis

through strike action. This booklet, mefecver, is a searing indictment of

the employers' methods, the double-dealing and cheating used by them in order

to bring pressure for action against the unions. The main points in the

booklet should be reproduced in every union, a clear explanatory foreword

added, and distributed to every shtp steward, umicn branch secretary and

through them to the union membership as a whole. It would have high educatio-

nal value as a means of showing that it is in fact the employers who are
responsible for "industrial anarchy" and not the workers, As an example of

the duplicity of the employers in relation to the number of strikes in the

car industry, Turner says: "In their evidence to the Donovan Commission, the

car manufacturers' representatives stated that they had been informed of,on

average, over strikes a year in the car factories from 1962 to October

19653 a study by the present writer showed that there had been less than 100

strikes a year during this period in terms of the official definition - the
overwhelming majority of the incidents included in the manufacturers' own
Btatistics being very miniscule affairs indeed (one firm appeared to have
counted shop stewards coming back late from lunch-hour committee meetings
as being on strike)"! He also shows that if the American definitiom af sirikes
werd used,omiting some small’strikes, even the White Paper's assertion that °
there are 16.8 stoppages per 00,000 emplcyces, comparcd to 13,2 in the
United States would have been reduced to 11 for Britain. Thus, despite the
punitive legislation in America, there is a greater frequency of strikes tham
here with a greater number involved, Morecover, the time lost in Britain
through strikes "averages somcthing like one hour per head of the working
population". Compared to the enormous wastage arising from the bloody car-
nage in factory accidents, tka illness and disease, not to mention the
unemployment, arising from the chaos of capitalism, this is a drop in the
ocean, Overall, according to the figures of the old Ministry of Labour,there
are 100 times more days lost through illness compared to strikes. In one
instance, sickness through rheumatiem. an estimated £150 million in wages to
the worker is lost per year, And .ccording to a recent report, in the
"Financial Times", "industry (i.c. the capitalists) is blamed for accentuating
the effects of rheumatism in workers. Absence caused by rheumatie disease

was highest where men had to work in awkword positions, had to lift heavy
weights or had to make some effort with their backs," Many of the so-called
"unconstitutional" strikes are to prevent the ruining of the workers' health,
lack of safety equipment and, general bad and unsafe conditions which exist in
industry at the present time. With incrensed unemployment over the 1964 3
figure alone, there has been 12 times tie days lost through strikes last year.
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But notwithstanding these damning indictments of the stystem,until
balked by the opposition of the Labour Movement, the Labour Leaders and
their supporters in the Parliamentary Labour Party paraded the usual
"lawyers school' arguments..." If the employers can be legislated against
why not the working class also...bringing the law into industrial relations'c
etc. Thus did WillHowie vice-chairman of the Parliamentary Labour Party
argue in a debate with a MILITANT speaker at a recent Y3 London day school.
He no doubt reflected a widespread sentiment amongst Labour MPs., No wonder
then that Harold Macmillan in his recent memoirs summing up his attitude
towards some of the Labour representatives approvingly quoted Canning
"] do not fear firebrands in this House. As soon as they touch its floor
they hiss and are extinguished''. A big section of the Labour MPs with
little experience of the daily problems facing the workers in the workshops
have drawn away from the people they are supposed to be representing.

They have forgetten even the elementary history of the struggle to

build the Labour Movement. The law was ruthlessly applied by the ruling
class against the pioneers of the Labour Movement. The most refined legal
jargon out of the mouths of bewigged lawyers and judges were used to
justify open class oppression; the whip, transportation etc. to stamp out
the first beginnings of Trade Unionism. The Labour Party was itself formed
out of the Struggle against the reactionary Taff Vale judgement, a
measure applied for class reasons, The judges, lawyers, etc, are 'drawn
from the ranks of the ruling class and their outlook is determined by the
dominant capitalist ideas of the time. A graphic illustration of the role
of so called "neutral" arbitrators is the work of "Sir' .Jack Scamp.
Appointed as an arbitrator in the car industry, he is now the personell
officer of GEEC. In this latter capacity he has attempted to put over

the recently anounced massive redundancies to the GEEC workers. By
buffeting his car on a recent protest demonstration tem thousand
Liverpool workers indicated that they knew which side of the fence he was
on. :

Where a judgement has been given against the employers it has been
again because of naked cash calculation by them and their legal hangers
on. The Fords case was one example which resulted in a victory for the
Unions because it would have produced a greater determination by the
workers to stick it out if the decision would have gone the other way.
The DIRECTOR, no friend of the Labour Movement, in commenting on the
case said "legal action probably made the dispute more, rather than less
difficuly to resolve in the end", APRIL ISSUE,

AUSTRALIA & N.ZEALAND

An example of how the law has been used in an attempt to hold back
wage claims is Australia. For 12 years a complicated system of legal
sanctions, arbitration awards and a system of trying to split workers
on craft lines has been applied in Australia. It has only been effective
because of a big new influx of immigrants, sections of whom have taken
time to organise themselves to fight the Government measures. Through a
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system of arbitration there is a periodic review of wage rates, with an
intangible "work value" element determining how wages will rise. In this
way the skilled workers at least up to the recent period have been given
favoured treatment. In addltlon, legal sanctions, including fines, are
deployed by the capitalists in an attempt to prevent any kind of 1ndustr1a1
action. Between 1956 and 1968, thirty unions were fined on 799 occasions a
total of A 282,410 dollars. Agalnst this, just to show the "impartiality"

of the law, the employers were fined a mere total of A 2,514 dollars. Over

a period, the opposition to these measures has been seething in the ranks

of the unions and the Labour Movement. Before the recent trial of strength.
between the organised workers and the capitalist state, an indication of

this opposition was shown by the open defiance of the anti-strike laws by
eight boilermakers, immigrants from England., With the Amalgamated Engineering
Union, the B01lermakers' Union has spearheaded the opposition to the legal
powers of the central Government, which the "Financial Times" (9/7/69) stated
"make striking illegal in all cases"* Several years ago, Ted Hill, former
General Secretary of the Boilermakers K here, advised his members not to
emigrate to Australia, and called on the Australian boilermakers to "rally
their forces and get rld of the vicious penal clauses ¢ the Arbitration

Act", The message seems to have been acted on after a delay. Recently,these
eight boilermakers from England, were fined A30 dollars for walking off their
job. They refused to pay the fines, and were threatened with jail, but on the
eve of their being imprisoned the flne was anonymously paid! The capitalists
.could foresee an enormous sympathetic strike wave which would result from

any imprisomnment. And this is precisely what happened when the threat was put
into effect by the imprisomment of Clarence O'Shea of the Tramways Union for
refusing to pay a fine imposed by the industrial courts. The response from
the organised Labour Movement was electric. A mass strike followed. Over

one million workers, out of a total trade union memtership of 2 million,

came cut in the biggest movement since the immediate period following the
Russian revolution. The numbers involved, out of a total population of 12
million, is indicative of the pent-up feeling against the Government's penal
powers, which has been gatheriag in the ranks of the workers' movement. The
panicky response of the capitalists was testimony to the power of the strike
wave, Fearful of the consequences to their economy and the possibilities whichwas
opened up for the workers' movementbv mass action, they intrigued to have the
fine of 0'Shea paid by ¢ jourr.dic..ome l:indhearted citizenali: ys,itozeneis,
waits on the side}ines of the indusiri=l siagq ready to pay thg finesof
recalcitrant union=‘ leaders! But this time the working class, once moved into
action, demanded more than a face-saving gesture by the Government. Gorton,
the Australian Prime Minister and his ministers, were forced to give an under-
taking to introduce legislation to cancel the punitive powers., This they will
have to do if the capitalists are not to face another revolt from the factories
and workplaces.

TORIES wilLL FAIL

The Australian events are a graphic illustration of the enormous power
accumulated by the Labour Movement in the postwar period, which has affected
all the advanced capitalist countries to a greater or lesser degree. It is
one thing for the capitalist to put lgws on the statute-book; it is another
thing to apply them on a drastic scale, 'here they have succeeded in nibbling



16

away at the rights of the unions, as in Australia, for the special reasons
described above, once the workers have become conscious of the repressive role
of legislation and have organised themselves, at the first serious test the
capitalists are forced to retreat. To take on the Labour Movement would be to
risk a mass social explosion threatening the very existence of capitalism
jtself, something which, at this stage, they are not prepared to risk.

Similar legislation in other countries is an illustration of this point.
In neighbouring New Zealand, for instance, the powers of the state for use
against the unions have had no substantial effect on the movement of the
workers, Thus, "The Times" (24/7/69) remarked: "On paper, registered unions
subject to an agreement ...,have to all intents lost their 'right to strike',"
Yet even these powers cannot prevent the workers moving into action when they
feel their conditions undermined, Thus in the period 1964-66 New Zealand had
more strikes per 100,000 workers than Britain, Moreover, the powers already
possessed by the New Zealand capitalists for fining workers on strike were only
used with caution, In a recent meat-freezing workers' strike, for instance,
when the Minister of Labour was challenged to take legal action, he refused to
do so, because this would have been "obviously impracticable', In fact, the last
time the New Zealand Department of Labour actually tock action in court against
a union was in 1955! After this experience, "The Times" pointedly warned Heath
and the Tories, "New Zealand is moving away from a system which has all the
restrictions on the right to strike that any Conservative could wish for",
And yet a Labour Movement significantly weaker than in Britain effectively
evaded the legal obstacles placed in its path, How much more so would a Labour
Movement ,. conscious of its defeat of the Labour Government's plans to put a
harness on the unions, quash the attempt of the Tories.

.~ A further jllustration of the impotence of legislation against the Labour
Movement is given by the example of West Germany, held up for years as the
model of "industrial relations", Thus in Germany, it is now revealed, that
the 36 million Deutschmarks imposed in fines on strikers under the anti-strike
laws had never in actual fact been collected! In the United States,with a
praised "cooling-off" system, out of 26 disputes cooled off, 24 actually ended
in strikes, ' ' i

BRITISH WQOQIRKERS AL SO

“But the most striking refatation of the "legislative schoo.' in the ranks
- of capitalist spokesmen is the example of Southern Ireland, The Irish capita-
lists have already introduced many of the measures which have been canvassed

- here for use against the British workers, Yet Ireland now has the highest

"strike incidence" of all, And only two years ago, when the electricians went
‘on strike, the leaders were imprisoned, But the strike could only be called
off and negotiations begun when the capitalists released them.

The British workers, no less than their brothers in these countries, have
shown in the past that legal sanctions can have no permanent delaying effect on
their demands, Even the Donovan Commission was constrained to remark that the
Kent Betteshanger coalfield strike during the war could only be called off
when the.imprisoned miners  were relamsed and negotiations could begin on the
miners' wage claims, The dockers' strike of 1948 similarly revealed that the
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legal sanctions of the then Labour Government served only to inflame the
workers even more. The Government were consequently forced to release the .-
strike leaders or face a mass sympathy strike,

These facts have now penetrated the heads of even the most obtuse .
capitalist commentators, if not yet the rather thicker material composing. .-
the heads of the leaders of the Confederation of British Industry. Realising:
that they would reap a whirlwind from legislation at this stage, the
capitalists have opted for the next best thing. They have cajoled the:
union leaders into attempting to police the workers. Out of the series of
meetings between the T.U.C, and Wilson, the "Programme for Action" was born
and eventually accepted by the June wecall Congress. This in turn has been
greeted by the capitalist press and even sections of the left, such as
"Tribune", as a big step forward. "Tribune" went so far as to say: "The idea
of the General Council...acting as a 'general staff for labour'...echoes a
demand put forward by the Left for many years." (6/6/69.) But the miners,
on the other hand, with the harsh experience of industrial battles behind them,
more pertinently warned that they had not defeated the penal laws only to
find a more refined means of holding back the workers being attempted by .the
T.U.C, For this, in the final analysis, is what the T.U.C. is attempting.
"Programme for Action', despite proposals for amalgamations,etc,, accepts the
same standpoint of the Government, i.c. that "unconstitutional stoppages' are
a threat to the "mational interest'. They have sought powers to intervene
directly in disputes and are pressurising the individual unions to apply
sanctions against the leaders of sqg-called unofficial strikes, including the
use of expulsion as an ultimate weapon. They have particularly marked out
those strikes, such as occur in the motor industry, which throw other workers
out of work, The inter-dependence of the motor industry is one instance where
a strike involving one small section can reverbarate throughout the industry -
and result in thousands being laid off. But it is the motor manufacturers
themselves who are responsible for this state of affairs. Their "scientific
management" techniques have produced a situation whereby stockpiling against
interruptions in production is cut down to a minimum in order to reduce
"overheads' and so boost profit margins. '

- = y i o el & Ty 77 i o T T TN &
TUC ACCEPTS STANDPOINT OF GOV
" Moreover, as Turner once again shows, capitalists actually provoke

strikes when the order books are thin, He says: "occasionally management have
ralaliadpd ~gninst a small stoppage in one section by laying off workers not
1rslved in the initial dispute, in order to bring pressure to_bear on the
originnl strikers to return to work or as a 'general deterrent to future
es. In such circumstances, what appears as a bi strike may virtual
be o partial - though not explicit - lock-out." (Page 37).(Our emphosis).
He nlso demonstrates that the very some Mscandnlous industrial anarchy" which -
the motor manufncturers ceaselessly complain nbout is very often consciously
brought on by thems "A great part of the apporent 'loss' of working days
from strikes in the motor industry has occurred at times when it was not .
inconvenient to the industry that production in fact be reduced,.." (Page 39).
Expressed very simply, this means that the motor capitalists provoked L
strikes in order to lay off workers in times of limited orders., They then ~
used these same incidents to attempt to bring about restricting laws against
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the workers in times of boom.

Of course, when thousands of workers are thrown out of work through a
strike in another part of industry, it is an issue on which the unions should
take action. But instead of seeking to act against workers on strike, the
T.U.C. would be more suitably employed in examining their causes. They would
find that it is almost totally the employers who are responsible for large
shut-downs, This has clearly been revealed in the car accessory plants of
Girlings in 1968, In one strike, the total weekly claim of £100 for a small
group of security men was rebuffed by the management after months of patient
negotiation., The resulting strike threw thousands out of work and cost one
company, Ford, £% million in lost production, Instead of regurgitating the
propaganda of the employers about "wildcat" strikes, the General Council
should take the demands of the Ford workers as a starting point to ensure
that the employers pay for the chaos of their system by guaranteeing a full
week's wage when workers are thrown out of work as a result of an industrial
dispute elsewhere in industry. They should be conducting a mass campaign to
explain to every worker the elementary facts which reveal the chaos,
mismanagement and waste of the productive potential which is a result of the
obsolete rule of the bourgeoisie., Some of this material we have mentioned
above, and these are daily occurrences in the factories, But even the
Labour Party publications have recently revealed the extent to which the state
bolsters up the capitalists. Stung by the constant harping of the Confedera-
tion of British Industry on the issue of "excessive" Government expenditure,
Transport House, in its economic bulletin, pointedly revealed that the
Labour Government is providing subsidies, i.e. state bribes, to the
capitalists to the tune of £2 million a day, Similarly, in the "Mid-Term
Manifesto" presented to last year's Labour Party Conference, it was admitted
that "more and more it is Governments which finance risk projects, while
all too often private corporations tend to avoid the very.risk which in
classical theory is the justification of their existence", This is an indict-
ment of the capitalist system., The implication is clear: the capitalists
have lost their "justification" for continuing to control and own the
productive forces. And this has been revealed in a thousand and one other
wayse In research, for instance, the State accounts for two-thirds of all that
which is carried on in Britain, And yet the Government still bends the knee
to capital. But now the N,E.C, of the Labour Party is consideting more
radical measures for the next election manifesto: a wealth tax and the
"extension of public shares" in industries such as aircraft and drugs. But why
wait until the next election to put the measures into effect? Why do not the
Labour leaders commence to introduce them immediately as a means of mobilising
mass support? These minimal measures would in fact bring them right up
against the capitalists, Of course, every section of the Labour Movement
would welcome a wealth tax as a step forward., But the experience of this
Labour Government has demonstrated what results from even limited attempts to
clip the fingernails of the capitalists, as with the Corporation Tax bill,

As a result of the pressure of the capitalists, 130 amendments were accepted,
which effectively emasculated the main purpose of this Bill., So too would it
be with this measure, i £

Sections of the capitalist press are even now suggesting that this
proposal could be turned into an advantage for the dominant sections of the
bourggoisie, the monopolies., Thus, the "Observer" remarked: "The strongest
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arguments in:favour of such taxes rest on the belief that they would
make capitalism work better". They see it as a whip for the laggard
sections of the capitalist el.ss, to drive the inefficient to the wall,
panticularly the smaller firme «.....'it would compel the sleepers among
these firms to wake up". At the same time they demand that surtax should
be cut in érder that the total levy on capital is not cut. And as if

to emphasise the point they point out that "In fact,few of the countries
which operate a wealth tax do so. In Sweden for example, wealth taxes
are offset against income taxes, so that no one pays more than 80% of
his income in taxation." If this proposal were to seriously mean inroads
being made into. the resources of the capitalists it woulll h yc_only onc

roculk, . T s S

The capitalists wouli Z¥er ier ar. & wisd . * they would
go on an investment strike. The surplus which they extract from the
labour of the working class is used for re-investing back into industry
and piling up greater profits. Profits are the lifeblood of the bourgeoisie.
Touch the capitalists profits and he will refuse to invest which in turn
would result in a seizing up of production and a consequent rise in
unemployment.

