vy

o
(4

{8

\ ~International Review 4

Number 37 Summer 1988 Pr\ce 0p 7




Printed and published by Militant Publications, 3/13 Hepscott Road London E9 5HB
Typeset by Eastway Offset (TU) Ltd.

ISBN 0906582 121



International Review

3/13 Hepscott Road London E9 5HB.

Contents

Editorial: Now the tide is tuming ..................3

The Battle against the Poll Tax........cc.ceeveeenn 7

By Eddie Donaghy.

Northern Ireland: Tories reach an impasse ...12

By Peter Hadden.

Economic NOteS.....cevereerrmrimrsersrcasnnsnaracess 18

By Bob Mckee.

The economics of Perestroika..........c.c...c... 19

By Lynn Walsh.

Editor: Alan Woods.

Jesse Jackson and the black struggle..........22

By Phil Frampton.

West Bank revolt—the masses intervene......28

By Peter Jackson.

1023 8 =) £ P 1 -

Science Report......c.c.occcviieririnnesieceraneena. 36

By Pete Dickenson.

The history of Bolshevism, part eight...........37

By Alan Woods.

BOOK REVIEWS .......ccccovvinnsrnnnrnvnnnrsennreannnes 44

Now the tide is turning

The last three months have seen the
beginnings of a sea change in British
politics. The measures taken by the
Thatcher government have opened up
an irreparable chasm between the
classes, into which the Tories wili
fall.

Thatcher has thrown all caution to
the winds by introducing the most
outrageous pro-rich budget since the
war, combined with a crushing attack
on the poor through the social security
measures. And she is ploughing on
with the iniquitous poll tax to replace
the rates. As a result she has created
real worries among the more far sigh-
ted representatives of the ruling class
that this time she really has ‘gone too
far'.

Only recently, in a written answerto a
parliamentary question, the govern-
ment was forced to reveal that the
budget handout to the top one per cent
of taxpayers was, in total, greater than
the reductions given to the ‘bottom’
70%! And almost with the same breath
the Tories introduced their new social
security measures, which, it is no
exaggeration to say, represent a return
to the age of Dickens, the poor laws
and all the other evils of capitalism
that existed prior to the introduction of

the welfare state. Despite the huffing
and puffing of Thatcher and her lap dog
John Moore, the Social Security
Minister, all the experts agree that
over 60% of those presently receiving
the already inadequate benefits will be
worse off under the new regime—that
means the unemployed, the sick, the
old, the young and disabled.

Pre-Victorian values

Thatcher remains obsessed with the
mad idea that the best way forward for
British capitalism is to return to Vic-
torian (or to be more exact pre-
Victorian) values where only ‘the
market rules’ in an environment of
‘competition’ between individuals
‘freed’ from the obstructions of govern-
ment ‘interference’. As she recently put
it, quoting her guru, Friedrich Hayek:
“There is no such thing as ‘society’,
there are only individuals—men,
women and their families”. In other
words collective action and support as
represented by the welfare state, the

public sector, trade unions etc are
dangerous evils to the welfare of
capitalism and must be liquidated.

Thatcher's nostalgic desire to return
to a capitalism that never really existed
anyway is preparing the way for a
massive response from working people
against the Thatcher government. And
the fear of what is ahead is opening up
visible splits within the Tory govern-
ment and within the ruling class itself.
The reaction by commentators to the
budget showed the signs of unease.
Hugo Young in The Guardian lamented
the final demise of the “last vestiges of
the post-war consensus”. The reaction
of Tory backbenchers to the social
security measures which attacked
many of their own voters (particularly
older ones with some savings who
would lose housing benefit under the
changes) was one of horror and even
anger.

Of course, what has prompted these
first stirrings of revolt in the Tory party
is not concern for the victims of That-
cher's measures. Rather it is a pro-
found unease at the prospect of the
social upheavals their policies are hel-
ping to fuel. The first tremors of this
subterranean mood of bitterness sur-
faced in the movement that developed
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in defence of the health service earlier
this year. Whole new layers never
previously involved in struggle took
part in the days of action, protest
meetings and demonstrations, inc-
luding the 100,000 strong demonstra-
tion on 5 March, the biggest labour
movement turn-out in London for over a
decade.

Actions speak louder than words.
That old proverb holds especially well
when dealing with Thatcher and the
Tories. The nurses and health workers
demonstrated that with their tremen-
dous struggle—and at the same time
answered those sceptics at the top of
the labour movement who argued that
once the Tories had won the election in
1987, nothing could be done to stop
their untrammelled rule. The nurses
took national industrial action for the
first time in their history and they
would have gained even more than the
eventual government funded pay rise if
the labour and trade union leaders had
not derailed the movement by refusing
to organise national solidarity action.
The nurses were not alone in success-
fully taking on the Tories and big
business—the Ford workers went onto
the offensive and their partial victory
led to similar if shortlived action by
other car workers to match the Ford
deal. Teachers, civil servants and the
seafarers, in a particularly heroic and
painful struggle, also moved into ac-

tion.
Election win

This journal has argued for some
time that the Tories were steadily
undermining the social base of their
support by their measures. The budget,
the social security changes and soon
the poll tax, are opening up a class
divide that threatens to destroy sup-
port for the Tories. The May local
government elections gave a glimpse
of future developments. Denied and
hushed up by the Tory press and
media, the evidence cannot be
refuted. On the basis of those results,
if there had been a general election,
Labour would be the largest party in
parliament now.

Labour improved substantially on its
corresponding 1984 vote, which was
regarded as a Labour ‘high’ then. It
took eight more key councils including
Aberdeen, Clydesdale and Kyle and
Carrick in Scotland, where the Tories
were humiliated. Labour also made
inroads into the Tory heartland in the
‘soft’ South. Southampton, Cambridge
and Brighton were brought under
Labour control. In the Midiands,
Labour held Birmingham comfortably
and took back Wolverhampton and
Walsall. The most remarkable result

there was the victory of Marxist Richard
Evans in the previously rock-solid Tory
ward of Bournville, the area named
after the village for workers built there
by the paternalist Quaker chocolate
manufacturers, Cadbury. The right-
wing Labour leader Dick Knowles was
unsure if Labour would hold the coun-
cil, let alone win any new seats. The
result in Bournville was an earthquake
not just for the Tories!

Again the best results nationally
were achieved in Liverpool. For the first
time in the local elections, Labour won
a majority of votes-54%. And the most
outstanding results were gained by
those who supported the ideas of
Militant and the 47 surcharged coun-
cillors. The Tories lost two seats and
just hung on to two others. But for that
Liverpool would have been the first city
in Britain without any representation
from the Tories. The Tories-in-disguise
in Liverpool, the Liberals, also did so
badly that Sir Trevor Jones (no longer
‘Jones the vote'l) resigned shortly
afterwards as party leader.

Wiped out in Scotland, massacred in
the North, and wounded in the
South—-the seeds of the future
disintegration of the Tories are being
sown. To date the ruling class have
rallied round the Thatcher clique at the
head of the Conservative Party
because of her apparent success, even
luck, in meeting the opposition of the
working class. They did not expect to
get away with as much as they have
without provoking a social explosion.
But that is precisely what looms ahead
in the struggle over the poll tax. This is
already reaching fever pitch in Scot-
land as the article in this issue of the
MIR explains. Yet Thatcher pioughs on
regardless of the consequences for the
Tories and her class.