If this measure is to be seriously put into effect it would
inevitably bring ‘the Labour Government into head on collision with the
bourgeoisie and either bring on the collapse of the Government or further
measures to prevent the sabotage which would inevitably be forthcoming.
This would in turn mean that the question of taking over the commanding
heights of the economy would be posed.

RECENT STRIKES

This is the conclusion which the trade union movement should
be drawing from the expericnce of the past period. The growing together
of the State with monopoly capital forces every serious struggle to
toke on a political character. When Leslie Cannon attacked the one day
strikes as "political’ and opposed to the itrnditions" of the British
unions he was deliberately ignoring the fact that it is the very actions
of the capitalists, turning to the State for succour, which gave the
Seamen's strike, the Ford's strike and thc struggle against anti-trade
union legislation a political character.

In each instance the workers in these industries were forced
to see the struggle for amelioration of their conditions in terms of
"who holds state power? A dynamic and politically armed trade union
and labour movement would provide the aneswer with the demand for the
reorganisation of society along socialist lines. But this conclusion
the present General Council is stubbornly resisting. In fact-at a time
when a more openly political approach is needed they are suggesting
abolishing the yearly DCONONIC REVIEW because it is ostensibly outside
their province! This after the experience of the last few months and with
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the unfolding battle taking place in industry at the present timel

But the proposals of the TUC will cut as little ice with the
industrial workers as have the Goverrnent's, Their main danger is that
they provide a propoganda field day for the capitalists to reinforce
the latent anti-unionism in the politically backward sections of the
population. This will in turn be used in the future against the organised
workers by the bourgeoisie. And therc is no doubt at all that the
ndemocratic'! face of capitalism will be replaced by moré openly
repressive methods when the bourgeoisie can no Ionger afford to give
concessions to the working class. Thus 2 serious representative of the
capitalism, Lord Gladwyn remarked in 1965, at a time of increasing gloom
for the ruling class .... "Everything scemed to point to the continuance
of some kind of democracy in western Burope - even in the near
Bonarpartist regimes, such as that of Francé. If there was mass
uncmployment, and a general fall in the standard of living, however,
democratic regimes would probably give place to something which might
call itsclf democratic, but would be the reversc of democracy."

TIPéEI?tg 05. Attho% the);'e,isbno immed%ate dgn%er o{a asgi ?tgei:gg g
dhions have BYek giv Hr§9813%?'w§%%EE§ 9% PRSEeRL.8°93%5828% I PHE ' cvent of

a crisis. But at th. present time the General Council will be baulked
by the same forces as the Government, 2 powerfully organised working
class which is in no mood to tolcrate the dragooning attempts of the
State or the trade union leaders. The temper of the industrial

workers has been graphically revealed in the series off major strikes
which have rocked the employers. Moving into actionm, 2 movement has
been unlcashed which has forced the capitalists to retreat.

Thus the recent Leyland workers' strike, the first for
40 years, resulted in a viétory for them. Similarly the first national
strike of the Post Office Enginecring workers forced the Government
to concede all their demands. So too thec Merseyside dockers' strike
brought victory with the employers granting the dockers the right to
mah the Container terminals. This strike, incidentally, clearly revealed
that the dock workers arc not at all opposed to Containerisation so
long as it does not result in the dirty stick for the workers. Their
spokesman during the strike revealecd what the cmployers conception of
modernisation is : "'putting half the men on the dole. What we mean by
it is that dockers should havc a reduction in their working hours'.

But the issue which has clearly brought to the surface the
mood of the workers at the moment is the blastfurnacemen's dispute at
Port Talbot. Although only 140 of the lower paid workers were actually
inpvolved in the £1 a week claim, 1300 came out with the obvious
support of the rest of the workers at the plant and the housewives in
the town. Despite the combined pressurc of the capitalists through the
press, radio and television and the pressure of the TUC leaders, the
workers remained solid. Sixteen times they took a ballot and every
time they voted stubbornly to continue the strike, when behind the scenes
the employers were privately assuring the trade union leaders that
their claim would be granted if they returned to work.
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Only the public admission by the strike inquiry of the validity of
the men's claims was sufficient for them to call off the strike.

But the refusal of the blastfurnacemen to accept the original
formulas revealed underlying uncase aparf from the immediate pay claim.
In fact a total lack of confidence in their own Union leaders, combined
with the fact that productivity agreements which would result in the
sacking of at least 3000 at the Port Talbot plant alone, had been
signed over their heads by the Union leaders. The role of the TUC was
designed to bring about a return to work in such a way as not to undermine
the position of the top leadership of the Blastfurnacemen's Union. This
same leadership, despite the unanimity of the workers, accepted the
standpoint of the TUC on "unconstitutional" stoppages and refused to
sanction the actions of thc men., The TUC's role in both this strike and
the Leyland strike indicated that the General Council set its face against
an important workers' movement instead of giving it a lead, spreading
its.case to other sections of the workers and mobilizing the maximum
support to ensure victory for-those who are out on strike. For the
General Council to become a real General Staff of Labour it would have to
organise to make the unions better fighting instruments of the masses
and not to urge that the top leadership be policing the ranks on behalf -
of the bosses.

FOR A REAL GENERAL STAFF

The original conception of the Minority Movement during the
1920s for a real Gencral Staff of Labour, was based on the conception
of mobilising the workers to change socicty. It als® meant that the trade
unions ecmmitted to this programme should organise to get this strategy
accepted also by the Labour Party. But even this slogan under the
influence of the Communist Party was transformed into a trap for the
workers during the 1926 General Strike. In their hands it helped to
perpetuate the legend that the trade union leaders Purcell, Hicks and
Swales were "left wingers" because they sat on the Anglo-Russian Trade
Union Committee and declarcd verbal support for the Soviet Union. In
practice they ‘acted as strike breakers in derailing the 1926 General
Strike and so effectively prevented the successful development of the
social revolution in Britain at that time, The Communist Party even after
this defeat refused to unmask these "lefts" for almost a year after the
gtrike. :

To answer the attacks of the employers, the misrepresentation
as to the effects of strikes and any legal enactments against the Unions,
including the proposal of the Government to maintain the legal sanctions
of the Incémes Policy, it is necessary not just to accept the status quo
or the present make-up of the Unions. It is necessary to make changes,
but changes which will make them more fitting to the workers' needs, It
is claimed that 90% of the strikes which take place are "unofficial.

But this is an indication of the remoteness of the union organisation,es
also are the actions of the leadership of those 1ike the blast furnacemen's
Union. In order to bring them under the control of the workers, it is
necessary that they be organised, the unit to the job, with an extension

of the power of the shop stewards and combine committees. The Transport

and General Workers' Union at its last Conference was forced to give a
greater power to shop stewards and shop floor representatives because of.
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the lack of contact and understanding of the workers' real feelifigs which
developed in certain sections of the union officialdom, The T.U.C.

revealed in 1959/1960 that only 25% of all strikes were even known to the
headquarters of the Unions! At the same time, the process whereby positions
in the unions become a stepping stone for place and career at the expense
of the workers' interests should end.. Only recently certain officials in the
Transport and General Workers' Union/&the General and Municipal Workers'
Union have put in for sizeable increases which put them well above the
average wage of the workers they represent. The "lead" has been given by
Sidney Greene of the N.U.R., who has just been given a £25 a week rise,
while pouring scorn on the demands of the signalmen for a 7d-an-hour
increase! As an elementary step, the demand should go through the union
branches, and be echoed at every union conference, that every official
should get on average no more than the skilled worker; excepting travelling
and other expenses (rigorously audited by rank-and-file members) ,including
the General Secretaries of the Unions, Combined with the demand that all
officials should be elected and subject to recall, this would be the first
step to seeing that the unions really represent the feelings and demands of
the rank and file., This would in turn mark the beginning of a campaign to
win the whole of the Labour Movement for the socialist transformation of
society,

BOLD SOCIALIST: LEAD REQUIRED

Not only have the latest movements in industry indicated the need for
generalising the workers' struggles on a national plane, but some of the
elementary lessons of the workers' struggle on an international plane have
been absorbed by the advanced workers, Thus the reaction of the Liverpool
G.E.C. workers to the planned redundancies in Liverpool was one df intense
anger and a determination to prevent this happening at any cost. When a T.V,
announcer questioned the validity of the decision to stage a sit-down
strike, a shop steward retorted that "only action gets results - look what
happened in France in May last year, and in Derry now", The London tenants,
threatened with eviction by the London Tories, made the same point. Similarly,
as a result of the Ford strike early this year and the unsuccessful
attempt of the employers to’ play off the Continental and American workers
against the British workers, the A,E.F. and T.G.W.U. have taken steps to
‘organise with the American Automobile Workers' Union and the continental
Unions for international-wide action in the Ford Company in the futuwe. -
The movement of the workers is crying out for a lead and a direction,

- Neither "Programme for Action" nor the document of the N.,E.C, of the
Labour Party provides this, Instead of tinkering with the system, a bold
socialist lead is now required., The bourgeoisie can see, historically, the
ground disappearing from under them. Thus the Institute of Directors,
fearful ot the pace of monopolisation, has remarked: "One cynical view is
that Socialists encourage the formation of large units in industry as a -
prelude to easier nationalisation'". The "cynics" are wrong; the amalgamations
into bigger and bigger monopolies are an inevitable process under capitalism,
But the capitalists, while being forced to carry it through, can also see
that it can only serve to increase the pressure for State control in the
long run, They can foresee the pressures which have begun to take shape in
the Labour Movement, involving a shift to the left of the active workers.



This is expressed in the turn to the left inside the Uni ;' i

marked in the case of the A.E.F., the T.&G.W.U. and thglng.h?a;ﬁzc:iiziz
of Cannon to bring about an amalgomation between the E.P.T.U. and the
M.%G.W.U. is designed to bring about a right-wing counterweight to these
unions., But even this step will recoil on Cannon and Cooper. The shift to
the left will also affect these unions also at a later stage,

USE~- POWER OF UNIONS

Tn the short run, the concession of Wilson in backing away from a
head-on collision with the unions may bring abo'.t a temporary "peace"
botween the Government and the industrial wing o»f the Labour Movement.

But even now the dissatisfaction in the ranks is apparent by the demand

£ the ALE.F, for the complete abandonment of *he Incomes Policy penal
elauses by the Government, and the inTh < — > for.wgyystrike, organised
®y the T.U.C., if this is not complied with, Probably after a General
Election there will develop an even greater d2termination by the ranks
in the Labour Parties and Union branches to see a change in policy by the
Labour leaders. If defeat ensues, there will be a demand for an explanation
for the setback and the whole disastrous course of the Government over this
period. If victory, then, as F ink Cousins implied at the T.&.G.W.U.
Conference, the unions will present their bill of goods: "It (the
Government) must give up trying to placate *the unions' enemies and try to
plasate its friends".

A process of transformation will follow. Frank Cousins, by way of
answering the demands for a break from the Labour Party, pointedly stated:
"It is not the Labour Party of Mr Wilson. -t is the Labour Party of the
members - our Labour Party." In that stateneni is foreshadowed an
inevitable clash between the Labour leadership and the Trade Unions and
local Barties, if Wilson and the Government cling to their present ruinous
policies, The Labour Party rank and file will cast out from the Party those
sections of the Government and the Parlicmentary Labour Party who fail to
reflect this new mood which is developin ;. It will in turn mean a swing
towards a mass left wing inside the Labour Party at a certain stage.

But it is not sufficient just 1o express opposition to the
Government's measures., Nor to replace tlie present policies of the Labour
Government with the same limited reform programmne adopted prior to the 1964
and 1966 elections. It is as impractiec’. and iuadequate in the hands of the
Ieft M.P.s and the General Council as i% was in Wilsen's. It is necessary
to learn the lessons of the struggle to defeat the anti-trade union legis-
lation, brought about primarily by *he action of thousands of workers., It
is necessary to go further. Imstead o~f a policy of half-way reforms, it is
imperative that the Unions be armed w’:h a socialist programme for the
taking over of the 250 major monopolirs, barks and insurance companies,

If the campaign against the anti-union laws could move hundreds of thousands
of workers into action, linked to the demand for equal pay, a minimum

wage, a million houses a year, a mascive extension o7 education and the
social services immediately, this measure would bring millions into the
struggle for a socialist society derocratically controlled and managed by
the workers themselves. At the special Trade Union Congress it was Richard
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Briginshaw, General Secretary of SOGAT, who pointcd out that the .
Trade Union movement in Britain had the organiscd powcr of 9 milllon_
workcrs, which with their familics made up about 20 million, bchind it.
In the wake of the defeat meted out to the Government's anti-Union
laws. the "Daily Mirror' lamcnted that there existed in Britain now

g power outside the precincts of Parliament as great as that which
exists within. Imbucd with a sense of thcir own power, these millions
of workers would be able to rally behind their banner also all the
downtrodden, unorganiscd and impoverished scctions of the workers for
a change in socicty. This is the goal which the Trade Unions must set
for themsclves. Their enormous power needs to be used for the struggle .
to win the Labour Party to the kind of socialist altcrnative as outlined
above. Once implemented this policy would herald the begimming of

a new era, It would end all attempts to curtail the power of the
unions. Instead the unions would provide the main pillar for =&
socialist Britain. From their ranks would bc drawn the technical

and administrative personel to begin the economic transformation

of society. The British workers would thcn offer the hand of friendship
to the workers throughout the world, leading to the collapse of ‘the
world bourgeoisie nnd the ending of poverty and 211 attacks on the
workers' organisations once ~nd for all.
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CLASS OFIRUGGLES N 1 TAL 7

by Roger Silverman

The prolonged economic upswing in the Western countries is said to have
ens?red social stability, Events in the last year alone prove how precarious
cgpltalism is even where it has achieved its most glowing successes. The
sirike of ten million workers and the occupation of the factories in France
last year provided a brilliant indication of the workers! power to overthrew
capitalism. The lessons of the French upsurge are doubly underlined by the
events in Italy over the past year,

Nowhere has the pustwar boom brought greater social changes than in
Italy., Ne less than in Japan, the face of society has been utterly transformed
in the last twenty-five years. Since shaking off the burden of more than
twenty years of Fascist tyranny, the working class has grown immeasurably in
size, cohesion and confidence., Teday it is the turn of Italy's rulers to'be
paralysad by the strength of the workers,

Never since the birth of the Italian nation has there been a period of
stable bourgeois rule. Arriving belatedly, Italian capitalism had a weak
social basis, The industrial working class in the Northern cities showed as
early as in the "Red Week" of June 1914 its hatred of its exploiters and in
particular its opposition to the imperialist war. After Italy's entry into
the war, there were mass desertions. In the wake of the Russian revoluticn
the workers moved spontaneously te create a workers' republic and link up
with their brothers in Russia and the world. From 1919 to 1921, general strike
followed general strike, Soviets were formed throughout the country, and
300 factories were occupied in the huge mass movement that swept $he country.
The leaders of the Socialist Party and the trade unions did nothing to guide
the workers towards the conquest of power, In 1921 there was a split and a
Communist Party was formed, but it developed too late to be able to provide
the leadership of a movement which after three years' heroic struggle was
beginning to ebb. The capitalists lost no time in hiring Mussolini's Fascist
gangsters - disillusioned petty-bourgeois, reactionary officers and lumpen-
proletarians, armed to the teeth and protected by police and army - to
mount a campaign of terror, using bullets, razors, castor-vil and rope. They
lynched 3000 local workers' leaders before being handed full power. Under
the Fascist heel the Labour Movement was completely smashed, and all internal
underground resistance was suppressed by 1934. Meanwhile the Communist Party,
first in Italy and later in exile, was turned into a tool of Stalinism. In
1936, when Stalin was trying to come to an accommodation with Mussolini, the
Italian C.P, even issued a programme addressed to "all Blackshirts.and héroes
of the African campaign". In the resistance movement which began to revive
after 1940, the influence f the C.P. grew pteadily, despite its opportunism.

When the Italian capitalists, together with the top officers and the
less lunatic sections of the Fascist.leadership, realised that the Axis
powers were bound to lose the war, the Fascist Grand Council deposed Mussolini
and appointed Badoglio in his place, Immediately the floodgates burst open
and a spontaneous uprising rocked the Northern half of the eountry. 300,000
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workers came out on to the streets in Rome, Turin, Milan and Genoa., The Allies
bombed the Northern cities mercilessly in order to crush this movement,and _
then allowed Hitler to occupy the North and re-instal Mussolini..The Com@unlst
Party gained a decisive influenée as a result of the wave of radicalisation.
Tts membership increased from 3000 in 1941, scattered throughout the yor}d,
to 400,000, and it was still growing fast. 70% of the partisans were in its
ranks. It rose to the occasion by disarming the workers and entering into &
coalition, accepting ministerial portfolios under the Fascists' nominee
Badoglic and their long-standing protector the King. Once the opportunity
for revolution had been wasted and the energies of the people deflected, in
Italy as in the rest of Europe at the end of the war, the political basis
was laid for the postwar capitalist lease of life, ;

POSTWAR GROW TH

The dizzy pace of industrialisation, in Italy as in Japen, was made
possible by the huge reserves of labour power that were available in the »
countryside, Herein lies the key to the irreconcilable contradictions within
Italian -. society., On the one hand, the standard of living of the urban
population (which has grown from about a quarter to three-fifths since the war)
is incomparably higher than ever before., To take one index, the ratio of
private cars per head of population has risen from 1:120,000 to 1:6. The
The annual rate of industrial growth has varied between 6 and 10%. But side
by side with the prosperity there remain whole belts of crippling poverty.
Sicily still has the worst standard of living in Europe and is run by the
notorious Mafia, The Vatican still occupies a privileged position in Italy's
political, economic and social life.

The growth of the Italian econo%% has brought the most lavish benefits
to the tiny handful of shareholders. While profils rose by 200% in the period

between 1953 and 1960 alone, consumption rose by only 52%. The constant drift
from the poverty-stricken South into the towns keeps unemployment high -
currently at 600,000 and recently as high as 1 million - and this depresses
wages. "The Times", advertising Italy to investors, wrote on 22nd April:

"The Italian economy is helped by...low-cost labour....There are still large
areas of poverty....Full employment is a distant goal....There can be a veryrosl_
temptation to take on an underpaid job from a small employer, whatever trade
union regulations may lay down...eIn general, employers display a paternalism
and employees an interest in work which are reminiscent of an age gone byeees"
The average wage in Italy is 5/10d per hour, compared with 9/5d in West
Germany; taking into account the much shorter average working week (34 hours
in Italy to 44 in Germany - 4-5 million Italian workers are officially
classified as under-employed), this means that the Italian worker receives
only half as much pay per week as his German counterpart - about £10. In the
South, wages are 20% lower, even where there are equivalent jobs to those in
the industrial North, Although two-fifths of the population still live in the
South, they consume only one-fifth. of the National Income. It is not surprising
that there is a swelling flood of migration to the towns. In 1968 309,000
families left the land, or 6.,8% of the agricultural labour force, despite a
rise of 4.,5% in the farm labourers' wages. 2.3% left the land during the
previous year. Four fifths of the people that leave the farms are between the
ages of 20 and 40, Only 22% of the population now work on the land.
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BUREAUCRATISM

Any solution to this problem, and administrati '
needs of the capitalists themselve;, is 2ﬁgked by bureaizgazisZ?y";;ethe
problem of Italy's 'Mezzogiorno!' would be a difficult one to tackle even in
the best of circumstances," said the "Financial Times" on 15th April, "The
progressive deterioration’ of Italian politics and the equally progressive
degree of inefficiency of the country's bureaucratic machine can hardly be
said to provide such circumstances.!" The "Sunday Times" on 20th April wrote:
?In general, all Italy is suffocated by a monstrous boureaucracy....While
}mpeding the reform of everything, including its bloated self, it interferes
in every phase of the ordinary citizen's life." Before a new school can be
opened, the relevant documents must pass through the hands of 3,166
functionaries. It has been estimated in an official report that, after a law
has passed through Parliament, the average project takes 500 days to get over
all the bureaucratic hurdles before work can begin, and that some take as
long as 900 days, The "residui passivi" - or sums allocated for government
expenditure but clogged up in a bureaucratic bottleneck and lying unspent,
reached £3,445 million in 1967, of which £185 million was allocated as
much as ten years previously., The accumulated total reached a new record of
£4,095 million in 1968, Of £312 million allocated two years ago for school
building, less than £1 million has been spent,

As a result, education, health and the welfare services are starved of
funds, 100,000 people live in the shanty towns on the outskirts of Rome alone,
Recently the major demonstrations in support of the squatters have drawn
attention to this scandal, The students' demonstrations highlight the chaos
and overcrowding in education, and those of the medical students have likewise
shown up the appalling conditions in the hospitals., The legal system is
similarly cramped, Two million cases are awaiting decision in the courts,
and the average period of waiting before going to trial is two years eight
months, There is even a special Ministry of Bureaucratic Reform which is as
unproductive, parasitic and overstaffed as all the others, ’

One particularly sordid effect of govermment ineffitieney is the .
condition of the thousands of families made homeless by the Sicilian earth-
quake, Writing on 9th February, one year after the catastrophe, "The
Observer" wrote: "75,000 people,..still live in cattle trucks, tents and
muddy shanty villages....Millions of pounds in aid have failed to complete
a single house....Hunger strikes, marches, epidemics; services of inter-

' cession, have failed to stir the innumerable authorities to effective
action," : ;

- The results of the administrative chaos equally disastrous for Big
Business too. The "Financial Times" wrote on 28th January: "Economic
activities are showing clear signs of a slow down in no small measure due to
the paralysing inefficiemcy of Government machinery. The incredible growth
of the 'residui passivi'...is causing a deflationary situation when the
policies and actions of Parliament and of the Government should be having
exactly the opposite effect, Domestic demand is saggingeess"

The blind anarchic industrial boom has left much of agriculture bare
and primitive. Italy is forced to depend for raw materials on foreign trade.
So competitive are Italian exports, mainly owing to the fact that the
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modest rise in labour costs has been far exceeded by the growth of produc-
tivity through investment in modern machinery. Export prices actually fell
by 7% in the 1last decade, As a result there is strong pressure being brought
to bear on Italy to revalue the lire. The Government hoped that a new rise
in domestic demand would suck in extra imports and make this unnecessary, and
+his was one reason why originally it was prepared to make mems concessions
4n the field of social welfare. But the "Financial Times" summed up the
 problem ruthlessly: "Italy's economic managers grapple with a factious
parliament, politicking trade unions, and an eighteenth century bureaucracy
in their attempt to carry out a reflationary policys...A rise in pensions is
dangerous because it cannot be reduced again at will if the econcmy gets
overheated." The alternative of stepping up the public works programme is
blocked by administrative sluggishness. But it is pointed out that "if all the
unspent ‘funds were to be spent without the usual delays, Italy would be in
danger of massive inflation." Any significant reform wopld bring new dangers
in its wake.
The economic indices for 968 show that the gross national product grew
by only 5.7%, which by Italian standards is a disappointing figure. T pay
for the pensions increase granted in February will require an annual growth
‘rate of 6-7%, Consumption rose by only 4.2%, and industrial investment was as
- "low as 3.1%. This is a result of the low rate of domestic demand and, of ¢
coubse, the accelerating tempn of labour unrest. The big state corporation
IRI lost 1% million working hours through strikes in 1968, compared with only
72,000 in 1967. The 1968 investment figure reflects the capitalists' growing
nervousness; it compares with a rise of 13.2% in 1967. Unemployment rose by
38,000 (though it has since decreased), and as a result of the depopulation
of the farms and the primitive level of agriculture, there was a drop of
3.2% in agricultural output. The Minister of the Treasury called the figures
"unsatisfactory", and the "Financial Times" (19th February) openly accused
the Government of "window dressing'. With up to a million wcrkers unemployed
and up to five million under-employed, and while industry is working at little
more than half its capacity, investors are pouring their capital into gold
‘and foreign currency. The "Financial Times" on January-28th called this "a
‘" clear sign of economic malaise", Italy now has the third highest hoard cf .
gold in the world, During 1968 1,500 million dollars left the country. In
fact, because 6f smuggling and widespread fiddles, the "Financial Times"
(15th April) informs us that "there is no way of measuring the amount of
money which has been moved out of Italy." While the State is forced to inter-
vene in private enterprise to rationalise and stimulate investment in
certain sectors, the employers' crganisation Confindustria laments ‘that
"private isfmotry is being cautious bec¢ause of fears of ‘gcreeping
nationalisation’," x :

THE 1968 ELECTION . |
The upheavals in France were the climax of ten years' pent-up tensinns.

%mid all the administrative chaos and the warnings of economic difficulties

in Italy, the example of the French workers was enough to byrst the bubble

ef the "Italian miracle'", Fed up with the poor housing, the unemployment,

the low wages, the small pensions, the geographical inequalities and the

miserable social services, the Italian people vented their feelings first

through the ballot box. At the peak of the French general strike, the world's
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capitalists received a new shock, In the Italian general election, in which
93% of.the electorate voted, the Socinlists had lost ground to thé
Communist candidates, who gained another 800,000 votes, and to the PSIUP on
their left, who at their first election won 1% million votes, One in three
of Fhe ?lectorate voted for a decisive bresk with capitalism, As the
politipians shuffled positions and intrigued for portfolios, patching up
another short-lived Centre-Ieft coalition, and the established parties

split wide open on the extent of reforms and the viability of any coalition
the masses took matters into their own hands. When police opened fire on a ¢
crowd. of Sicilian strikers, killing two of them, 12 million workers

downed tools on 14th November in protest. The official workers' parties and
trade unions, principally the C.P., learned the lessons of the French events
and were doubly cautious, to the extent of repeatedly staggering what in
effect were general strikes, calling out one town after another, one section
after another, and limiting the strikes sometimes to a matter of hours or
even minutes. Nevertheless, all sections ol the population - workers,
clerks, peasants, unemployed migrants, students, pupils - became involved.
The strike of 1 million state employces on November 19th involved teachers
alongside railway workers, and the Jjudges staged a work-to-rule. The
S5-minute general strike in defence of the Greek political prisoner
Panaghoulis was a tribute to the internationalist consciousness of the
workers, and was intended as a warning to "all dictatorial regimes" and to
the would-be adventurers in the Italian armed forces.

The students' demonstrations for educational reforms affected nearly
all the colleges and universities in the country. Most were already
partially or completely occupied, In February the medical students occupied
mental hospitals and campaigned together with the patients against their
shocking overcrowding and maltreatment. On February 5th the long-drawn-out
‘negotiations for pension reforms were brought out on to the streets.

Twenty million workers - more than have ever participated in any general
strike in history - struck. Huge demonstrations were held in every town, and
there was street-fighting in Florence, Turin, Bologna and in Genoa, where
5000 industrial workers occupied the railway track, At the same time students,
motorway attendants, petrol-pump concessionaires and orange-growers were all
on strike., A week later, ~n February 12th, a new general strike was called,

in protest against geographical discrimination in wages. This time the leaders
cautiously confined the strike in the industrial strongholds to 3 hours in
Milan and Genoa, 2 hours in Turin, and only one hour at Turin's militant

Fiat plant, Immediate concessions were made on both issues. Pensions are to
be raised from 50 to 80% of pay om retirement, linked by a sliding scale to
the cost of living. This will cost £5,400 million over the next ten years.
The wage "zoning'" system has been abolished, and a minimum wage has been
granted, A dock strike paralysed the country on February 26th., On the 27th,
big protest demonstrations greeted the arrival of President Nixon on his
"goodwill" tour, and there was more street-fighting in Rome, On March 6th,

a vote by the staff at Euratom's main common research centre at Ispra to
barricade itself in, as a protest against mass redundancies, was only very

narrowly defeated.