Potentially the struggle around the
poll tax could be the most serious
since the miners strike, with greater
repercussions than even the move-
ment in Liverpool. That was confined to
one city whereas this will be an all-
Scottish struggle, with the possible
involvement of millions. Thatcher's
stooge in Scotland, Malcolm Rifkind,
has referred to the powers of the
Secretary of State for Scotland as
being “not unlike those of a colonial
governor.” But if Thatcher and her
clique hoped that a colonial policy of
divide and rule would work by imposing
the poll tax in Scotland first, they have
severely miscalculated. Once the mass
movement really develops, and fun-
damentally it is the class struggle that
frays the nerves of Tory leaders and
undermines the confidence of the
strategists of capital, the splits in the
Tory party will deepen. She is conjuring
up forces that she cannot control and

which threaten to shatter the Tory
party.

This crisis in the party of the ruling
class is not confined just to Britain. In
fact, it has gone a lot further already in
France and Spain. The right in France
is in confusion and disarray following
Mitterand’s victory; in Spain they have
been in that condition for some years.
Now the first signs of division and
weakness have surfaced in West Ger-
many with the loss of a formerly ‘safe’
Christian Democrat state, Schleswig-
Holstein, to the SPD by a landsiide.
There is a new mood of opposition and
action against capitalism across
Europe.

Behind this growing class polarisa-
tion and the unease among sections of
the ruling class about the strategy of
Thatcher, there is the economy-the
key to future perspectives. Since the
general election the Tories have ridden
along on a production and spending
boom. The stock crash in October
seemed to have been ‘shrugged off’ to
use Lawson’s complacent words. But
this ‘boom’ is based on an avalanche of
credit and consumer borrowing surpas-
sing even the ‘Barber boom’ of the
early 1970s~the terrible experience of
which originally converted Thatcher
and Lawson to monetarism.

Fissures

This situation has opened up a new
and deeply damaging fissure between
Thatcher and her most senior
ministers. Ranged on one side are
Thatcher, her most sycophantic sup-
porters like Lord Young, ‘pure
monetarists’ like Tory dissident Biffen,
and the Bank of England, representing
the interests of finance capital. They
wanted firm controls over this money
spree because they fear renewed infla-
tion caused by uncontrolled consumer
demand, exploding house prices and
easy credit. To this end they wanted
interest rates to rise to choke off
borrowing even if it meant a rise in the
value of sterling against other curren-
cies. In fact a ‘strong’ pound, they
argued, will make imports cheaper and
keep down costs.

On the other side are Lawson and his
new ally Sir Geoffrey Howe, with the
CBI and the industrial wing of the ruling
class. Rising interest rates increase
the cost of borrowing for investment
and production, and as the value of
sterling rises inexorably against the
doltar and the mark, British goods
become too expensive in world
markets while imports become
cheaper in home markets. The result is
an ever greater balance of trade deficit
threatening the very foundations of
growth. So Lawson wanted lower in-



terest rates and a lower value of
sterling.

This battle over economic policy
reached an open conflict in the press.
Eventually, Thatcher was forced to
retreat, partly because of the very
market forces she praises so highly.
Interest rates were reduced to the
Chancellor's satisfaction. But this is
only a temporary ceasefire. Over-
shadowing this internecine battle
between sections of the British ruling
class is the spectre of world slump
which is drawing ever closer, possibly
towards the end of 1988 or next year.
World slump, or even just a recession,
would have a devastating effect on the
feeble British economy. The uncertain-
ty, hesitations and recriminations this
will create, will make the present
divisions seem like minor irrita-
tions.

But incredibly, just as British and
world capitalism is on the eve of a
terrible crisis which will expose the
rottenness of the system of private
profit and the market, the Labour
leaders produce a series of policy
‘reviews’ which {aud and praise the
workings of the market as ‘modern
socialism’! Only the Marxists still de-
fend the planned economy and worker-
s’ control and management. The so-
called socialist states, the Stalinist
totalitarian regimes of Russia, China
and Eastern Europe, under ‘perest-
roika’ have also turned to ‘markets’ as
another article in this issue describes.

Now every Socialist leader from Gon-
zalez, Hawke, Lange, to Rocard and
Kinnock ignore or attack socialism.

Neil Kinnock revealed his true inten-
tions when interviewed on LWT's Wee-
kend World by Matthew Parris. Parris
asked him: “Gonzalez in Spain told his
party that what they had understood as
socialism was effectively dead, that
they had to bury it. He risked a great
crisis by doing so, he lost his closest
advisor, but he won in the end. Are you
prepared to tell some people in your
party the same thing?”

Socialism

Kinnock had no hesitation in his
reply: “Well, I do continually... I've said
when we launched the Aims and Values
document... dont rely on half
remembered selected versions of his-
tory, ancient or modern, to give
yourself a sense of definition; look
around you to the realities of the
society that you're in now and the
challenge that you face tomorrow.”
This means that socialism is dead and
‘new realism’ has replaced it. And new
realism means precisely: support
capitalism and the market and do not
organise effective resistance to the
Tories and capitalism because to do so
is both useless and unnecessary.

This is the approach not just of Neil
Kinnock and the Labour leaders, but
also of their trade union counterparts.
Everywhere in the unions former lefts

have gone over lock stock and barrel to
new realism and in many cases have
aligned themselves with the old right
wing. This mainly explains the tem-
porary defeat for the Marxists in the
CPSA where the ‘soft left and ‘com-
munist’” wing of the leadership have
thrown in their lot with the openly
pro-capitalist right-wing. But it is a
pyrrhic victory, as the CPSA deputy
general secretary John Macreadie
pointed out. For now these former lefts
will have to deliver for the membership
in a future period of intense class
struggle and battles.

The tide is turning against Thatcher
and the ruling class in Britain. The
economic and social situation is
fragile, even volatile. The stock
markets remain nervous, plunging hun-
dreds of points on the idle words of an
incautious Chancellor. The leaders of
finance squabble openly about which
set of policies to adopt; and each week
a new problem for Thatcher springs up.
Ahead lies world recession or slump
and renewed industrial and political
confrontations. The whole process will
unfold in a protracted way, with ebbs
and flows in the tempo of events. But
the events opening up before the
labour movement in Britain and inter-
nationally over the next few months
and years are immensely favourable
for the growth of Marxism—the only
ideas capable of guiding the working
class to success in the struggle to
transform society.
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Business Managers Report

Bi-monthly MIR within
reach: if sales increase

The Militant International Review
is poised to make a decisive ad-
vance. The Editors are currently
discussing plans to move to bi-
monthly publication at the earliest
opportunity. This would be an his-
toric step forward—and an impor-
tant landmark in the development
of Marxism in Britain and interna-
tionally.

The MIR first appeared in the
autumn of 1969, in the wake of
the mighty events of 1968. The
revolutionary general strike of the
French workers, the crisis of
Stalinism in Czechoslavakia, the
turmoil in the ex-colonial world—ail
had confirmed the perspectives
worked out by the Militant, shat-
tered the post-war illusions in
‘social peace’ and opened up new
opportunities to expand the inf-
fuence of Marxism. A four page
monthly Militant, however, was in-
adequate on its own to reach, in
the words of the MIR’s introductory
editorial, the “whole new genera-
tion of workers, youth and
students... awakening once again
to the ideas of Marxism... deman-
ding an explanation 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 a socialist
democracy.” And so the MIR was
launched.

The very first issue was dup-
licated—the technical level of pro-
duction was such that no photos
could be included until No.5,
printed in January 1972. But
from these early beginnings, the
MIR continued to develop as an
indispensable auxilliary to the
Militant, with the task of drawing
out the general processes behind
current events, to prepare the
movement for future struggles.

As support for the Militant grew,
so did the need to develop the
MIR. At the end of 1983,
resources were pledged to produce
a 32 pager, with coloured card
covers, three times a year. In 1985
it expanded to 48 pages, its pre-
sent format. Now, as world reces-
sion looms and society stands on
the eve of ‘new 68s’, we are
determined to move to a 32 page
MIR printed regularly every eight
weeks.