MASS STRUGGLE

was against this turbule§§ setting that the country was rocked by a
new police outrage, In Battipaglia, a small town near Naples where only 3000
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people were employed out of a population of. 25,000, a peaceful demonstration
against the threatened closure of a tobacco factory and a sugar factory was
fired on. A 19-year old youth and a yourg schoolmistress were killed, and
another 200 were injured. This provoked an immediate local insurrection and
a general strike. The town hall was set on fire, As the police beat a hasty
retreat, the workers blocked the roads and railways, stoned cars; set up
barricades of burning vehicles and besieged the police barracks. A nationwide
general strike lasting three hours was called by all three trade union
federations, and the Government was forced to concede the hollow promise that
the closures "would not take place at 1east in the coming year', The new
upheavals electrified the country, Not only were workers and students affected.
The mood of defiance penetrated even prison wallg. A large propertior of Italy's
100,000 prisoners are awaiting trial on remand, There is no bail system, and
many have been waiting for two years. The 1300 prisoners in Milan's San
Vittore jail wrecked 80% of the building, causing £330,000 worth of damages
The 1070 incarcerated in Turin's 115-year-old jail, which was built to hold
600, and the 200 who are crowded up to. five in a cell measuring sik feet by nine
in Genoa's jail, all joined the mutiny. They were protesting not only at the
inhuman living conditions, but at what even the '"Daily Express" (16th April)
called the "archaic and savage prison discipline laws", Even prison governors
have occupied the Ministry in a protest demonstration. In Palermo, Sicily's
capital, explosions plunged half the city in darkness. On May 8th, public
transport in Rome was brought to a standstill by an unofficial strike - a rare
p@enogenon in Italy and a sign of the workers' growing impatience at the
timidity of their leaders. Meanwhile, a nationwide work-to-rule by the postmen
caused a build-up of 800 tons of mail and 200,000 undelivered telegrams., The
ﬁzgttgfiiceslaig wirehousea filled up to overflowing, and letters and parcels
rave e length and breai 3
nowhere to store them? i ?f HEAly: 30 00 Faliveg WERRRY W

In the South, a mass movement was unleached of revolutionary dimensions,
At Castel Vo}turno an uprising forced the Christian Democratic municipality to
resign, The inhabitants of several towns in the province of Foggia, where
methane has been discovered, occupied the wells under the directio; of a
popular committee, which declared that "poverty is not a punishment from God
but the result of a shameful plundering and vasting of resources".. Demonstrations

under similar slogans were held in the Taviol 3
violere area, and at Ceri ’
other towns the labour exchanges were occupied. 2 Snolg an@

. In Roge on 2.%h May 100 senior civil servants occupied part of the
Treasury building, as 5000 civil service exec~tives struck, and 20,000 others
were either on strike or working to rule, Iy this time 100‘millidh'letters had
pi}ed up as a result of the postmen's dispute, and workers on strike included
shipyard workers, statiommasters, taxi-drivers and insurance and social service
workers, In June Sicily saw furtler outbreaks. Bus drivers and other city
employees who had not been paid their wages for May occupied Palermo Towh Hall
for a whole week. 200 farmers tried to take over the regional assembly. Two
hospitals were taken over by striking staff. The dustmen struck. Workers
blocked the railway lines., 100 shipyard workers on June 19th besieged the
palace where the "carabinieri" (army poli -e corps) had their headquarters and
grgvented General Giglio, military commander of Sicily, from entering hisioffice;
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?:e; in pr?m?tive Sardinia, 7000 troops massed for manouvres were prevented
Off éxercising by 500 shepherds and their wives who occupied the site,

Beset by titanic mass struggles. the ruling Sociali L atlian
Democrati? Parties both shattereggint; splinters? andléizszozggtggilEE;ZSnment
fell to pieces, Again the spontaneous upsurge of the people left the ruling
class demoralised and impotent, But the movement unrelentingly pressed .
a?ead. On July 3rd half a million workers struck in Turin for 24 hours against
rising rents. A crowd of several thousand, including most of the workers at .
the Fiat plant, marched through the streets. Barricades were sot up, and =
demonstrators fought 200 riot police and carabinieri, “The Economist"

_(12th July) reported that "the hard core of student revolutionaries was

Joined on the barricades by large groups of young workers", On July 4th, there
was a national broadcasting strike, and underground workers in Milan struck
against bad ventilation. On 10th July, another 24-hour general strike hit
Sicily, and the "Sunday Times" (13th July) wrote in alarm that "workers have
been out in the streets carrying Maoist banners", 2500 peasants marched in Rome,
shouting among other things: "The land to those who work it!" On the same day,
there was even a demonstration outside the Ministry of Labour by 500 invalids,
many of them without an arm or a leg, The priests have also been swept along

by the people's movement. One Florentine priest who sanctioned a sit-in in his
eathedral was supported by a march of 1000 parishioners against his suspension.
The strikes became so widespread that a special telephone service was installed
to give callers the latest information as to which workers wcre on strike at
any given moment. .

PG TICAL - CRISIS

As the class battles gathered momentum, the political authority of the
state - precariously balanced and bureaucratically hidebound even at the best
of times - became utterly discredited., In July Italy's 2Sth postwar government
disintegrated, bickering and panic-stricken, The Christian Democrats,
traditionally the dominant force in every government, split into eight
distinct factionsj the Socialist Party, which had eventually healed its long .
split and united two years ago, losing only a small minority to the new PSIUP,
broke into five factious at its Congress in November, which came to blows and
broke up in disorder, In July the right wing split away, smashing the
coalition. The world's capitalists were terrified of the consequences, Not
only did the crisis wreak havoc in the economy - ruining the tourist trade,
almost halting private investment and driving huge sums of capital abroad,thus
putting the balance of payments in deficit by £232.6 million in the first four
months of the year - but the whole political system was in mortal danger.

"The Times" (22nd April) lamented that "the promised social reforms....have
been overlooked in the more pressing business of political wanouvring. and the
absorbing game of preserving the immediate bases of power'", The "Financial ' -
Times" (15th April) drew the conclusions: "The sad truth is that Italian public
opinion is becoming increasingly disenchanted with Italy's parliament and with
its brand of democracy....Politics are becoming increasingly divorced from the
interests, problems and needs of the man in the street. Strikes,agitation and
violence are becoming a permanent feature of Italian life," In an-editorial on
7th July headed "Italian Gloom", "The Times" surveyed the wreckage of the
principles on which politics has been founded since the war., "That the
Christian Democrats were the dominating party in the country and in all
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coalitionsj; that they could rely on the active su?port of thetChurchiFEEizszEe
Communists were not acceptable partners in a coalition; that h; nio g
would not be acceptable either; that the armed forces would be kep :'ons ;an
politics. Nobody now can be sure how long all or any of these assumptl
continue valid.e.."

WILL THERE BE A COUP?

There have been rumours of an impending coup dletat., In a recent scandal
it was revealed that in 1964, during a similar though-l?ss.serlous Government |
crisis, General de Lorenzo, who was head of the Carabinieri and of counter-
intelligence, was actively plotting to lead an Army putsch and ?o arrest tens
of thousands of militants., The scheme was part of the NATO contingency plan
that the military command unrealistically imagine could be operated in any
Western country. Even in Greece, the more farsighted capitalist politicians were -
dismayed at the inevitable repercussions provoked by the colonels' ?recipitate
adventure, and would have preferred to compromise the left parties in a
coalition first, so that the masses would be demoralised instead of being on.
the attack. In Italy, against a seething population, the military blimps would
be quite powerless, When the capitalists tried to use fascists against the
Labour Movement in 1958, they were met with mass strikes and were forced to
abandon the idea, It is not surprising that now de Lorenzo was compulsorily
retired, and General Giglio was summoned to Rome after threatening to use troops
to break up strikes amd road blocks in Sicily. "The Times' summed up the
capitalists' impotent despair. '"Although rumours of a Greek-style putsch can
probably bz discounted - nobody wants that - they do reflect widespread despair
at the muddle the politicians seem to have made of things....Something will have
to be done before the autumn brings industrial contracts up for renewal and the
students back to their schools and universities." But what? The same paper
repeated on 15th July that "legal or illegal, an authoritarian right wing .
government would be no more éapable of resolving the country's problems than is

the present parliamentary regime," What a gloomy prospect for capitalism, and
what an exposure of its weakness!

After weeks of sterile haggling, the Christian Democrats stepped into the
vacaum to form a one-party minority government. This cannot last. Only two

parliamentary courses remain open to the capitalists: new elections or a new
coalition formula, -

. Advocates of the first course hope that the intensity of the strikes and
demonstrations might frighten, the middle class and give the Christian Democrats
a landslide victory similar to the Gaullists' vote in France last June. But
already the 1968 elections brought the CDs an increased vote on the right at
the same time as the CP and the PSIUP gained on the left, The same would happen
again. All observers agree with the "Financial Times" (7th July) on the .
probability that '"the Communists would gain most from an early election".

- t : — "
THE "POPULAR FRONT |

- The other possibility is a government involving the Communist Party. "The
Times" (7th August) spelt this out clearly on behalf of world capitalism.
"Coolitions...are often a source of strength,....Italy's political salvation
lieS...in the longer term,..on the reintegration of the Italian Commuhist Party...
into the national political process. This, of course, means & coalition....The
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fact that there are apparently no political leaders there capable of uniting
the non-Communist parties into a governing coalition, let alone bringing the
Communists safely into a democratic government, is a tragedy from which all
Europe will suffer," This dramatic change of heart reflects the recognition
by capitalism's best representatives that the Italian Communist Party is at
least as reliable as the French, that the last thing that the Stalinist
leaders want is revulution, and that a cpalition in which the workers' own
party was involved in damping down the struggles, in exchange for promises of
paltry temporary reforms, would for a time disorient the masses and give the
ruling class a breathing-space, The "Financial Times" reported as early as
April 15th that "many Italians are becoming resigned to the idea that -sooner
or later the Communists will be brought into the coalition,.,..Just as in the
late '50s it was hoped that bringing the Socialists into office would
revitalize the Government,...the same hope is now being pinned on the
Communists," On 22nd August the same paper pointed out that "in point of fact
they (the C.P,) have been and are thoroughly integrated in the behind-the- -
scenes give-and-take of Italian national politics'",

Can the C.P. leaders trick the ruling class into signing its own death
warrant, by exploiting its parliamentary difficulties? In giving their rank-
and-file this hope, they are refusing to learn from the bitter experience of
the past. In Spain, the entry of the C,P. into the Government, while tying the
hands of the working class, frightened the capitalists into the args of
General Franco., The Fascists were backed to the hilt by the same capitalists
whose traditional political mouthpieces were compromising the workers' parties
in the Republican coalition government, The workers were left politically
disarmed and defenceless, The officer caste in France today, on the eve of a
new "Popular Front", are already arming in preparation for thir role as a
reserve rescue brigade for capitalism once the workers' movement has been. .
derailed., "It is assumed by many senior army officers that the arrival of even
only a few communist ministers in a government of the left....would cause them
to start clandestine planning for a more active role, if not for a coup."
(Charles Douglas-Home writing in "The Times" on May 23rd.)

The same is true in Italy and every capitalist state, The conclusion to
be drawn is, not to be petrified at the possibility of a coup, not to act as a
fire-hose on the workers for fear of "provoking" a reaction, but to organise
and warn the people to be fully prepared to repel any would-be dictator as
Kornilor in Russia and Kapp in Germany were repelled, Today, by mobilising the
enormous power of the multi-millioned Labour Movement and appealing for
support from the peasants, students, and the middle class, capitalism could be
ended as easily as an elephant swats a flea,

The C.P. leaders talk about the need for "an alliance with the middle
class", They are right in repeating that the middle class must be won or at
least neutralised before the workers can achieve victory. But there is a world
of difference between the alliance that the Bolsheviks forged in Russia
between the workers and the poor peasants, taking the first stride towards the
world revolution, and the unholy compromise which the Stalinists patched up
in Spain with bourgeois parties, opening the road to the Fascist counter-
revolution, Thése parties are not representatives, but 1tfeal exploiters
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of the middle class, reinforcing their basest prejudices to tie them to the
cause of big business. To "unite" with such parties creates nothing but a
vacuum surrounded by political forces pulling outwards in all directions, To
win the middle class, the Communist Party must draw up a programme giving the
peasants the land, offering small businessmen cheap credits, showing them how
they are exploited by the monopolies and the banks, In this way an invincible:
alliance could be rallied behind the socialist banner.

THE COMMUNIST PARTY

Instead the leaders of the strongest Communist Party in the West awe
making overtures to the Christian Demccrats, or to certain factions within that
party. The C.P., aceerding to the "Financial Times" (22nd August) 'has
certainly made every pocsible effort to build up for itself an image of
democratic and parliamentary respectability". This at a time when the :
capitalists themselves admit that parliament is exposed to the people as
something divorced from their interests! The "Financial Times" in February
entitled its report of the C.P. Congress "Respectable Revolutionzries". The
left wing of the Christian Democrats is already making what the "Guardian"
(17th April) described as "flirtatious noises to the Communists", They were
"well received".

On July 9th the "Financial Times'" reported that '"the Communist Party
announced last night that the time was ripe for a radically new left-wing
coalition and hinted that they would consider serving in a future govermment
if asked," Big Business decides that its only hope of survival lies in making
the leaders of the working class #ts direct political agerts, and they coyly
"hint" that they would consider "serving" - "if asked"! But they are in no
hurry even to. undergo the test of ministerial office. Berlinguer, the Party's
deputy leader, said stoically of the cralition: "It will come. Meantime, no
Italian government can ignore us and we can also influence government actions.
very well by staying outside it," Their fear of office has even curbed their
parliamentary ambitions. They have announced in unison with. the Socialist
leaders that they are opposed to new elections which would "only polarise . .
society further and would not solve any problems", The polarisation of society
is a product of the ‘class struggle, and any rarty bearing the name "communist"
would harness the people's revulsion at capitalism to create a new society.
Instead the C.P. leaders are openly abetting the discredited eapitalist
politicians to "solve their problems".

Reichlin, formerly editor of the Communist Party dsily "L'Unita" admitted
in its pages on May 20th that "a profound popular movement is under way which
is aimed at great positive objectives for transforming.the.economic structure
and, at the same time, relations of class and of power." Why does his party

not provide the leaderchip and co-ordination needed to harness that movement
-to victory? :

No wonder that the leaders are losing the monolithic authority which they
once had over the industrial workers. "The Economist' (12th July) reported from
the key industrial centre of Turin: MRepecatedly (C.P. and other trade union
officials) have tried to ride the reévolutionary tiger by joining in the
unofficial -strikes and by proclaiming huge national strikes....These strikes
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receive only lukewarm support, whil i
9 While unofficial stoppages, and
;igﬁ:uﬁh:i:oEi;ratig?E, arouse enthusiasm, In Turinpzigng; havepg:iizig the
on officials dare not enter certain workshovs. T i
) : r « Italia

;Ziditu§1oﬁism was born 1n_Tur1n. Mormism here is three geﬁerations 2id....
i "Fi:zn efe that ﬁhe unions and the Communist Party are losing their hold,"
i ancial Times" (15th April) reports that "membership of the C.P. is
eclining in favour of forces to its left which are accusing the Party of

having gone 'bourgeois!' Violent extremi
sene mist forces with anarchist 1
have sprung up well to the left of the Communists," s

In the course of the impending events, whole strata of
militants within the CP,the SP and the PSIU& will learn the nzgsa?gida
Fhoroughgoing Marxist programme generalising the struggles of the workers in
industry and in the offices, the peasants, the unemployed and the students
and linking them to the overall fight for socialism, They will have to waré
the people of the effects of the "Popular Front'" which inevitably will be
created sooner or later to prop up the ailing system, and demand instead a
government of workers' parties to carry through a socialist programme by
mobilising the masses against capitalism., In this way the rank-and-file of
all the workers' parties can be won to Marxism and the workers mobilised
behind a revolutionary programme. The tremendous struggles taking place
today and tomorrow will re-emphasise to workers throughout the world the
might of the Labour Movement and the weakness of capitalism even in ‘its
pesp successful centres in the present era.

SkRE R R R R Rk

As we go to press, the autumn storm, awaited with anxiety by Italian
capitalism, has broken, Following further gains made by the engineering
workers in Turin, new mass strikes havc been called, invelving in one week
alone two million industrial workers. In Italy, as now in France and in
West Germany, the leadership of the trade unions have had to rush to keep _
in step with the rank-and-file. "Managements are often baffled and bewildered,
because they do not know who to argue and bargain with as the official
union leaders admit they are not in control while they refuse to disown
sudden claims and stoppages.' ("Financial Times", 4/9/69.) The growing
consciousness within the political wing of the Labour Movement has produced,
in addition to the various new groupings to the left of the Communist Party
(which the C.P. dare not repudiate) em organised left opposition produced
by prominent members of the C.P. and publishing a regilar journal - L
Manifesto" - criticising the official policy of the C.P. leaders. Coming
so early in the development of the great class battles, the birth of an
established voice of opposition within the C.P. augurs well for the future
radicalisation of the Italian Labour Movement in the event of a "Popular
Front" coalition. A mass left wing will undoubtedly be created in these
conditions, of a centrist character, clearing the path for a genuine mass
revolutionary party of the workers.
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"However, state monopoly regulation exerciged in fo?ms gnddozta scale
e «which meets the interests of monopoly capital and is aime " e

prééerving its rule, is unable to control the_spoytaneoui Ea o
of the capitalist market. Practically no cap}tallst state -i 7
able to avoid considerable cyclical flunc?ua?lcns a?d slumg:h n its
economy, in some countries periods of ?&pld industrial grota
alternate with periods in which therc 1s a §lo?down and.of en a
drop in production, The capitalist system is 1n the grip of an
acute monetary and financial crisis.

" The scientific and technological revolution offers mankin@
unprecedented possibilities to transform nature, to pr?d?ce immense
materizl wealth and to'multiply man's creative capabilities. Tyese
possibilities should serve the general welfare, but ?apitalisg is
using the scientific and technological revolution to increase its
profits and intensify the exploitation of the werking people seesescs

M ....... Bven in the most developed capitalist countries, millions
of people suffer the torments of unemployment, want and insecurity.
Contrary to assertions about the 'revolution in incomes! and "social

crtnership", capitalist exploitation is in fact increasing. The rise
in wages lags far behind the growth rates of labour productivity and
the intensification of labour, behind the social needs and cven more -
so behind the growth of monopoly profits. The position of the small- -
farmers continues to deteriorate, and the living conditions of a
considerate part of the middle strata are becoming more difficult,

.

GROWING. CRISES, : _  Fhe s hT

"The instability of the capitalist system has increased,: Soeial '~
‘and” political-crises are breaking out in many countries, in the course
of which the. working people are becoming aware of gﬁé necessity of deep
going and decisive changes.

"This became primarily evident from the events in France in May and

" June 1968, from the powerful strike movement there, in which the

communists played on important role and the working people made

considerable goins. A serious clash took place in that country between

the working claoss and considerable sections of the intellectuals and

students on the one hond, ond the Gaullist regime and monopoly rule

on the other. This clash opened up new possibilities for the struggle

- for democracy and socialism,"

All these factors should lead the Communist Parties in the West, if
they hoad remained revolutionary tendencies to prepare the way for a struggle
for power. The middle strata of peasants, white- eollar .workers, small
businessmen and shopkeepers can be won only by irreconciliable struggle
against copitalism, which is the mother of imperinlism. On the contrary,
the policies of the Communist Parties, with the approval of Moscow, is for .
an agreement with the so-called "progressive' section of the capitalist class,
The document notes with approval that the Finnish Communist Party is in the
government., Lenin all his life fought agninst the policies of "coalitionism"
or, its modern version, "Popular Frontism', Behind the back of the Popular
Front, renction will prepare its forces, Only a class programme, an explan-
ation in class terms, of the contradictions of capitalism and of socialist
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ﬁgi:ﬁ;gziicciﬁosiavzoizﬁnizozlems of the working people. So-called

ic f rnments can only pave the way for disillusionment and .
despair within the working class and the mass of the people. It is not
enough to_'?xpose' the theories and fallacies of capitalism, but to provide
an §1terpat}ve. It is n9t an accident that constantly: veferences are m~de

t? imperialism where capitalism would be a better word., And yet mixed up
w1t§ th? demagogic_demand for Populnr Frontism that '"Everywhere the monopoly
capitalists try to create the illusion that everything the working people
aspire to can be achieved without a revolutionary transformation of the
existing system." But how can a revolutionary transformation be -achieved
without an overthrow 'of capitalism and preparing the people for this
overthrow? Coalition as all history has demonsirated is a giganfic trap for
the working class. It only takes place when the capitalists can find no
other means of holding the mass of the people in check., Coalitions or
Popular Fronts take place only at a time of great difficulty ond of social
crisis for capitalism, Why should the capitalists or so-called "progressives"
who represent capitalism come to an agreement with the forces of the working
class if the working class and the masses supporting them are not strong
enough for its overthrow? If they nre strong enough to overthrow capitalism,
on the other hand, why should they allow themselves to stop short of precisely
overthrowing capitalism and making a "revolutionary transformation of the
existing system?" 1If the capitalists agree to having communists and socialists
in the government that can only be for the purpose of discrediting them in
the eyes of the working class. What would be altered in Italy, for exocmple, .
if the "Communists" were added to the coalition of the Christian Democrats
and the Socialists, which held power formerly?

It is not enough to catalogue the crimes of imperialism, of the
"guilt for two World Wars'", of the racialist maniacs, of Hitler and Mussolini,
It is capitalism that gave birth to imperialism, Therefore, only the
destruction of capitalism con prevent thr -ise of new racial maniacs under
conditions of socinl crisis. It is Big Business which financed armed and
organised the Fascist bands for the purpose of destroying the organisations
of the working class. It is a crime, a snare, and a delusion to imagine that
the needs of the working class, that the interests of the working class, can
be served by any other means than by the taking of power and by the establish-
ment of a workers' democcracy. It is not for nothing that nowhere in the
propaganda cud ‘'theory" of the so-called Communist Parties is an analysis
m~de for the reasons oI the victory of Fascism in ¢ 'many, Italy and Spain,
Nor what happened to the post-war coalitions of "progressive forces" with the
Communist Parties in Western Furope. Oncc théy had done the dirty work ofe
saving capitalism from the immediate social crisis they were ignominiously
expelled from the government, They played the same role which was played by
the Mensheviks and Social Revolutionaries in the Russian Revolution, Every
conscientious Labour and Communist worker should study the lessons of the
revolutionary victory in 1917, and of the crushing defeats which were brought
by Stalinism and reformism in he advanced couatri-:s,

“PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE

The section of inter-imperialist contradictions shows the real ideas
of the ruling clique in Moscow, and of the sattelites.

"Contradictions are also growing deeper within the ruling circles
of imperialist countries, between the most belligerent groups who
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gamble on extreme measures, on War, and those who, take into aci:;ount
the new relationship of class forces in fhe World, and thf griwc g
might of the socialist countries, tend to take & more_reullai;it
approach to international problems and to.solv? them tn a ipms :
of peaceful co-agistence between stotes with different SyS ems.

It is necessary and even imperative that in their diplomecy the g
deformed workers states, 1ike Russia under Lenin and Trotsky3 must co?duc
diplomacy for the purpose of splitting the capitalist countries, and 1?
possible preventing them from presenting & united face Fo the Bonapa?tlst
workers states. Lenin and Trotsky conducted such policies. Bu? Legln openly
spoke of the need to-ally with the brigonds of one group of copitalist
countries in order to balance them against the gongsters of another group of.
countries. At the scme time, he exploined that it is necessory for the parties
of the proletariat, including the Russian Communist Party to explain to the
working class that this only represented 2 temporary relotionship of forces.
Under no ccnditicns were the Communist Parties to subordinate themselves

o "good" capitalist powers as against '"bad" capitalist powers. The fact that
the Soviet Union belonged to the Lengue of Netions did not and could hot
prevent the break up of this organisation, ond the involvement of most of
the countries of the World in the bloody disaster of the Second World War.
All the capitalist powers were responsible for the Second World War 2s they
were for the first. It was not only the German capitalists who supported
Hitler and brought him to power, (leaving cside the criminal responsibility
of the Communist and Social Democratic Parties for Hitler's victory), but
the capitalists of France, Britain and America. They helped Hitler to re-
arm, to-teke over Austrin ond Czechoslovckia, becouse of their fear of the
alternative. Fascism came to power because the ruling class at that
particular stage could no longer tolerate the existence of the workers
organisations. In the next epoch the problem will be posed anew of cither
the working class toking control into their own honds or suffering new and
more terrible defents, It is impossible for agrecments between the powers
to prevent the development of the socinl contradictions within the capitalist
countries. The United Nations, or in renlity the disunited national merely
represents ~ forum for the solutions of secondary problems., It could not
even prevent o war between Hondor-s and El1 Salvador! It was used in the
Congo ond in Korea in the interests of imperialism, It, like diplomntic
agrecments, can only solve secondary problems, but cannot solve the problems
of so-called co-existence of states.

HOW NOT TO DEFEND SOVIET UNION

"The moin link of united action of the anti-Imperialist forces
remains the struggle agninst war and for world pence, ngninst the menace of
thermo-nuclear war, and mass exterminaticn which continues to hang over
monkind".

It should be noted too that Stalin in his role of dictator of the Soviet
Union and representative of the Bureaucracy, with the dream of "peaceful
coexistence" and of so called '"'collective security" helped to precipitate
the Second World War. The policies of the Communist Parties were subordinaged
to chimera of the League of Nationas and of the "peace loving powers'". For
five years Communist Parties or rather the Communist International as it
then was ceaselessly propagandised the false notion, hardly to be descrtbed
as atheory", of "peace loving" and "war mongering' powers. They demanded
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an allience between. France, Britain, America and Russia to hold Hitler in

check. ?hen doing a somersault Stalin signed a pact with Hitler which b
demoralising the workers of France prepared the way for Hitler's victorges

and the attack on the Soviet Union. The Communist Parties did a hundred

percent turn and discovered the war mongers in the former '"peace loving"

powers, even demanding peace on Hitler's terms. Hitler had been transformed into
a ''peace lover", Then with the attack on the Soviet Union the "warmongers of
Imperialism", Britain, France and America once again became "democrats and
lovers of peace'. : .

Through the whole of the period during the attack on the Soviet Union the
Communist Party ceaselessly agitated for a second front to help the sore need
. of the Soviet Union. Anglo-Amecrican Imperialism continued to pile up resources

of men, materials and munitions, grudgingly supplying the Soviet Union with
3% of its production.. The calculations of the ruling class were clear. Truman
in America who later became President, Moore-Brabazon, who was in the Cabinet
in Britain, blurted out the truth, which the Communist leaders concealed, that
the more Germans and Russians that killed each other the better for Britain
and America i.,e. of the ruling classes of these countries. At the most critical
moment of Hitler's invasion Stalin asked for a million British troops, who
curiously enough were strung out ‘across Persia and the Middle East, with even
more curiously & million Russian trocps facing them, to fight on the Eastern
Front together with the Red Army. This was supposed to be in lieu of a Second
Front whichQurchill said was not possible at that time. Churchill as the
representative of British Capitalism "generously" éffered to garrison the
Caucasus cnd the Baku oilfields with his million troops for service with their
comrades on the Eastern Front. Even Stalin understcod what that meant and
rejected the offer,

The war drogged on in Europe as a war to the death between Fascist Germany
and the Soviet Union., The most developed nreas of the Soviet Union were laid
waste and the Soviet Union was bled white, Only owing to the traditions of the
October Revolution, of the ndvantages of the planned economy, and of the vastness
of Russia, did the Soviet Union survive the attack. Then counter-attacking
and advancing from Stalingrad 2,000 miles into Germany. It was only when it
became apparent that if they did not make haste they would meet the Russians
on the Channel that the "Allies" launched the Second Front.,

At times these facts which were commented on even by bourgeois historians,
are blurted out by the Russian leaders and the leaders of the Communst Parties,
at various times of friction between Russiz ond Anglo-American Imperialism.
But neither at the time nor since was the position explaoined as Lenin would
have cdone to the poeples of the World. The leaders of the Communist Parties
of the West have begun to swallow cnd become infected by their own
propagnnda, while the Russian and Chinese Bureaucrzcies cynically play one
tune and now and then the opposite, according to the shifting and swaying
tides of their own interests, What remains out of the reckoning is the class
analysis of national policies. While from the point of view of the working
class there is a vital difference between Fascism and Democracy(the democratic
rights of the working class form the elements of 2 new society which from the
capitalist point of view it is the task of Fascism to erase) both democratic
and fascist countries remain Imperialist becausc of the class nature of the
State. In o confused way this document inconsistently says this when it
categorises the countries of Imperialism, Marx and Lenin clyhasised again
and again the need not to play with phrases but to make a class analysis of
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countries and the policies which will be d?erEd 1'.11er'e‘t33,71:L JhliCOZhe —_—
Monopoly capitalists, the banks and financiers control Ete e? nthi, e I
they, however complex the inter-relations gay be, who de erTlne Ogies
of the State. This is even more true in this epoch where thc monop -
at this stage are intertwined in what the document calls_Sta?e M?n:po v
capitalism, under modern conditions, than at any other time 1n history.

"A new World War can be averted by the combined effort of the §oc1allst
countries, the internmational working class, the national liberation movement,
all pegce loving countries, public organiscations and mass movements.

The defence of peace is , inseparably linked up with - the struggle Fo compel
the imperinlists to accept peaceful co-cxistence with states ylth d1ffe?en?
social systems, which demnnds observance of the principles which sovereignity,
equality,territorial inviclability of every state, big ond smell, and non-
interfercnce in the internal affairs of other countries, respect for the
rights of every people, freedom to decide their social,cconomic and political
system, ond the settlement of outstanding international issues by political
means through negotiation"

To stort with, these principles are trampled on ot every turn by the
Great Powers and especially the super-Powers. The Russian Bureaucracy
itself in fighting for the nationcl interest of the ruling caste has brutally
suppresscd the right of the Czechoslovak peoples, and previously of the
Hungarian pecple, to ''choose’ in the one case o regime of workers democracy,
and in the case of the former cven a liberal democratic reforms which did not
alter the basic character of the State, but ended the totalitarianism of
Novotny and Rokosi.

PEACE LOVING™?