A number of options for the bi-
monthly are being discussed: a
returm to separately printed card
covers and different printing tech-
niques with more scope for design
and better quality photos. But the
decisions on these questions do
not, in fact, rest in our hands. Of
course, the Editors will produce
the best possible quality journal
within our means—but our means
are YOUR sales!

The opportunities to sell the MIR
at labour movement meetings and
demonstrations have never been
greater. Mike Pullin from Leicester
told us how he, having picked up a
handful for an NHS demonstration
in hope rather than anticipation,
sold out—12 in total by one seller
on one demonstration. Sales are
also there to be made amongst
students: 28 were sold at the
recent National Union of Students
conference, 11 at FELS. What is
needed, however, is for every
reader to become a seller.

With a determination to see the
newly launched MIR succeed, des-
pite the weakness of the forces of
Marxism at that time, one thou-
sand copies of the first ever issue
were sold. A similar commitment
today—with every reader ensuring
that wherever the Militant is sold,
the MIR is sold as well-and the
bi-monthly is within our reach!




The Battle Against
the Poll Tax

To introduce legislation even more
biased in favour of the rich, and even
more damaging financially to millions of
ordinary workers than anything gone
before, would be hard going given the
record of the present Tory government.
With the introduction of the poll tax
however, Thatcher’s government has
surpassed anything that has gone
before.

The Tories have selected Scotland as
the first area of the country to suffer the
consequences of the poll tax. It is a
testimony to the terrible effects of the
tax that even a year before its introduc-
tion it has become the most topical
political issue in Scotland for decades.
Literally hundreds of thousands of
workers are dreading its consequences,
but, very significantly, are prepared to
fight to stop its implementation.
Already public meetings of hundreds
have taken place in housing schemes
and bonfire nights organised where
registration forms have been collective-
ly burned. In some schemes registration
officers have been ‘separated’ from
their forms which have then been dis-
posed of in the nearest river!

The poll tax will replace domestic
rates when it becomes law in Scotland in
1989 and in England and Wales in 1990.
A flat rate charge will be set by each
local authority at the beginning of each
financial year. Unlike rates it is a tax on
the individual, not on property. The
requirement to pay the tax does not
relate to financial ability to pay. People
on low incomes will pay exactly the
same amount as those on high incomes
in the same area. This will mean a
massive increase in local taxation on
working class people-many living in
damp, squalid housing-and a decrease
for the rich living in luxury homes.

At the time of the general election
the Tories claimed that the average poll
tax would be around £200 per person.
The revised estimate, however, cal-
culated by officials in local government,
is that the average poll tax will be
between £400-£450 per person. This will
have devastating effects for thousands
of working class families. A family of
four, for example, in one of Glasgow’s
housing schemes, who at present pay
£450 a year in rates, would face a poll
tax bill of £1,764, an increase of £1,314
a year.

Contrast this with the rich who will
benefit financially like Tory MP and

By Eddie Donaghy

Junior Minister, Michael Forsyth. At
present Forsyth pays £1,727 rates for his
luxury home in Stirting. Under the poll
tax he will pay £498, a saving of £1,299
each year! The Tories attitude that the
poor do not pay enough in taxes and the
rich pay too much can be summed up in
Nicholas Ridley’s recent statement,
“why should a Duke pay more than a
dustman?”

While Scotland will be the first to
bear the brunt of the tax a similar
situation will occur in England and
Wales. Sheffield City Council have es-
timated that 91% of 2-adult households

Ridiey: to y the sameq as a dustman.

and 93% of 3-adult households will lose
out financially when the poll tax is
introduced in 1990, while every
household with 4 or more adults will
lose out. In inner cities generally the
average 2-adult family will be £589 a
year worse off while the average 3-adult
family will be £1,147 a year worse off.

Every section of the working class
will be forced to pay the tax. Even the
poorest sections will have to pay at least
20%, added to water rates which people
will now have to pay. However, in its
pamphlet, You and the Community
Charge the government re- assuringly
states that water rates will have to be
paid “only if your home is connected to
a public water supply”’! This will be

marvellous news for the crofters in the
remote Highlands but not so good for a
family living in a high rise tenement in
Glasgow or Edinburgh. The only peo-
ple exempt will be the severely mentally
handicapped, a serving prisoner, a long
term hospital patient and those mainly
resident in residential homes.

As with all Tory legislation the tax
discriminates against the low paid,
women, pensioners and youth. Young
people have been at the sharp end of
Tory policy. Thatcher’s Britain has seen
record levels of youth unemployment,
poverty and homelessness. Because the
poll tax is a flat rate charge it will hit the
low paid hardest. Since 1979 the
government has institutionalised low
pay for young people. In 1979, 18-20
year olds earned an average 60.8% of
the wages of those aged 21 and over. By
1987 this proportion had declined to
53.9%. As a result 80% of 18-20 year
olds earn below the Council of Europe’s
‘Decency Threshold” of £135 a week.
Young people will therefore be doubly
exploited by the Tories: forced onto
cheap labour schemes and forced to pay
the same poll tax as their employer who
could be earning 20 times a young
workers’ salary. Young people are two
and a half times more likely than others
to be living in households with 3 or
more adults—where poll tax bills will be
highest. With massive poll tax bills this
will increase family tensions, forcing
many young people to leave home.

There is no doubt that many young
people will go ‘on the run’ to avoid
being financially crippled by the poll
tax. In the mistaken belief that by not
registering to vote they can avoid pay-
ing the tax, literally thousands of youth
will be taken off the electoral register
thus losing one of the few democratic
rights they have under this Tory
regime.

The poll tax will be a nightmare for
millions of working class women. Many
women work part time in poorly paid
jobs—finding an extra £200-£300 a year
will cause considerable stress. Women’s
gross hourly earnings in 1986 were only
75% that of men’s. In getting the same
poll tax bills, women will be paying
more than men proportionate to their
incomes. In addition, today there are an
estimated 5 million women caring for
their sick or elderly parents whose
ability to go out to work is severely
restricted. Under the old system carers
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have been eligible for rate rebates.
Under the poll tax this will be scrap-
ped.

Black and Asian families will be
crippled under the poll tax, with 11% of
West Indian households and 29% of
Asian households containing 6 or more
adults. These families could face poll
tax bills in some of the inner cities in
excess of £3,000 a year. Finally, accor-
ding to Age Concern, one third of
pensioners will be £5 a week worse
off.

The poll tax will therefore be a
financial nightmare for millions of
families affecting the most deprived and
downtrodden sections of British society.
It will increase the yawning gulf that
exists between Britain’s rich and poor.
According to a recent study by the Low
Pay Unit, the poorest 20% of workers
earned only 64% of the average income
in 1987, compared with 69% in 1886!
The highest paid now earn more
relative to the average than at any time
since 1906. Thatcher’s vision of going
back to Victorian values has become a
reality for Britain’s low paid. While
some in the labour movement speak of
the ‘old fashioned’, ‘out of date’ idea of
class politics, the reality is that a class
divide runs through Britain like a Berlin
Wall. The need for the labour move-
ment, armed with a socialist program-
me, to smash these class barriers and
eradicate the gulf between rich and
poor has never been greater.

identity cards

Inevitably millions of workers will
attempt to avoid registration for the poll
tax. The Tories however will go to every
length to collect the tax. A massive and
costly apparatus is being set up to track
people down to collect payment.
Nicholas Ridley, the Tory Environment
Minister, has already admitted that
there will have to be an army of
snoopers to check that everyone will
pay.