The area the Russian bureaucracy regorded as their sphere of influence,
and would not permit the peoples of Eastern Europe to decide for themselves.
If this is the case in countties where capitalism has becn destroyed (although
it proves that neither democracy nor liberty exist in the Soviet Union and the
other Bonapartist workers states how much more does it apply to capitalist
countries? Nor does thewnedifying sight of border battles between Russia
and China with the conventional methods of modern war, tanks, planes and
‘gung, provide a2 stimulating and inspiring example of pecaceful co-existence
to the working class of America, Vestern Zurope and the World). How much
more is it the case in the countries of imperialism which were so stingingly
indicted in this very pamplct? One does not educate the tiger to eat
vegatables., No more can imperinlism be tamed without destroying the bacis
of imperialism., What are "peace loving" countries in comparison with "war
loving" countries? To pose the question is to show the ridiculous nature of
the description. For how long did Lenin tirelessly repext the idea of -
Clausewitz that "'war is the continuation of policy by other means™. The
document ‘indicts the French, the W.German, the Italian, the American, the
British and the Japanese imperialists. But they hold the power in all of
these countries.. Whieh then of the great powers is "peace loving''? At
times the capitalists powers will support peace at others war depending on
their interests and social stress. The document is shot through and through
with contradictions. On the one hand a description of imperialism and its
crimes, on the other hand mysterious "peace-loving countries'", The class
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analysis of countries and policies is abandoned. Who is to bring peace? How
is peace to be obtained? By what means can peace be successfully defended?
Lenin said many times' that the correct posing of questions provides a correct
solution to the problems of the working class and of the working people. It
is true that modern weapons, particu Z.ly those of the super-powers pose an
even more horrifying dilemma than faced the peoples before the First
and Second VWorld Wars. The only thing that could have prevented the outbreak
of these wars, would have been the victory of the Socialist Revolution in the
main- capitalist countries. Lenin said that it was a fariy tale that the
First World War:was the ‘war to end wars', The dein “ of German and Japanese
imperialism in the Second VWorld War has not meant tne blossoming of peace
and cluture. It has resulted in any even more horrifying arms race, and the
wasting of the substance of the peoples on ever more horrifying means of
destruction. Bacteriological, chemical and nuclear weapons are being
manufactured. The solemn attempt by the super-p wers to maintain nuclear
arms for themselves alone has not succeeded., China,France and Great Britain also
have nuclear arms. If World War has not taken place it is because war would
not be in the interests of imperialism at the present time, It would inevitably
result in a nuclear holcaust. It would destroy the goose that Yays the olden
eggs by destroying, not only civilisation and the woi. ing class, but even
possibly most or all of humanity, and turn the planet into a region of
radio activity. But the most important reason why there has not been war
has been the class relationship of forces., When Russia was at her weakest
in I945 ir comparison with Anglo-American Imperialism, at the end of the
. Second Wo»ld War, it was the movement of peoples of Europe, Asia, and Africa
and the radicalisation of the working class in America and Britain, which made
it im_pdéi_sib1§e§9§dAnglo-.&merican Imperialism to attack the Soviet Union ,2ut in the
ilz the iter-war “the defeats of the working class led to the victory of .
Fascism in Italy, 8pain and Germany and the defeat of the workers movements
in France, Britain and other countries paralysed the working class and allowed the
the imperialists to take to the road of war. At the present time there is an
awakening and radicalisation of the peoples in the main capitalists countries.
But if this radicalisation, which draws behind it the middle class and.the
peasantry, does not reach fruition in the cap%aring of power by the working class
then inevitably it will prepare the way for reaction, and the rise of
new Hitlers and Mussolinis. If one imagined that the workers of America,
Japan and Western Europe, fail in the coming epach to take power into their
own hands then the victory of reaction which would thereby be prepared could
lead to a Third '/orld War. A madman, an American Hitler, once in power would
not hesitate to try a "first strike", There would be no other way than war,
as was the case with Hitler and Mussolini. Democracy and the rights of the
working class are elements of & new social system within capitalism, which
it is the task of reaction and fascism to destroy. But the unstable balance
of forces which exist at the present time between the classes cannot be
maintained indefinitely. While the economic upswing continues the capitalist
powers can come to a robbers agreement with each other, and with the Soviet
and Chinese bureaucracies. But when the economic upswing will inevitably
be succeeded by a downswing, they will regard the very existence of the
workers organisations as an unacceptable impediment to their exploitation of
the working people, At the present time they are making super profits and
can therefore tolerate various reforms. The hour will strike when they -
can longer do so if the working class fails to take qdvantage of the national
and international contradictions of capisalira to take power into their own hands.
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Only the socialist revolution can prevent a Third World War and the destruction
of humanity. The document says: "liass action against imperialism is a condition
for implementing the policy of peaceful co-existence. Directed as it is against
the war mongers, reactionaries and monopoly arms manufacturers, this policy meets
the general interests of the revolutionary struggle against every form of
oppression and exploitation, and promotes friendship between all peoples and

the development of fruitful economic, scientific, technological and other spheres
of co-operation between countries with different social systems in the

interest of social progress." Who arc the warmongers, who are the reactionaries
and monopoly arms manufacturers? "Recent class battles have struck a blow at

the illusions spread by partisans of neo-capitalism and reformism, and has given
fresh proof of the basic propesitions of Marxism-ieninism, In contrast to the
right and left opportunisis, the Communist and workers' Parties do not counter-
pose the fight for deep-going economic and social demands and for advanced
democracy against the struggle for socialism, but regard it as a part of the
struggle for socizlism. The radical democratic changes which will be achieved

in the struggle against the monopolies and the economic domination and political
power will promote an awareness of the need for socialism among the people,"

The first part of this quotation is in entire contradiction to the one before
and succeeding it, It is only by linking the struggles of the industrial and
white~cellar workers with the struggle for socialism that even the economic
interests and demands of the working class and middle class can be realised

for any length of time. There is no special section of the capitalist class which
is, in and of i~self, reactiorn~vy., Against a threat from the working class,

the entire capitalist class will close ranks, Friendship between peoples,as the
sad examples of China, Russia and Czechoslovakia show, is not a question of
pious, pacifist whimperings, The interests of the working class of all countries
are one and the same, because the enemy is the same, capitalism-imperialism.It

is not a question of an abstract internationalism, but of the actual world
division of labour created by capitalism, and reaching an unequalled intensity
in the last quarter of a century, which created a basis for the union of peoples,
It is gaudlin sentimentaiity to talk of even co-operation between the capitalist
powers themselves, except temporarily, let alone "between countries with
different soncial systems in the interests of social progress", It is like the
parsons' and priests' dc - lamations on the nced to assist the poor and hungry and
homeless and the "underdeveloped" worid, This is preci =2ly to ignorec social
realities and fall into the trap of the proponents of neo-capitalism and
reformism,

"Socio-differentiation is developing in the newly independent countries.
There is a sharpening conflict between ‘he working class, the peasantry and
other democratic forces, inclvding the patriotic-mir .cd sections of the petty
bourgeoisie on the one hand, and on the other,imper..lism and the forces of
domestic reaction. the elements of the rna“ional bourgeoisie which are
increasingly accepting a decal with imperialism,%

And again: "The pressing problems <7 social development in these states
are the object not only of 2 sharp struggle between the neo-colonialists and
the people of these countries, but also of internal social conflicts,"

This is perfectly true but in and of itself poses the question cf the
struggle for power by the proletariat which can, as in the Russian revolution,
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carry to a conclusion the tasks of the democratic revolution. Then passing over
to the tasks of the socialist revolution, which in its turn cannot be solved
on national 1lines alone, If the bourgeoisie in these byckward countries

cannot solve the tasks of even the bourgeois revolution which were solved in
the past in the industrialised capit.list countries, then how can it even be
posed that the "progressive'' bourgeoisie of France, of Italy, of America for
example, in the epoch of imperialist decay can solve the social tasks posed

in these countries? The internal social confliets in both backward and advanced
capitalist countries do not arise at the arbitrary whim of this or that
reactionary politician, but out of the economic relations of capitalism
nationally and internationally.

"Countries which have taken a capitalist road have been unable ©
to solve any of the basic problems facing them." This applies just as much to
the main capitalist countries as to the backward countries, The document ?hen
goes on to say: "the imperialists show special hostility towards states with
progressive regimes....(They)organise counter-revolutionary activities through
their agents and back reactionary elements in the state apparatus and the armed
forces, They try to utilise anti-communist prejudices to spread discord among
patriots.’’ All this is undoubtedly true. But it does not get us any further'
forward, If, "confronted with rising popular discontent, the internal reactionary
forces in these countries are intensifying with imperinlist support their
assault on democratic freedom," if "they are kindling conflicts between
national,ethnic, religious, tribal and linguistic groups'", if the imperialists
are doing all this in the backward countries and finding allies in the local
capitalists, then it is clear that only an implacable struggle nationally and
internationally for the overthrow of the landlords and capitalists can solve
the problems of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America, And by the way,
in a caricatured form even the much maligned theory of the permanent revolution
is stealthily included in the section on Latin America - "the struggle for
genuine national sovereignty and economic independence is intertwined with an
acute class struggle against capitalist exploitation and above all, against the
foreign or local monopolies of the latifundia," The only problem is that this
is not linked with the idex of a socialist revolution as the only means of
successfully achieving and consolidating economic, democratic and social
demands. Instead, as in the imperialist countries, we are fobbed off with
vague formulae, But if the national bourgeoisie in colonial or ex-colonial
countries plays the reactionary role which is hinted at in this document ,how
can it even be suggested that in the main capitalist countries there is a
"progressive" bourgeoisie which will not betray as in Spain, France, Italy
and Germany, the aspirations of the people at a moment of danger into the
hands of reaction?

STICKS & STONES

Hoving shown the horrors of imperialism and, incidentally, this is
repented and emphasised on practically every page of the document, they then
go on to deal with what should be done about this, With unconscious humour,
they stase: "The Communist and Workers' Parties represented at the meeting,
aware of their historic responsibility, proposed united action to all Communists
of the world, to all opponents of imperialism, and to all who are prepared to
fight for peace, freedom and progress.'' The fact that the "Communists' are
not united on fundamental issues is 2 comment in itself, They then go on
confidently to declare that "a new worid war can be averted by the combined
effort of the socialist countries, the international working class, the
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national liberation movement. all pe-reloving countries, public organisations
and mass movemenis." Ve have already asked: what are "peaceloving countries'"?
And we now add: what ~re "public organisations"? There is only one trifle
overlooked in this detlamatory statement. and that is the question of HOW?
Wagging a finger at the inperialists and saying "naughty, naughty" will not
even ruffle a hair of their heads. It is no accident that this conference was
reviewed very calmly in The serious orzans of the capitalist press in the
advanced capitalist countiies. It reri=ads one of the old nursery rhyme,
"Sticks and stones may break my bones, but names will never hurt me'", The only
threat that the imperialistc are interosted in is the threat to their power,
privileges, income and prectige, like all ruling classes and castes in history,
To defend their right to rule and in defence of their profits, for temporary
periods they ore premared to sacrifice a part of their income, But if a threat
is posed, it camnnot remain a question of words, because the imperialists will
inevitably organise their resources for reactlon, if only a partial attack is
made. In France, ior example, a great part of the gnins made by the working
class have already been cancelled out by inflation. This will provoke a further
rmovement of the working class which, if derailed on to the lines of a Popular
Front and not carried through to a conclusion, will prepare the way for savage
reaction and civil war with covntless unnecessary victims,

As thess l*ues ~are written. the echoes of the demonstrations and of
vicious repressive l:gisiation are reverberating from Czechoslovakia, The next
paragyaph. following -1 the one quoted above piously and hypocritically
declaves: "The defence cf peace is inseparably linked wp with the struggle to
comBel the imverialiste tc accept peaceful coexistence of states with different
gocial systems . wrich demands observance of the principles of sovereignty,
equality, territoric. inviolability in every state, big and.small, and
non~intérierence in *the irtermal affairs of other countries, respect for the
rights of every people freely to decide their social, economic and political
systems, and the settlement of outstanding international issues by political
means through negotiation." (Their emphasis,) Again we ask, who is going to
enforzc this, and how? If the Soriet bureaucracy in defence of what it conceives
to be its interests "« prepared to flout the public opinion of the international
working class and of "pr- ziessive' public opinion, how much more would the
imperialists act in the same way when they conceive their interests to be
threatened? Thz invasion of Czmechoslovakia involved two states with the same
social system, where capitalism and landlordism have been overthrown, and which
have the same type of ruling bureaucrasy. The "defence of peace" is inseparably
linked with the siruggle fcr the overthrow of monopoly capital and of the
rottin$ Scviet bureaucracy,

", actions of the Clinese and Russian Bureaucracies have assisted
the capitalists in maintaining their hold on the public opinion of the middle -
class, and even of wide scctions of the working class. That is why the statement
112> the follaw:ng ring so hollowly.

o .n attempts of imperianlism tc ~vercome its intermal conflict by building
up international teansion and creating hot-beds o: f war, are hampered by
the policy of paaceful ”o— existence. This policy does not imply either the
preservation of the social and political status-quo or 2 walening of the
ideological stiruggle. It hclps promote the class struggle aigainst imperial-
ism on a nat;onﬂl and worlawide scale,”
Again the question that can immediately be asked is how this is done. Of course
this is obvious that the Scviet Union and China are not interested in provoxing
a World War., Even the bureaucratic ruvlers of these countries, because of the
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abolition of capitaiisu . and landlord{sm have not the same  pressing need
for markets and sources of raw material, It is true that they are bound to
have to participate on the World Market, and the World division of labour,
but such participation is conditioned by the monopoly of foreign trade and
the state ownership of the means of production. But for the capitalist powers
and this whole document is supposed to be against imperialism, imperialism is
a condition for the existince of national identities. Though struggling against
each other, they have a common soidarity, in the last analysis, agaihst the
working class and those countries where capitalism has been abolished, The
document in the very next paragraph to that quoted then says:-
"Determined class struggle Sor the abolition of monopolies and their rule
for the institution of a genuinely democratic system, and for the establish-
ment of socialist power, whatever may be the road leading to the achievement
of this goal, is an inalienable right and duty of the working people and
the Communlst and Workers Parties in the capitalist qountries. The Communists
of the World are in solidarity with this just battle." s
Again, these are empty words in contradiction with the previous ideas. Itis ome
one thing for the States where capitalism has been overthrown to offer peace-
ful co-existence to the capitalist States. (and even here it depends on the
relationship of forces, nationally and internationally. Had the Communists &
and Socialists of Germany pursued a different policy it was the duty of the
Red Army, if it had been true to the doctmine on which it had been founded
to have gone to the aid of the German worders in order to prevent Hitler from
coming to power. Such a policy linked tq a correct international policy on the
part of the Soviet Union and the Communist International would have led to the
victory of the revolution in Germany and Europe and thus prevented the Second
World War.) But the cynicism of Bureaucrats knows no bounds. During the
Second World War the Red Army invaded the small Finnish nation to protect the
flank of Leningrad. This brought the Finnish capitalists into the war on the
side of Hitler, and dealt an enormous blow to the standing and support of the
Soviet Union in the eyes of the World working class. But like the Cgech
events the invasion was dictated, not by consideration of the need to maintain
the support of the world working class, but purely from the immediate needs of
the national bureaucracy.

If the question is put from the point of view of being for or against peace,
only a madman, particularly under modern conditions, would be in favour of war.
But every war in the moBern capitalist World has been waged under the hypocrit-
ical banner of "A struggle for peace. This did not prevent the outbreak of
the wars. The condition for peace is precisely the wazing of the class struggle ,
to a conclusion, and the e¢’imination of the causes of war. '"Peaceful co-existence,
like "'collective security'" before it, can only provide a breathing space, If
the working class and its leadership fail to take advantage of this breathing
space, however protracted it may be, they will peve the way for reaction, a
new World War., and perhaps the elimination of civilisation and even mankind.

"The document is full of contradiction throughout. Not a single question
is thought throvzh to a conclusion in a manner of Marx or Lenin. Contradictory
statements are piled one upon another to make a horrible stew of ideas.
In the very next paragraph to the one quoted is thls statement which is
completely opposed to it:-

"Mass action against imperialism is & condition for implementing the policy
of peaceful co-existence. Directed as it is againast the war mongers, reaction-
 aries, and monopoly arms manufacturers, this policy meets the general interests
of the revolutionary struggle against every form of oppression and exploitation,
and promotes friendship between all peoples and the development of fruitful
economic, scientific, technological and other spheres of co-operation between
countriea with different social systems in the interests of social progress,"
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#ho are the warmongers, reactionaries,and monopoly arms manufacturers?
It is true that between different sections of the capitalist class there
are conflicting interests, but these pale into insignificance in face of
their struggle against the working class, The policy of peaceful co-existence,
which replaced that of the discredited theory of "collective security" has
now been followed for almost a quarter of a century, Yet Laever in history
have more of the material means of civilisation been squandered in the arms
race in all fields. The statement we quoted earlier on the military strength
of the Soviet Union shows that she had been compelled, partly because of the
reactionary policy of the Soviet burcaucracy, partly for the neecds of defence,
to pile up huge quantities of all weapons including nuclear arms and a
competition with American Imperialism. Thus the policy of the Soviet Union
and of China should be the idea of’ ""promoting friendship between all peoples
and fruitful economic scientific and technilc ical and other spheres of
co-operation.”" But how? By abandoning revolutionary methods? But even here
the whole purpose is non-revolutionary and anti socialist in ideology. To
prattle about friendship between peoples without raising the class question
is idle chatter. To facilitate mass action against Imperialism would mean
offering a joint plan of production over a number of years with the integration
of the economy of the main capitalist countries with that of the Soviet Union,
or of China. as the case may be, in the interests of raising the standard of
living of all., This would be a means of mobilising the peoples of the Western
countries and of Japan against capitalism, That is one of the reasons why
neither the Chinese nor the Russian burcaucracy imprisoned in the national
outlook of their bureaucratic needs cannot even raise the question in this
way. Indeed, it is a sociological comment of the greatest significance that
in this epoch where productive forces have outgrown the narrow boundaries of
the national states, created by capitalism, as well as the private ownership
of the means of production, that the bureacracies of Fastern Europe have
proved incapable of abolishing the national boundaries and organising a
socialist Federation of the Balkans and Eastern Burope, together with Russia
and China, That in Eastern Burope they are not capable of even achieving
2 limited economic integration which the capitalist powers of the six
Common Market countries have achieved, however shaky and weak this cconomic
co-operation might be. What is the point in demogogic references to a
World "socialist" system when they cannot even unite their economies into
one single harmonious and fruitful economic,scientific and technological plan?

HOW TO PREVENT WAR

"To preserve peace, the most urgent task is to prevent the spread of
nuclear wcapons, and to enforce the nuclear non-proliferation treaty."
It was this policy which was one of the reasons for the break between the
Russian and Chinese bureaucracy. A potential super power, the Chinese
bureaucracy was determined to have all the most modern weapons of destruction.
They were not prepared to place themselves under the umbrella of the Soviet
bureaucracy. Like the ruling classes in capitalist countries, the bureaucracy
of the deformed workers states hote and fear each other, because they know
each other for what they are, They would not trust each other when it comes to
a question of their fundamental interests. Thus Britain and Fronce,despite
their ecoaomic weakness in comparisen with the super powers, have attempted
to maintain their own nuclear arms. Though the might of these arms in
comparison with that of the super powers is like comparing the power of a revolver
. to that of a batteries of artilery. What can prevent the spreading of nuclear
weapons to the smaller imperialist powers if they decide that it is in their
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vital interests to obtain these? What can prevent West Germany, Japan,
Sweden or Switzerland from manufacturing nuclear weapons if they so desire?
And even so, there are now bacteriological and chemical weapons which can

be as great a scourge to the peoples, and which any developed scientific
and technological power can manufacture.,

It is one thing to conduct agitation for nuclear disarmament and the
destruction of nuclear weapons and stockpiles, in order to raise the level
of understanding of the mass of the people, particularly of the middle strata,
It is entirely a different thing to imagine trat while Imperialism or Capitalism
exists- i.e, the power of the capitalist class to control the economy, and thus
to dictate policy- that such a ban could be successful., The whole idea of
such a campaign from a Lennirt point of view would be to link them with the
tasks of overthrowing capitalism, So that in the struggle to ban nuclear
weapons the people would come to realise the incompatability of such a demand
with the existence of capitalist power. The idea of the so-called "Communists"
is apparently to confuse rather than to clarify, because they conduct the
struggle against nuclear weapons as if it was an end in itself, and could be
achieved while capitalism still remains.

" The basic interests of the peoples demand the intensification of the
struggle against militarism in all its forms, particularly against the
military industrial complex of the U.S.A. and other imperialist

states, To call on all peace loving forces to mount a struggle for a
radical, cut-back in military budgets ond fcr general and complete
disarmament under effective international control, so as to switeh resources
now absorbed by the arms race to improving the working peoples lives,
r-omoting the health services and education and rendering assistance to the
developing countries."

This is a praiseworthy aim. In fact all the governments, parties and churches
pay & lip service to.this utopia. It is true that Russia under Lenin and
Trotsky also issued propaganda for general and complete disarmament. But this
was not to increase illusions but to expose the hypocricy of the governments

of the capitalist states. They emp’ "sised ond:re-emphasised again and again
that the sole road to disarmament lay in the socialist revolution, the elimination
of frontiers and the fraternal collaboration of peoples. Time and again

well intentioned scientists and technicians h2ve pointed out the enormous
resources which harnessed, planned and orgnnised could provide abundance for
all. Want,poverty and deprivation could be abolished and the planets turned
into an earthly paradise. Thus the idea cmpirically of collaboration of classes
and nations for the good of nll has been a standby cf Protestant parsons
Buddhists,Bikkus and Catholic theologians., All should cooperate in harmony with
all. Only one trifle is left out of account. the dialectic of conflicting
interests. The struggle between classes and nationa which arises as an
inevitable result of the class structure of society. Thus gerral disarmament
could only be achieved through the overthrow of the military industrial

complex i.e, capitalism, . el

"The interests of world peace calls for disbandment of military blocks". It is
true that in the legend Joshua blew on his horn and the walls of Jericho came
tumbling down. But paper thuderbolts will not have the same result in the real
world, The walls of capitalism are powerful, They can only be breached by the
working class armed with the teachings of Marx and Lenin. The army of the working
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class cannot be hardened and prepared by the pre.ching of empty pacifist
illusions, nor the delusion.that there is an easy rcad to peace in
agreement between the capitalist rulers and the Soviet block and China.

" The only references to the United Nations are the demands “for the rest-
oration of the rights of the Peoples Republic of China in the United Nations'
and "the complete implementation of the November 1967 resolution of the U.N.
Security Council.” (on the Middlc Zast,)!The paper resolutions of the United
Nations like the statements at this conference are stillborn because of the
differing interests of the participants,.It isimstructive to sce how since
the war the United Nations has been completely incapable of solving any
questions considered of vital importance to the world blocks or their: client
states., If the United Nations is completely incapable of settling small wars
and coercing such countries as South Africa, on the issue of its seizure of
S. W. Africa, how much less could it coercethe great powers and even less the
super powers?

The whole document is confused with petit bourgeois ideology. The class bas-
is of rascism, imperialism or war are not simply and clearly laid out so that
they could be understood by any worker however politically backward, or the
new layers of the middle class, such as the students, awakening to radical
jdeas. The'manifestations of Fascism......demands the united action by all,
the anti-Fascist forccs ......2lso greater international support from ..eceee
democratic and progressivc movements in every country.' The only question
which arises is .who and what are democratic and progressive movements? Does
it include those who benefit by the divisions between the working class and
the peoples? Again middle class conceptions ignoring the source of the ide-
ology and practices of racislism, While .11 Marxists would support the
democratic demand and the statement "'we communists are convinced that it is
impossible to put an end to 2 policy ofimperialist aggression, to abolish
colonialism 2nd neo-colonizlism once and for all and uproot Fascism and
racial oppression without resolute struggle against the power of monopoly
capital and democratic dem=nl: which,once won,would weaken the position of
imperialism as a whole and strike at the very foundations of its rule. Such
a struggle would create favourable conditions for achieving the ultimate
goals of the working class movement," Dut 2gain the question can be asked -
is not monopoly capital going to prepare its revenge unless it is expropriated?
The Labour Government in Britain passed = law making it compulsory to
divulge information as to the subventions to political parties by companies.
They probably thought that this would frighten the oligarchy. Instead,big
compcnies and small are increasing their subsidies to the Tory party,the
party of Big Business in Britain. The only way to struggle against the power
of monopoly capital is to prepare its expropriation, The real idea behind
this phrase-mongering is shown when they call upon all organisations
representing not only the workers and peasants,but 'various groups and social
strata...on realistically minded political leaders of the capitalist countries
and on all democratic parties...We invite them all to join in a broad and
constructive exchonge of opinions on the widest possible range of issues
bearing on the.antiv;gggrialist struggle. .o for...united action with all
progressive,prtrioctie-=nd peacc-loving forces on a natiocnal,regional and
international scale.' (Our emphasis) Vho are these realistically minded
politicel leaders of the capitalist countries? Vhich are the democratic
perties? Who are the progressive,patriotic sind peace-loving forces? It is
certain that this statement is not politically realistically minded, Do they
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mean in Britain,for example,the Tory and Liberal parties,or their
equivalent in other countries? But these are the very representatives
of that imperialism and neo-colonialism they are struggling ageinst. They
are asking Beelzebub to fight against Satan., The forces of vice to espouse
the cause of virtue, e

Without a thorough analysis of. the class roots of fascism and of
racialism,it is impcssible to conduct & successful struggle against them.,
Over the decades the sc-called Communist Parties have become more and more
degenerate,partly as a result of the bureaucracies of the deformed workers'
states,partly as a result of the pressure of capitalism and reformism in the
advanced countriec,and partly as a result of the abandonment of Marxist
theory under the pressare of Stalinism in the past. The strikipg impression
that is made by the document on anyone with a Marxist training would be the
lack of transitional demands linking the present consciousness of the
working class with the necd for o Socialist revolution. The.struggle for
peace,for bread and for .Jand was linked indissolubly by Lenin and Trotsky
in I9I7 with the need for the October revolution. While there is not a
revolutionary situation at the present time,a pre-pre-revolutionary
situation exists in Italy,and the Communist Party sabotages the struggle by
limiting it to economic and democratic demands. It should be remembered
that the bourgeoisie changes from the use of a democratic. facade,though
-with important conccssions to the workers through the so-called democratic
parties,and when this proves inconvenient,switches to support of the fascist
parties,and when the situation demands itgback to support of 'democratic’
parties, They prefer democracy because o fascist. regime,or even a
Bonapartist dictatorship,is enormously expensive. In a fascist regime they
only hold power indirectly. But their power can only be broken completely
by the teking of the economic power out of their hands,by the accomplishing
of the Socialist revolution. There is no other way of guaranteeing peace,
higher standards of living,and ending impericlism and racialism, This is
the only safeguard agninst reaction ~nd fascism.

IDEAS OF MARX & LENIN

"' The rise and development of the world socialist system, eomprising

I4 states and the inspiring irTluence of Socialism on the entire world,
have created the pre-requisites for acceleratin: historical progress, and
have opened new prospects for the advance and triumph of Socialism
throughout the world!.. . :

Socialism has chown mankind the prospect of deliverance from imperialism.
The new social system, brzed on public ownership of the means of production
an? on the. power of the woriking people is capable of ensuring the planned,
crisis-free development of the economy in the interests of the people,
guaranteeing the socinl and nolitical rights of the working people,
creating the conditiorns for genuine democracy, for real participation by
the broad masses of people in the administration of society, for all

round development of the individual and for the equality and friendship
of notions',

This would be truz i the workers and peasants had real control of the
economy and of the state in their oim hancs. This was the society envisaged
by Marx and Lenin as a society of transition towards socialism., But every day
new evidence appears from all the countri:s of the so-colled world socialist
 bloethat only the state ownership of proluction and a plan, the bare bones
zf a workers state, exist at the present time, The jailing of the writers
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in the Soviet Union, the continued persecution of the Crimean Tartars,
the lack of any real liberty or control by the people, the chaos in
planning and the waste in the economy, indicate that the statements of
this kind are based on the sheerest cynicism. The abuses and malpractice
of the bureaucracy did not end with the exposure of the crimes of
Stalin. The privileges, power and income of the ruling managers, party
leaders, state officials, and army generals, the inequalities and injustices
between the workers and the ruling privileged layers is as great or greater
than in Stalin's time. In China and in Cuba the ‘‘cult of the personality"
rages round the figures of Mao and of Castro. The relations between Russia
and China and Russia and Czechoslovakia are but symptoms of the relationship
within the countries themselves. This I3 years after the 20th Congress
was supposed to have ended such abuses. If Socialism was built in the Soviet
Union and the other countries the state would have withered away and money,
commodity production and the very existence of classes and of castes would
have disappeared. At least the process would have begun and be accelerating.
The swift economic development of these countries outpacing
the economic development of the capitalist countries is proof of
the superiority of state ownership and a plan in comparision with private
ownership and the anarchy of the market, But the fact that in
the decisive field of the productivity of labour the Soviet Union lags
behind that of the mightiest: capitalist power, the United States, is proof
that not even the foundations of Socialism have been laid in these countries,
Yetthey boast in the Soviet Union of a transition to communism at the present
time when there is far from a withering away of the state and an extension of
liberty; in the usual gig-zag a tightening up and a limitation of even the
measure of reform under Krushchev. Apart from Czechoslovakia, the revolution
starting in backward countries, has meant that the failures in the advanced
countries; the Revolution in these countries has been covered over with
a layer of repulsive and even monstrous features, which exist in any
totalitarian society. It is only th=z restoration in the Soviet Union
and its introduction in the other countries of the so-called Socialist
bloc by a political revolutitn which can introduce, not socialism, but 2
higher version of the living democrafy of the Soviet Union under Lenin
and Trotsky. His successors, like Stalin, represent’ the ruling layers
mentioned above. It is in their interests that the ideas of Socialism
and internationalism are perverted and corrupted. This whole statement is
a proof of the degeneracy of the Communist Parties, especially if one takes
seriously the statement in the document of the "preponderance of the forces
of peace,democracy and socialism over imperinliem.'!

The fiction that "Socialism has been contructed in these countries lea@s )
to the putting forward of all sorts of irreconilable statements, ''The bul}dlng
of socialism and its further development rests on the support, participation
and initintive of the working people, inspired and led by the working class'!
These lines are shot through with contradictions, Under socialism the state
will have disappeared., And how under socialism would there be need for
"irreconcilable struggle against manifestations of bureaucracy and...the.all :
round development of socinlist democracy' ? Socizlism implies the administration
of society and of industry by society itself., How then could there be_
manifestations of bureaucracy, when, as tenin put it, wx.n every one 1s a
bureaucrat, on no-one is a bureaucrat. Bureaucracy is not a questio§ of
red tape, but of the existence of a whole caste of officials who utilise
their position in their own interests and agninst those of the people: Engels
said that when art, science ond overnemgt remain the preserve of 2 minority,
they will always use and nbuse their positions in their own interests.
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This must be so 2s long as the miss of the people have to work long
hours for the bare necessities of existence. The only woy out of this vicious
circle lies in the conscious control of the working class gnd in the
international overthrow of capitalism in the advanced countries. It is true
that in the Soviet Union today the economy is no longer that of theMckward
economy of I9I7 , Russia today is among the adanced industrial countries of
the world., But in contradistinction with the time of Lenin and . Trotsky
the situation is now completely different. The workers and peasants have no
political rights except to applaud the decisions of their rulers. From being
caused by the backwardness of the economy, the bureaucracy,which played 2
relotively progressive role in assisting the industrial development of the
Soviet Union, has now become a reactionary fetter, But having all the levers
of power in its own hands,and abusing these in its own interests, they are
not prepared to relinquish this power which would mean an end to their
privilegess, prestige and inflated incomes.

At the same time they are compelled hypocritically to pretend that greater
and greater democracy is being introduced. Yet their intervention in
Czechoslovakia was forced on the countries of the Warsaw Pact by their
panic even in face of the demagogic slogans of "Socinlism with a human face'.
They talk of "irreconcilable struggle agninst manfestations of burecucracy
and by all round development of socialist democracy' when this flies in the
face of all their actions. Socialist democracy can only be achieved with a
full right of all tendencies to put forward their point of view, What is there
to be afraid of when the advantages of Socialism would be so obvious? Any suggestion
of a return to the old system would be greeted with laughter. Far from this
being the case the moment they feel their position being threntened they
return to the methods of lies, of slonder, of falsification, of repressiions,
of beatings and even of imprisonment, which were a feature of the early years
of the Stalin dictatorship. Yhile they cannot return to the insane purges
of Stalin's later yeurs, in which millions perished, even now according to the
Times in an editorial stotement there are a million political prisoners
in the Soviet Union. It is significant that the Russicn Embassy which always
picks up statements in such an authoritative journal of capitalist opinion
as the TIMES, has not seen fit to issue a denial, How much cynicism and
disgusting hypocricy do these Communist Parties of the world, represented at
the Conference, show when they refer to '"the nageriority of human and moral .
values’ of the so-called '‘Socinlist’ societies, ,b '

"The formation of the socialist world constitutes an integral part of the
class struggle being waged in the international arena. The enemies of socialism
are keeping up their attempts to undcrmine the foundations of the socialist
state pow:r, thwart the socialist of society and rcstore their own rule, To
give a firm rebuif to these attempts is an cssenticl function ol thc socialist sta-
te, which relies o.thc v ~king people led by the working class and its
communist vanguard.' e : ve already explained that the only peoplé inside
these countries against <om the state is prctecting itself are the working people.
How can it be that imps~ ~iism or the forces of counter-r vclution could have
ev n the remotest poseitility of undormining the foundatiocns of the socialists
state power if socialism has been achieved in 14 countries or more than a
third of the world? If the society were no longer ridden with terrible contradict-
jons, it should surely be the other way around, The imperialists would be powerle=-
ss to prevent a socialist transformation of society throug .out the werld., In other
‘words this is just a pretext to smear all opponents of bureaucracy and privilege
. as the ageais of capi+-lism. Unfortunately for the bureaucracy it is no longer

g me
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possible to return to the state of affairs under Stalin, This invention of plots
and of cnemies of socinlism is as near as they can get to it. It is curious that
the'encmies of socialism'’ arc not named, ho can they be ? Workers, peasants,
intellectuals, the working peoplc or perhaps the famous ™ anifestations of burcou-
cracy’'? To pose th. question is to give th answer, If 2 harmoniocus socialist soci-
ety had been created, how could even the remotest support, apart from insane
individuals, be obtained? If there were the ifullest sociclist democracy' such att-
empts ii made by the imperialists would be greeted with scorn.