The government has stated that it will
use its powers to gain access to personal
records or any other records to track
people down. This could lead to the
demand to see name and address lists
maintained by trade unions, labour
movement organisations, or pressure
groups. The government intends to
enforce registration of the poll tax
amongst students by instructing univer-
sity authorities to issue identification
certificates. This will mean students
having to carry poll tax identification
cards.

Since 1979 the Tories have introduc-
ed 20 different pieces of legislation on
local government finance designed to
reduce the power of Labour
authorities.  Poll tax will mean local

P

authorities controlling only 20% of their
income since business rates will be
legally tied to the rate of inflation. With
the government certain to carry out
further cuts in rate support grant (the
level has been cut from 36.2% in
1983-84 to 30.3% in 1986-87) then it is
likely, given an inflation rate of 5%,
that in Scotland’s big cities the poll tax
will rise to around £1,000 per person
within 2-3 years.

Labour local authorities face catast-
rophe under the poll tax. There can be
no doubt that behind the current pro-
posals is the Tories’ long term aim to
privatise much of local government and
charge directly for services provided.
Thatcher’s model for local government
is the American local authorities where
services are provided on a private basis
with councillors meeting once or twice a
year to select contractors. Consequent-
ly, services in America are out of reach
to the poorest section of society.

The concept of a poll tax was first
introduced as far back as 1974. In 1981
the Tories drew up a green paper on the
poll tax which was subsequently drop-
ped. There is no doubt that this was due
to the massive unpopularity of the
Tories at this time, with Thatcher’s
standing in the polls the lowest of any
prime minister on record. Their weak
position then was highlighted by the
miners when they forced the govern-
ment to retreat over proposed pit
closures.

However, following their victory in
the 1983 general election— achieved as a
consequence of the Falklands war-it
became clear that Labour authorities
and local government would be the
focus of Tory attacks. These attacks
were prepared for consciously, like the
miners strike, to weaken local
authorities and pave the way for the poll
tax. As a result Labour local authorities
face a battle to defend local democracy.
The lesson of Liverpool taking on the
Tories and forcing concessions from
them in 1984 should be taken on board.
Indeed if Labour councils had stood and
fought like Liverpootl in a united cam-
paign against the government in 1984-
85, which undoubtedly would have forc-
ed the Tories to retreat, poll tax would
not be introduced today. That
‘weakness invites aggression’ is all too
apparent now with the biggest attack on
local government in British history. The
‘dented shield’ policy of Neil Kinnock
and the ex-lefts of the Labour Coor-
dinating Committee has been totally
exposed and discredited. The future of
local government is at stake. There is
now no option; the labour movement
must organise a mass campaign to
defeat the poll tax.

The battle against the poll tax in
Scotland will be a dress rehearsal for the

50—

wider battle in England and Wales. In
the last general election the Tories were
reduced to a rump with only 10 out of 72
Scottish MPs compared with Labour’s
50. The Tories have therefore picked a
difficult terrain on which to launch the
‘flagship” of Thatcher’s third term.

Scotland has a far higher proportion
of council house tenants than any part
of Britain with 50% of houses being
council stock. In Glasgow the figure is
even higher at 62%. Already, before a
mass campaign has got underway, and
without any serious lead from the Scot-
tish TUC (STUC) or Labour Party,
anti-poll  tax  organisations  have
sprouted up in towns and cities all over
Scotland. Community organisations
previously defunct have burst into life.
Meetings against the poll tax are attrac-
ting hundreds in the housing schemes.
Pensioners, youth, students, parents,
are making their voice heard-many
speaking up politically for the first time.
Their message is coming out loud and
clear-stop the poll tax!

This is borne out in the opinion polls.
Over 70% oppose the poll tax and,
according to a recent poll for STV,
56%, including 71% of Labour voters,
support a non-payment campaign. If
translated into action that would mean 2
million people refusing to pay the poll
tax, resulting in the biggest campaign of
civil disobedience ever seen in Britain.
The effect of 100,000 striking miners
transformed the political and social
climate in Britain—a poll tax strike
involving upwards of 2 million people
would dwarf even the great miners’
strike.

Don't collect, don’t
pay

The mythical aura of invincibility that
surrounded the Tories was shattered
within three weeks of 1988 with the
magnificent strike of 38 Manchester
nurses. By going on strike the nurses
forced the government to abandon their
plans to scrap the unsociable hours
payment. This action gave enormous
encouragement to workers everywhere
and was followed by a series of regional
strikes involving other groups of
workers striking in solidarity with NHS
workers. In Scotland on 24 February
100,000 took to the streets in a brilliant
demonstration against privatisation of
NHS services. The STUC lifted their
little finger and were overwhelmed by
the response. Given that 70% of Scots
oppose the poll tax the potential for a
mass movement is staggering.

In order to translate the mass opposi-
tion to the poll tax into effective action
a united campaign with a worked out
strategy and tactics must be developed.
Because of its spontaneous character



the movement against the tax has tend-
ed to be fragmented, with various
groups pursuing different tactics. In
many areas anti-poll tax groups have
called for a refusal to register. This
carries the penalty of a £50 fine follow-
ed by subsequent fines of £200 for
further refusals. Full support must be
given for anyone who decides not to
register, with mass action to defend
them against any fines imposed or
victimisation. It would be necessary to
point out to people the financial penal-
ties involved in this tactic.

Other groups have argued for disrup-
ting the registration through a ‘return to
sender’ campaign in order to delay and
complicate registration. To be effective,
the campaign of non-registration or
obstruction must be co-ordinated. Ins-
tead of individuals sending back regist-
ration forms, meetings should be or-
ganised on a street by street basis where
the forms would be filled in and sent
away en masse. This would break down
the feeling of isolation and generate an
atmosphere of solidarity.

With both of these tactics the ques-
tion must be posed: what next? Both
non-registration or obstruction will not
stop the poll tax since the government
can compile registers from other
sources. The principal element to defeat
the poll tax lies in the strategy of mass
non- payment. The campaign of obs-
truction or non-registration should be
used to build support for a mass poll tax
strike beginning in April 1989 and
continuing until the tax is with-
drawn.

Labour councils, in representing the
workers who elect them, must refuse to
implement the poll tax. The decisions of
the Labour controlled Strathclyde and
Lothian regional councils, representing
3 million people, to accept the in-
evitability of the poll tax must be
condemned. Anti-poll tax organisa-
tions, Labour Parties and trade union
branches must apply the maximum
pressure to reverse this cowardly policy
of retreat and surrender. These councils
should follow the examples of Poplar in
the 1920s, Clay Cross in the 1970s and,
most recently, Liverpool, who drew
tens of thousands of families behind
their respective battles against the
Tories.

The foundations of a mass non-
payment campaign must be laid with
public meetings in every housing
scheme to explain the issues and set up
anti-poll tax unions. The role of these
unions is to rally support for non-
payment around the doors. Pledge ral-
lies have been successfully organised by
many unions where people attend the
meeting and sign a form pledging not to
pay the tax. The displaying of "No Poll
Tax’ posters in the housing schemes

One of the posters against the poll tax produced by the Labour Party.

generates a feeling of solidarity, power
and confidence. Spreading support into
the workplaces is essential in streng-
thening the campaign.

Scotland has a rich history of struggle
involving rent strikes, most notably in
Glasgow in 1915 when women in par-
ticular, with the support of industrial
workers, forced the government to cut
rents. The lessons of 1915 are par-
ticularly relevant to today's battle.
Whilst support for the rent strike was
solid, it was the movement of the
industrial workers that forced the Lloyd
George government to back down. To-
day, given that the local authority trade
unions stand to be devastated by the
attacks on local government, these
unions could play the leading industrial
role in the fight against the poll tax.
Industrial action by the local authority
unions would be a springboard for
wider strike action involving not just

- workers in the public sector but unions

in the private sector whose members
will be hit by the effects of the tax. The
rent strikes all over Britain against the
then Tory government’s Housing
Finance Act in 1972 serves as a more
recent example. A mass poll tax strike
backed up by industrial action would
gain another great victory for the work-
ing class.

Out of touch

Unfortunately the Labour leadership
is lagging way behind the mood of
millions of workers. Neil Kinnock
believes the campaign against the poli
tax can be won within the confines of
parliament with clever debating skills
and relying on Tory backbench rebel-
lions.

Much has been made of the Tory
rebellions in April against the Local
Government Finance Bill. However,
the Tory backbench revolt has nothing
to do with compassion or fairness but

everything to do with fear of the mass
opposition towards the tax that is grow-
ing in England and Wales. Where was
the Tory rebellion over the recent
budget which gave tax handouts to the
super rich and nothing to the NHS?
Michael Mates, leader of the Tory
backbench revolt, admitted on News-
night that the two reasons for the
rebellion were “fear of losing Tory
supporters and the bill’s unfairness”:
There was no rebellion, however, when
the bill was passed through parliament
and became Ilaw in Scotland in
December 1987. Given their battering
in the last election, the Tories have
obviously given up Scotland as a lost
cause. To rely on Tory back bench
rebellions is entirely false. Every cons-
cious worker knows that action is re-
quired to stop the Tories as the last 8
years have demonstrated.

Despite the attempts of the Labour
leaders to sidetrack the debate on the
poll tax into safe parliamentary boun-
daries, the pressure from without from
ordinary workers to fight the tax will be
reflected inside the Labour Party. This
process has already begun with even
some MPs on the right wing of the
Labour Party being moved by the anger
of the Scottish workers. Dick Douglas,
the right wing MP for Dunfermline
West, resigned as chairman of the Scot-
tish group of Labour MPs in protest at
Neil Kinnock’s speech at the Labour
Party local government conference in
February  which  criticised those
prepared to break the law to stop the
poll tax. Douglas argued that “anyone
who thinks this lady is going to be held
up by legislative foibles is kidding
themselves on.” Then, at the Scottish
Labour Party Conference in March,
Douglas attacked Neil Kinnock from
the rostrum for “leading an army into
battle carrying a white flag.”

Labour Euro MP Alec Falconer cap-
tured the real mood of activists and

o



workers in Scotland when he referred to
the traditions of the Chartists, the suff-
ragettes and workers’ leader John
MacLean in their preparedness to go all
the way, even if it meant breaking the
law. On the other hand, the leader of
the ‘Stop It’ campaign in Scotland,
Brian Wilson MP, has openly attacked
the proponents of non-payment, calling
their position ‘futile’ as it would mean
going down the road of financial ruin,
which people would not be prepared to
do. What Brian Wilson totally
misunderstands is not only the scale of
support for non-payment that already
exists but also that hundreds of
thousands of poor families simply will
not be able to pay the poll tax.

If the Labour Party leaders were
really listening to people’s views as their
‘Labour Listens’ campaign claims they
would fully support a mass campaign of
non-payment to stop the poll tax. If this
did happen there would be colossal
support for the Labour Party in Scot-
land which would spread around the
rest of Britain.

Tories divided

The support for Liverpool Labour
council’s heroic struggle against the
Tory government received mass support
from the workers of that city. The
council’s stand was the reason for the
tremendous support for Labour in the
general election of June 1987, when
57% voted Labour in the city. The
slogan of the Liverpool labour move-
ment in their heroic battle with the
Tories was ‘Better to break the Law
than to break the Poor’. Such a slogan
adopted by the Scottish labour move-
ment would gain a massive echo with a
population ten times that of Liverpool.
A mighty movement of the Scottish
working class would be an extremely
daunting prospect for the Tories.

The Labour Party leadership argue
that non-payment is illegal and
therefore  unacceptable. However,
when a law like the poll tax is opposed
by the overwhelming majority, workers
do not view defiance as ‘lawbreaking’
but as a justifiable, indeed necessary,
act to prevent such a law being imp-
lemented. It did not matter to
thousands of Scottish workers on 24
February that in striking with their NHS
colleagues, they were breaking the
employment act in organising secondary
picketing. They saw it as justifiable,
necessary action to defend their NHS.
Similarly it did not matter to the tens of
thousands of workers in Scotland who
supported the Caterpillar occupation
that these workers’ act of defiance was
illegal.

Two years before its implementation
opinion polls in England and Wales are

showing 60% opposition to the poll tax.
There is open concern amongst Tory
MPs that the combined effect of the poll
tax and cuts in social security benefits
will be a massive ebbing away of sup-
port from their party. Had it not been
for the intense pressure exherted by the
Tory whips in Parliament, many more
Tory MPs would have voted against the
poll tax, fearing a similar fate to that
which afflicted their colleagues in Scot-
land at the last election and in the May
district elections. In the later elections
the Tories were pushed into third place,
behind the Scottish National Party
(SNP), with only 19% of the votes cast.
In Strathclyde they achicved only 15%.
Of the 53 councils in Scotland the
Tories now have majority control in
only three.

There is now an open desperation
about the Tories future in Scotland
amongst many of their leading
representatives. The leader of the Con-
servative group on the Convention of
Scottish Local Authorities (COSLA)
has stated that the Tories in Scotland
were in a “‘downward spiral which
would continue into oblivion unless
something was done to alter their
policies.” However, Michael Forsyth,
Tory MP for Stirling, recently stated
that the problem for the Conservatives
in Scotland was that “Thatcherism has
not gone far enough™". This indicates the
divisions amongst the Conservatives in
Scotland that will be repeated in Eng-
land and Wales.

The Tories® ‘flagship” is set on a
course that will bring it into confronta-
tion with millions of working class
families. It is lingering like a black cloud
over the heads of Tory MPs and coun-
cillors who fear the consequences of
mass opposition to the poll tax. On the
horizon, moreover, looms the storm
clouds of world economic crisis which
passed over briefly in October in the
form of the stock exchange crash. A
world slump or a recession would have
serious consequences for the weak
British economy and for the position of
the Tories. It would shatter the Tory
myth of Britain’s ‘sound economy’,
particularly in the south of England
where the feeble economic ‘boom’ had
most effect.

Such a scenario combined with mass
opposition to the poll tax in the rest of
the country would result in open conf-
Jict within the Tory Party which would
put into the shade the ‘skirmishes’
between ‘wets’ and ‘drys’ that have
broken out previously. The fact that less
than a year after Thatcher’s election
victory there is open speculation about
the next Tory leader indicates the
unease in the Tory Party. The declara-
tion of Thatcher that she intends to
continue as leader beyond the next

election, with her open contempt for
Tory ‘wets’ like Hescltine and Biffen
while wooing the reactionary David
Owen to come over to the Tories, will
widen these cracks even further, reflec-
ting the divisions in British society.

The Tories would therefore be
delighted if the Labour leaders hold
back the campaign to the confines of
parliament. The Tories will only be
moved on the poll tax if they see the
organised power of the working class.
This was admitted by Malcolm Rifkind,
Secretary of State for Scotland, in an
interview in The Independent last year.
Asked how he would cope with the
“sheer weight of numbers (of Scottish
Labour MPs) stacked against him in the
Commons... Mr Rifkind smiled and
said he comforted himself with Hilaire
Belloc’s couplet: ‘Whatever happens, we
have got, The Gatling gun, and they
have not,”” The Independent, 23
December 1987. In other words, with
an overwhelming majority, the Tories
are openly dismissive of purely par-
liamentary opposition.