"NATIONAL” ROADS

From the point of view of the history of the Communist parties, this
conference marked a new stage in the disintegration of the world ' communist'
movement. In the early years of the Communist International, there was a
voluntary discipline and cohesion of the ranks. The Parties based themselves
on the ideas of Marx and Lenin, of an internationalism rooted in the interests
of the world working class, to which the interests of all sections were
subordinate. This in its turn was based on the world economy itself and the
world division of labour whcih had been created by copitalism, Thus
internationalism was not regarded as a sentimental phrase, but arose from the
historical needs of the economy, and of the interests of the workers of all
countries. This in. its turn was predicated by the fact that socialism

. required the efforts of the advanced workers of all countries to achieve its
consummation. -

It is part of the contradictory processes of history that at a time
when world economy and world division of labour are far more interdependent
and intertwined than at any time in the past, the 'communist' countries
and the communist parties are moving in more and more diverse directions.

The 'theory' of socialism in one country has thus resulted in the complete
wrecking of the internationalism of the communist movement. This at a time
when distance has been abolished by modern methods of transport and the world
is united under the shadow of collective destruction ae the only nlternative
to federation and cooperation of the peoples,

"The delegates to the meeting reaffirmed their common views that relations
between the fraternal parties are based on the principle of proletarian
internationalism, solidarity and mutual support, respect for independence
and equality, and non-interference in each others affairs’’, This comments
for itselfi But the next section specks volumes as to the changes which
have token place since the dnys of Stolin and even of Kruschev, 1A11
parties have equal rights, - As there is no leading centre of the
intertational communist movement, voluntary coordination of actions of
parties in order effectively to carry out the tasks before them ncquires
incrensed import.nce', The Russinn Communist Party was the dominant porty
even in the d-~ys of Lenin and Trotsky. Howcever under their guidance there was
a genuine internntionalism on the part of all partits, including the Russian f
Communist Party, which 2ll voluntarily accepted the disciplinc of the International.
Under Stalin all other parties were subcrdin~tcd to the interests of the Russicn
burecucracy and its foreign policy. In 1943 Stalin, without even calling a conf-
crence, contemptously dissclved the Intcrnational, but nevertheless the slavish
subordination remained.

The split between lussic and Yuposlavia dealt death blows to this monolithic
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capizziisﬁnhgzecgsgiovakia was dictated by the fear not only Offtgﬁii:?eghis e
fggeral ideas but a breaking away like that of YugostEViioﬁiﬁfzes 4 E;atern
its turn would have led %o the brealjing away of all the

phfases went out of the window when the concrete interests of the Russian
bureaucracy were involved,

Brezhnev and the Russian bureaiicracy called the confe?ance %n a d::ﬁi;ate
endeavour to gnin support for their siruggle agai?at the Chinese ;reag - |
but as the document eloquently testifies, they fal;ed signally to do : . g : |

"this statement is piddled through and through and through with attaz;gs sdatb #19
pious generalities, some parties .. including the British party - refuse sign,

by communists and workers: parties enrich and creatively develope Marxist
Leninist theoryeeess.o" Some enrichment ! Some crention If Presumably this
ereativity is in the following sentences which give a, finished expression to

the nationalist degeneration of the communist pabties. " Marxist Leniniets are
both patriots ang internationaliats; they reject both national narrow mindedness
and negation opr underestimation of national interests and striving for hegemony,
At the same time the communist parties, the parties of all the working class |

National‘ihterest. by its very character is not above classes but reflects the

interests of the ruling class, who indeed are the reactionary classes if not
the ruling class ?

methods of struggle and, depending on the circumstances, chooses the peaceful
Or non-peacefyl way of tronsition to socialism ~ng also the forms and methods
of building socialism in its oOwn country. At the Same tim
tions in which the Communist Parties operate, the different approaches to
practical tasks ang éven differences on certain questions must not hindepr
concerted international action by fraternal parties, particularly on the basic
problems of the anti-imperialist strugglen,

This is a finished declaration of nationalist "Socialism" and "national
narrow—mindedness“. Like the barties of the Second International they will meet
occasionally to discnss nothing in particular ang formally it remains an
International, But at least the 3econd International meets annually. If it ig
not to discuss "differences on certain questiong and tactics ang strategy in
the different countries what exactly is the point of meeting? If each country
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or rather each " 1 .

transition gzd ?:mmﬁnisﬁ “party arbitrarily "chooses' its '"own' method of

; ’ its "own" "forms and methods: ‘of '"buildi ialism"
remains of Internmationalism and of Marxism? ¥ R GRui
revolution is preferable to a "non= eace?ml”ihile it is true that a peaceful
by the relationship of class forces? the :ttizzgé E?a:hgrzglzely éstﬁeteizined
gﬂd foresight of the leadership of the workers' i - o o nn%ng
in Russia and the German revolution of 1918 ﬁire"?iiii?;e‘{“ 2222?‘”"{ rgorl‘i:mn
;2822221th:h800ialiat revolution could have been accomplisieg-peaczfally Bu:ce
y the craven attitude of the so called Communist ps ties b " g

the reaction and the '"reactionary classes'"; by a l1a s o Y
over th? peasants and middle classes under‘coiditigii gi Zii:igtigntﬁﬁsgigg of
'%2: capitalists that cgn make bloodshed and even rivers of blood inevitable.
meeii:hit ire th?se "dlf?erences"?'ls it not the duty of an Winternational’

g" of parties to discuss their differences openly before their members
and before the world working class. In Lenin's day differences were raised
openly and thrashed outso that the level of understanding of the membership
shou}d be raised. And without the raising of this level of understanding of the
working class as a whole and the rank and file of the party claiming to represent
the working class there can be no development of the instrument for achieving
Socialism. Socialism is not handed on a plate to the working class by & kindly
" eadership'. In fact the jevel of understanding of the Communist Porties is if
today if anything lower than that of the Social Democratic Parties of the past.
This despite the explosive character of the epoch and the terrible lessons of
Fascism, of the defeat of the Spanish and German Revolutions, of the events after
the war, of the Chinese Revolution, of the Cuban Revolution and of the re= .. -
volutionary situations in France and Italy in the last years. In any event the
transition to Socialism requires the conscious control by the working class of 3
all fields of activity- the State, industry and the party or parties i yhe
working class themselves. - : :

In the short statement on the Communist and Workers parties there are 2
whole series of references to these mysterious naifferences’ which are ?nspcc1r .
fied"Communists are aware that our Movement, while scoring preab historic
victories in the course of its development, has recently encount?red serious
difficulties. Communists, however, are convinced that these difficulties
will be overcome. .10 £ind a solution to existing problems which would

meet both national and international interests...The Comm?nists and wo¥kcrs
Parties despite some aifferences of opinion, ?eaffirm their determinatlon
to present a United Front in the struggle against Imperiallsm...;t‘er
divergences may 1ast long." Again we would st_why not hon?stly rlgg_a

out the divergences and clarify them? If this 18 not_done it can onti

be because of the vested interests of the burecucracles, of the Parties

in power and of parties which are not organically oprcrtunlstfpecausiury

of the pressure of the economic upswing of the last quarter oﬂ i ciéof

and their policies OVer decades. Yesterday theq were ?s?d as c.thoointerests
Russian foreign policy to put forward opportunlst po}1c1es in the s

of the "Russian Revolution'., in reality of the Russian Bureaucracy.ﬁ -2l
having lost all faith in the working class, 0ppor§un}sm has ?ecomelezr
parcel of their policies. They 1lip service to Socialism but 1n raa ;G?War
they have gone the way of the Social Democracy pefore the First Wor .

Coming a few paragraphs after the unspecified differences between " fraternal

parties" and perhaps the Russians have neliminated the differences" with the

Czechoslovak party in the recent period, after violatingentirely the whole
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method of Marx and Lenin, it is the height of effrontery to talk about

''the policy of joint and imperialist action(which)demands the id-
eologicnl and political role of the Marxist-Leninist parties in the
world revolutionary process should be enhanced",

The British Party did not endorse the document not because of its eclectic
character and its failure to work out a perspective foreither the Socialist
or the Capitalist countries but because of ‘'reservations''.

At the same time the Executive Committec is uncble to give its
assent to the document as a whole, since on some matters it has
reservations.These rescrvations have,in the main, been indicated in
the speech made by John Gollen in Moscow. They refer specifically to
the paragraphs in section two dealing with rel-tion between Socialist
Countries and to most of section four decling with the role and ac=-
tivity of Communist Parties and inter party relations".

Really what is meant is that the E.C. of the British Communist Perty is ob-
jecting to the real purpose of the Conference from the point of view of the
Moscow Bureaucracy: that is to mobilise support for their struggle against the
Chinese Bureaucracy and to try cond reimpose o measure of control on the Inter-
national Movement. This is shown by the statement immedintely following:

"While the principles of relations between Socialist countries and
between Communist Parties as 1laid down in the document are acceptable,
the Executive Committee believes that their inclusion goes beyond

the main purposes of the document as defined in the agenda”.

Surely in the history of the Internntional Working Class Movement, if we are
to toke it ot face value, could there be a more light-minded and irresponsible
reason for rejecting an "international document”.In effect it says we agree
with the document but the problems were not defined in the agenda, Apparently
it is only 2 question of procedure that separates it from its brother parties!:

"Furthermore, if such questions were to be dealt with in the document
then they should not have been confined to a mere statement of prin-
ciple, but should have covered the implementation of these principles
in actual life and so enabled a discussion in depth on the problems
that hove arisen in this field,"

While it is true thot it is incredibly light-minded to include statements
of principle without discussing them fully, nevertheless implementation of
principles in actunl life follows from the acceptance of these principles.
In reality o discussion of the principles and their implementatien would
have split the Conference wide open. But mercly to reject in the most
cowardly way the''decisions" because of o question of procedure and not a
question of principle is to rench the lowest depths. This formula is meant
not to bring out the differences but to cover them upj at the same time to
guarantee the freedom of movement of the leadership of the British Communist
Party for the future, unhampered by any party from abroad sticking their
snouts into the national soil of Britair which is the prerogntive of the
"British™ Party.



TROTSKY'S PREDICTION

A break awny from Moscow's tutelage would have been a progressive thing
if a balance sheet had been adopted of the experience of the Movement over
the last five decades. But the break away of the Communist Parties of the
West, and it has only been a half break, has taken place for entirely anti-
revolutionary reasons, and with anti-renolutionary premises.

This is shown in the statement of Gollan, which likc the document itself
contains many correct points, but in effect adopts all the anti-revolutionary
aspects of Moscow's policy:

"The struggle to prevent World War, end the nuclear menace and ach-
ieve peaceful co-existence of states, irrespective of their social
systems, is vitzl for humanity and 2 necessity for any strategy of
social revolution.Only 2 fool would underestimate -the danger of
World War arising out of the nggressive policies of Imperialism,"

We have already dealt with this question, so there is no need to develop
it further here, except as it affects the policies of the Communist Party in
Britain, Gollan proceeds further along to say:

"Iwo alternatives face Britain, Either to continue down the dangerous
road it is treading, in alliance with Strauss and West German reaction

- and Neo-Nazism; or to toke up a policy of peaceful co-existence, and
to work for the ending of military blocks in Europe, and their re-
placement by a system of European collective security, including
recognition of the German Democratic Republic and the post-war
frontiers. The first alternative is the road of nuclear menace and
disaster. The second is the road to peace and security.

" We welcome the peace policy of the Socialist countries. Their
initiative in Europe through the Budapest appeal is finding an echo.
There is a growing identity of views on European security between
the people of Western Europe and the Socinlist countries,"

Which Britain' is being referred to? The Britain of the working class or the
Britain of Imperinlism? In the long run there can be no peace without the
overthrow of the ruling class. The policy of West German Imperialism is no
better and no worse than that of British Imperinlism. Elsewhere we haove dealt
with the arguments in relation to Britnin and space forbids that it should
be dealt with here. But the cowordly position of the European Communist
Parties comes out clearly on the section dealing with relations between
"Socinlist States and Communist Parties'.

"The agenda for this conference is that which was agreed on at the
February 1968 consultative meeting in Budnpest, namely one main
item - 'Tasks at the present stage of the struggle agninst Imper-
iclism, and united action of Communist and Workers Parties and of
all anti- Imperialist forces.'

In our view,therefere, the question of relations between Soc-
inlist countries and between Communist Parties is not really app-
ropriate for documents bases on this item,

Of course the differences betwecen some Socialist States hinder
their cohesion and therefore do damage to our common cause of the
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struggle against Imperialism. But the m2in document does not deal
with differences,only the principles of relations,"

Comment would be superfluous, but Gollan then goes on:

"If the principles of relations between Socinlist States would

be fully implemented them would be no problem of relations be-

tween them, The repztition of the principles valuable and corrcct

in themselves, does not get us too far, What is needed is to discuss
what has gone wrong, and where and in what circumstances these prin-
ciples have not been fully applied, Is it logical ta argue that the
conference document must contain paragraphs dealing with relations
between Socilnist States, and that delegates should not discuss the
concrete application of these principles to events which have been
discussed in every Communist Party?....00.0.. And this means -that
We.eheonld discmss net just the rrinciples, but as they manifest
themselves in actual life,

"It is on this basis, presumably, that many delegates have discussed
China. Some delegates from Socialist countries have also referred to
the political positions of some parties in Western Burope. We have
no wish to interfere with anyone's internal affairs'"(Our emphasis )
«++.The Communist Party of China is departing from Marxist Lenninist
positions, However, we will not develop out position on this great
issue here," -

This statement that "we have no wish to interfere in anybody's internal
affairs" really means " mind your own business,don't interfere with us,let
the other parties do as they wish, so long as we can do as we like," This
assumes a glaring expression when Gollan says:-

"The question of relations between Communist Parties, and the principles
governing their role and activity, is not, in our view, relevant to the
agenda of this Conference, Each party is sovereign. It along, through
highest authority, its NationalCongress, can decide its policy, its activities
and its role., There is not, and cannot be, any collective body or directive
centre which can usurp sovereign rights of parties and decide such matters
for them." The material in this article is sufficient comment on the position
put forward by Gollan and the Communist Party. It is a brilliant confirmation
of the Marxist method in that Trotsky forty years ago predicted the
develcpment of just this position on the basis of the "theory" of Socialism
in a single country,
R S SR,
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