Mass action

However, in the same interview, he
made the very telling comment that
“Politicians  always know  when
something has become essential.”’
Referring to the Scottish Labour Party/
STUC organised Festival of Scottish
Democracy held last autumn, he
pointed out that *‘fifty years ago, the
Clydesiders could have produced 50,000
people on Glasgow Green to protest at
some policy of the wicked Conservatives.
Despite the weather, there were still
only 3,000 or 4,000 peopie at the fes-
tival.” These words are a lesson to those
in the labour movement who place
more emphasis on organising pressure
on the Tories through the churches than
mobilising the massed ranks of Scottish
workers presently crying out for a lead
on the poll tax. The potential to
mobilise 500,000 on the streets of Scot-
land already exists. Such a movement
would shake this government to its
foundations. The Labour Party and
STUC have a responsibility to show to
the Tories this massive opposition by
naming the date for an all Scotland
demonstration.

If the Labour leaders fail to do this,
they will be deserting the cause of
millions of Scottish workers. If the
labour movement does not show a way
forward there could be an ebbing away
of support from Labour to the oppor-
tunism of the SNP and their programme
of nationalism, particularly given the
fact that they have at least in words a
more militant position on the poll tax
than the Labour leadership. The first
indications of this were demonstrated in



the May council elections. While the
SNP still only control one council,
Angus, in the north of Scotland, their
vote increased dramatically from 11.7%
in the 1984 elections to 21% in May, a
result which gained them 51 seats and
saw them overtake the Tories who only
poiled 19%.

The SNP made gains from Labour in
some working class areas like West
Lothian where Labour lost 4 seats to the
SNP. One of these was in Robin Cook’s
constituency of Livingston where the
Labour Party has been consumed in
trying to expel Militant supporters.
Similarly in Cumbernauld, where
Labour also lost ground to the SNP.
That many middle class voters and some
workers were attracted to the SNP’s
‘radical’ position on the poll tax is a
clear warning that if the Labour Party
leaders continue to ignore the mood in
the housing schemes for a fight, the
SNP will continue to make headway in
Scotland.

As well as the dangers of nationalism,
there lurks in the background the pos-
sibility of another equally serious
development in the absence of a labour
movement fightback. The anger
towards the poll tax is also mixed with a
mood of desperation, particularly after
the social security changes which will
cripple thousands financially. The Glas-
gow Evening Times in an article last
year entitled ‘Tensions that could erupt
in Revolution’, warned of the anger that
was smouldering in the West of Scot-
land that could explode into open fury.
It is not ruled out that given this
despair, some sections, particularly the
youth-some of whom will be ‘on the
run’ to avoid paying the poll tax—could
resort to terroristic methods to vent
their anger against the state and the
Thatcher government. These methods
of despair would not, however, force
the Tories to back down and could cut
across the building of a mass movement
against the tax. The only effective way
to stop the poll tax is a movement
drawing in all sections of the working
class and channelling their anger in a
collective fight against the Tories.

If the poll tax is implemented, literal-
ly tens of thousands of local authority
jobs will be under threat. The involve-
ment of local authority unions in the
battle against the poll tax is therefore
essential. If the local authority union
leaders abandon the struggle they will
be cutting their own throats and
thousands of their members in the
GMBATU, TGWU, NALGO and
NUPE will lose their jobs. Further,
given that local authority workers are in
the main low paid they will be amongst
the hardest hit by the tax. From all sides
the local authority trade unions have a
crucial role to play in the fight to stop

the poll tax. As yet, however, there has
been a wall of silence from the trade
union leaders on the poll tax, particular-
ly those representing local authority
workers. It is likely that fierce ar-
guments will rage about whether or not
a non-payment campaign would
threaten jobs. Already the threat of
financial crisis inflicting councils is used
by opponents of non-payment to limit
the struggle to verbal opposition. Under
the new financing for local government,
however, with the poll tax only accoun-
ting for 20% of total local authority
income, wages could continue to be
paid even if a mass non- payment
campaign was underway.

Fight to the finish

Fundamentally, it is a question of
fight now or be smashed later. The local
authority unions should prepare the
ground for a one day strike against the
poll tax by linking in with other groups
of workers and local anti-poll tax
unions. The STUC have the respon-
sibility to call and lead a one day strike
in Scotland against the poll tax.

The poll tax is one of the worst
attacks the Tories have launched on the
working class. The experience of the
miners strike and Liverpool council’s
fight has shown that any battle with this
government is a fight to the finish.
These struggles have also shown the
need for correct tactics and strategy:
determination is not enough. With cor-
rect tactics and strategy, and a
preparedness to see the struggle

Glasgow flat dwellers will be hardest hit by the tax.

through to the end, through mass action
the poll tax can be stopped. A victory
for the Scottish working class would
have massive repercussions throughout
Britain, giving enormous confidence to
all workers, and would represent the
beginning of the end of Thatcher’s
brutal regime.

VY Militant PUBLICATION

Wiritten and produced by Scot-
tish Militant supporters, this
new pamphlet s available from:
041 221 1443.



Northern Ireland: Tories

reach an impasse

The signing of the Anglo Irish Agree-
ment two and half years ago was
trumpeted as an ‘historic breakthrough’
by the capitalist press. Tory Secretary of
State for Northern Ireland, Tom King,
accepting that it would not solve all (!!)
the problems, claimed it would “offer a
unique opportunity to make progress
towards their solution and to promote
peace, stability and reconciliation.”
(Letter to MPs, 15 November 1985)

All that the Labour leaderships in
Britain and Ireland could manage to do
was to echo these sentiments. Neil
Kinnock pronounced that ‘“today’s
agreement is a step on the long road
towards ending the violence, waste and
fear which have plagued the people of
Northern Ireland for so long.” (Labour
Party press release, 15 November 1985)
Irish Labour Party leader, Dick Spring,
hoped that “the Agreement, whatever
difficulties there may be in the early
stages, will gradually lead to the phasing
out of violence, to peace and stability in
all Ireland and to even better relations
between Britain and Ireland.” (Party
Newsletter, 16 November 1985)

Agreement stillbom

By contrast this journal opposed the
Agreement, explaining that ““it will pro-
duce instability, upheaval and violence.
Because it will have solved nothing its
final net effect will, at best, be to
increase sectarianism,’’ Militant Interna-
tional Review, Spring 1986. Events have
confirmed our analysis and silenced
those within the labour movement who
welcomed this worthless bosses’ accord.
The ‘troubles’ claimed 54 lives in 1985,
the year of the signing of this ‘step to
peace’. In 1986, 61 died. Last year the
death toll was 93. There were 385
shooting incidents in 1986, 600 in 1987.
The 173 bombings carried out in 1986
rose to 226 in 1987. 1988 has begun
with, if anything, an intensification of
the violence.

These bald statistics understate the
scale of the sectarian reaction which the
agreement unleashed. Its first year
brought a furious Protestant backlash
with demonstrations, a one-day sec-
tarian stoppage, massive intimidation of
Catholics from their workplaces and
their homes. Among the victims were
many Militant supporters, some of
whom suffered beatings while others
were forced with their families to flee
their homes. One, Colum McCallan,
was assassinated by a loyalist
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By Peter Hadden

paramilitary gang in July 1986.

For the ruling class the Agreement
has proved a gross miscalculation. It is
not the first such error made by the
Thatcher government since 1979.
Because the problem of Northern Ire-
land is insoluble on a capitalist basis, all
capitalist answers are, in the end, only
various roads to ruin. What distin-
guishes this particularly short sighted
and stupid government is that it has
repeatedly chosen to go down the
shortest road!

The arrogant intransigence of That-
cher in refusing any concessions to
hunger striking Republican prisoners in
1981 directly led to the growth of
political support for Sinn Fein, which
has since threatened to overtake the
middle class Catholic party, the Social
Democratic and Labour Party (SDLP).
The government was forced to about
face and offer apparent concessions to
the Catholics.

This was the meaning of the Anglo-
Irish Agreement. By offering the Dub-
lin government a say in the affairs of the
North it held out the hope of reforms,
albeit purely cosmetic in character, to
the Catholics. In return the real subs-
tance of the Agreement was to be in the
form of increased North-South security
co-operation.

In the event, the Protestant backlash
paralysed the Agreement from the
outset. Even the paltry concessions
initially implied could not be introduc-
ed. Instead the Tories have been forced
to spend the last two years trying to
pacify the Protestants and to coax the
Unionist politicans to the negotiating
table. All that remains of the Agree-
ment are its security aspects. Its only
tangible effect in Catholic working class
areas has been to increase repres-
sion.

The end result is that the Protestants
remain diametrically opposed while
Catholics are increasingly alienated
from the Accord. A recent opinion poll
carried out for UTV/Fortnight magazine
found that 81% of Catholics thought
that the Anglo-Irish Agreement had
failed to benefit them.

Thatcher has reacted to the failure of
this, her major political initiative, by
turning to military means for an answer.
The government’s present policy of ever
more vicious and more naked repres-

sion is already succeeding in bitterly
antagonising the Catholic working class.
The wheel has come full circle since
1981, except now the Tories have suc-
ceeded in alienating both sections of the
community.

Because of the role of the British
capitalist media which has, cons-
piratorial style, either distorted or hid-
den the facts of the government’s
repressive policies, it is worth documen-
ting some of the more recent incidents.
This is also necessary because the
British Labour leaders, with a few
honourable exceptions such as Eric
Heffer over the Gilbraltar killings, have
either kept silent or else disgracefully
backed the Tories’ methods. To oppose
the flagrant breaches of democratic
rights which take place daily in Nor-
thern Ireland is not to give or even
imply support for the methods of the
Provisional IRA. On the contrary, the
labour movement, by its silence, actual-
ly benefits the Provos, giving them a
monopoly to tap the genuine opposition
which these outrages invoke. The
methods used in Northern Ireland to-
day, if not successfully resisted. will be
there for future use against the labour
movement both in Britain and Ireland.

Aidan McAnespie

Firstly, there has been the Stalker
affair. As Deputy Chief Constable in
Manchester, Stalker was a loyal police
officer with right wing views. In 1983 he
spent a year on a Royal College
Defence Studies course during which he
studied ‘policing’ in Columbia. Brazil
and Chile. ““The small group of which 1
was a part,”” he reports, “"was hosted at
Presidential level,” Stalker, p20. As for
Latin America, he ‘“enjoyed and
benefited from it greatly’”. Not so Nor-
thern Ireland where he was sent in 1984
to investigate three incidents of the
RUC shoot-to-kill policy in which six
unarmed civilians were killed. Stalker
was obstructed, threatened and refused
access to evidence. When it became
clear he was not going to produce a
whitewash, his character was smeared
and he was removed from the case.

The eventual report of Stalker and his
successor Sampson indicted the RUC,
exposing their deliberate cover up
policy which involved police officers
being ordered to tell lies. Yet in January
the British Attorney General decided
that no RUC officer should be pro-
secuted and that the matter should be



No justice for the Bimingham Six, while RUC officers escape rosecution.

dropped.

Then there is the case of the Birmin-
gham Six: six Irishmen wrongly con-
victed of the 1974 Birmingham pub
bombings on the basis of the now
discredited forensic evidence and con-
fessions beaten out of them in police
cells. Despite fresh evidence, both of
the beatings and of police perjury in the
original trial, three appeal judges
recently upheld their convictions. One
of these men is now seriously ill and
likely to die in prison.

Aidan McAnespie was a young
Catholic from Aughnacloy, a County
Tyrone border town. He worked across
the border in Monaghan *vhere he was a
shop steward. On 21 February he was
walking towards the army border check-
point, coming from a Gaelic football
match, when a shot fired from an army
observation post killed him. This inci-
dent has highlighted the day to day
harassment of many Catholic workers
meted out by the army and police and
the lengths to which the establishment
will go to cover up their methods.

Crossing the border every day, Aidan
McAnespie was regularly detained. On
many occasions he was told by soldiers
that he was on their death list. The day
before he was shot he and his mother
were held for 90 minutes. The army
version of the Kkilling was that a
ricocheting bullet, accidently fired, had
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killed him. A report from the Northern
Ireland pathologist hurriedly confirmed
this. Those on the spot who witnessed
the bullet wound thought differently.
When the body was exhumed to allow a
Southern pathologist to examine it, it
was found that a piece of his chest,
important to reveal the trajectory of the
bullet, was missing. The Southern
report has not contradicted that of the
North but there are grounds for sus-
picion that a huge cover up has been
effected.

Gibraltar killings

While the ‘security forces’ can issue
death threats to people like Aidan
McAnespie with apparent impunity, not
so the other way round. In March 1987
a 19 year old Catholic was sentenced to
four years in prison for shouting ‘we will
get you' at a UDR army officer!

The soldier who killed Aidan
McAnespie need lose no sleep worrying
about his fate. During the years since
1969, the army have shot dead over 120
civilians, and killed a further 16 with
rubber or plastic bullets. Only one
soldier has been convicted of murder.
With immaculate timing, the govern-
ment released him on 23 February, only
two days after the McAnespie killing.
Private Thain had served just three
years. He was allowed to rejoin his

regiment, from which he had never
been discharged. His age, only 18 at the
time of the killing, was given as the
reason.

Compare this with the treatment of
young people from Northern Ireland
serving sentences for crimes committed
during the troubles, often carried out
when they were in their teens. Current-
ly there are 45 Secretary of State’s
Pleasure (SOSP) prisoners, people
given indeterminate sentences, many of
whom have already served over 10 years
and have no release date. In Long Kesh
(the Maze), there are 500 prisoners
serving life. Two hundred, among them
both Republicans and Loyalists, have
served over 10 years. Thirty five were
jailed when they were under 18. Ex-
amples include Sammy Dines from Bel-
fast’s Short Strand, convicted when he
was 17 of planting two bombs on a train
and who has already served 12 years,
and Sean Dornan from Belfast who has
already served 11 years for hijacking a
car.

Only weeks after the government
closed the book on the 1982 examples of
the RUC shoot-to-kill policy, this policy
was again put into force, this time by
the SAS in Gibraltar. On 6 March three
members of an IRA bomb unit were
gunned down mercilessly and without
warning, bullets pumped into their
bodies at point blank range. All were
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unarmed. The bomb had not yet been
planted.

As with the McAnespie killing this
case highlighted the disinformation role
of the propaganda machine of the ruling
class. Initial claims spread over all the
media and announced by Foreign
Secretary Geoffrey Howe in Parlia-
ment, that a bomb had been planted,
and that a challenge had been given,
have been contradicted by the facts.
The reason for the hasty cover up is
clear. The case is even more serious
than the Stalker inquiry because the
facts now coming to light point more
clearly and directly to these killings
having been sanctioned at British
Cabinet level, possibly by Thatcher
herself. This makes certain that if an
enquiry is set up, the result will be to
exonerate the SAS. It also explains
Thatcher’s furious condemnation of an
ITV programme which presented
evidence damning to the government’s
version of events.

Daily harassment

Following this programme Thatcher
indignantly stated: “Trial by television
or guilt by association is the day that
freedom dies. The freedom of people
depends on the rule of law and a fair
legal system. The place to have trials is
in a court of law.” By that reckoning
there is not much freedom in Northern
Ireland! Trial by television may not be
justice but at least it is less final than
what was offered to the three killed in
Gibraltar-trial by bullet!

These killings drew world attention.
But as with Aidan McAnespie’s death,
the events surrounding this incident
revealed the other, more mundane, side
of repression, the day to day harass-
ment of civilians, which generally re-
mains hidden outside the Catholic wor-
king class areas. As the coffins of the
Gibraltar victims were brought back
into the North, police vehicles
repeatedly drove into the hearses, and
the cortege was slowed down near
Protestant areas, inviting attack. Near
Belfast the hearse containing the body
of Sean Savage was ‘stolen’: a soldier
removed the driver and drove the vehi-
cle at speed through West Belfast,
finally abandoning it outside the family
home.

The Loyalist gun and grenade attack
on the Gibraltar funerals which left
three dead and dozens injured has also
raised questions about the role of the
security forces. That the attacker,
Michael Stone, a self-styled Loyalist
mercenary, was able to take advantage
of the unusally low-key policing of the
funerals suggests complicity from at
least some level of the RUC. Further-
more, when in court, Stone confessed to

ed RUC cover-up.

three other sectarian killings, describing
the victims as ‘legitimate targets’ stating
that he had “‘seen their files”.

Even the killing of the two out-of-
uniform soldiers at an IRA funeral in
Andersonstown a few days later raises
questions about the role of the state
forces, and will most likely end in the
state further antagonising the Catholic
working class. The facts of this case
have been buried under hysterical con-
demnation in the capitalist press. Ig-
nored is the fact that the soldiers were
challenged by stewards a number of
times and asked to drive away. Instead
they drove at speed at the funeral
scattering people as they went. Army
claims that they were on the scene “by
accident’ are a little incredulous, al-
though what their purpose was is far
from clear.

Everybody, journalists, soldiers in
helicopters overhead and the crowd
alike, assumed this was another Loyalist
attack. The initial reaction of the crowd
in surrounding and disarming them was
understandable and justified. What was
not justified was the fact that once
overpowered, identified and no longer a
threat, they were taken by the IRA and
killed. As with all IRA actions, this was
totally counter-productive, clouding the
whole issue and giving the government
a powerful propaganda weapon.

Now widespread arrests of those in-
volved in the initial attack are taking
place. Thatcher will probably seek her
pound of flesh in convictions and long
sentences. The result will be to put the
propaganda boot on the other foot as
the issue could become a Northern
Ireland version of South Africa’s
Sharpeville Six case.

Even from a capitalist point of view
this policy of repression, of a solution
by military means, becomes counter-

productive after a certain stage. In a
recent poll 7% of Catholics in the North
said their sympathies for Sinn Fein had
disappeared after the IRA atrocity at
Enniskillen. But 9% said that they were
more sympathetic to the IRA after the
Stalker affair and the Birmingham Six
judgement. So. on the one hand, the
bosses cannot impose a military solu-
tion. On the other, their every effort to
find a political answer has at best fallen
around their ears or, as with the Anglo-
Irish Agreement. only made matters
WwOrse.

Marxists have long explained that
with all avenues to a solution blocked.
instability and violence are permanent
features of capitalism in Ireland.
Recently we have been joined in our
analysis by one leading capitalist jour-
nal, The Economist. With the euphoria
of November 1985 now only a faint
memory, the March 26 1988 issue sober-
ly states: **Most political problems have
solutions. A few do not. Northern
Ireland is one of them, certainly now
and perhaps for decades.” To take any
initiative the ruling class must court
disaster. But to do nothing is no less
dangerous. Answering this dilemma.
The Economist continues: “That does
not mean that politicians should stop
seeking solutions to its problems, on the
contrary their search is the best way to
prevent things getting even worse. Nor-
thern  Ireland needs plenty of
politics—concords, initiatives, communi-
ques, commissions of enquiry and much
more so that the arguments are con-
ducted politically and not by the

- Devoived
government?

This statement explains the recent
cfforts by government ministers to find
some formula for devolved government
in the North—-not in any real hope that it
will solve anything but to keep the
politicians in business and to provide a
smokescreen to hide the repression.
Sadly for Thatcher two factors of her
own creation make devolution much
more difficult to achieve than in the
1970s, even on a short term basis. The
first is the Anglo-Irish Agreement. The
Unionists will agree to a devolved
government, possibly even power shar-
ing-but only if the Agreement is scrap-
ped. For the SDLP participation in a
new assembly in return for abandoning
the Agreement would be tantamount to
political suicide at this stage. Even if the
Tories were to come up Wwith some
formula to get round this difficulty, the
second factor, the growth of Sinn Fein,
presents an impassable barrier to the
stabilisation of any new assembly.

It is the political presence of Sinn



Fein which narrows the SDLP’s op-
tions. Sinn Fein poll around 12% of the
vote. They have 61 council seats and
one Westminister seat. In some working
class Catholic areas they outvote the
SDLP. Since Sinn Fein won their coun-
cil seats the work of the councils has
been virtually paralysed. If Sinn Fein
entered a new assembly their presence
would disrupt it. If they refused to take
their seats and as it became clear that
the assembly could solve nothing, that
poverty and repression were to remain,
so they would undermine the SDLP’s
position within it, forcing the latter to
either withdraw or risk being overtaken
as the largest Catholic party. Lasting
and effective democratic institutions are
now impossible in Northern Ireland.
Thatcher’s policy of errors has left her
government with less room to manoevre
than any previous.

The inability of the capitalist class
and their representatives to overcome
the national problem is no accident. It
stems from the economic impasse of
capitalism in Ireland. The south of
Ireland is the poorest country in North
West Europe. In the last four years its
National Debt has doubled. Total debt
is now equal to 150% of GNP. Unemp-
loyment at 19% is the second highest in
Europe after Spain. It would be much
higher but for emigration. Over the last
five years 100,000 people have voted
with their passports and left the count-
ry.
The relative upswing in world
capitalism since 1982 has largely bypass-
ed the North. For example, whereas
industrial output in Britain rose by 2%
between the third quarter of 1985 and
that of 1986, in Northern Ireland it fell
by 4.4%. Ground lost in the 1979-82
recession has not been recovered. In
fact, in January 1987 manufacturing
output was at the same level as in 1968!
40% of manufacturing jobs have been
lost since 1979. Of the 97,000 which
remain, 90,000 are in part subsidised by
the state, by an average of £39 per week
for every worker.

Only public spending keeps the
economy afloat. 45% of total employ-
ment is in the public sector. Maintaining
this situation requires a massive annual
subvention from the British exchequer,
now equal to one third of all govern-
ment spending in the North. Poverty is
widespread and severe. This is the
second poorest region in the EEC, after
Calabria in southern Italy. More than
19% of the workforce are unemployed,
plus some 20,000 on various ‘training’
schemes. Social security benefits ac-
count for just over 23% of household
income, 14% in Britain. 23% of
households have an income of less than
£50 per week.

Neither the British nor the Irish

A lobby of the Antrim Health Board, April 1988.

capitalist classes can offer a future
which would improve the lot of the
people of the North, either Catholic or
Protestant. Whatever option they come
up with will be unacceptable to one, the
other or to both communities.

The Catholic population, particularly
the working class, cannot be per-
manently reconciled to the existence of
the present state which they see offers
them only poverty. On the other hand,
capitalist reunification of Ireland, the
preferred solution of the British ruling
class-although the prospect is viewed
with dread and in practice would be
opposed by the southern capitalists—is
ruled out. Those who dismissed the idea
of a Protestant backlash as a bluff have
had their answer in the reaction to the
Anglo-Irish Agreement. That was mild
compared to what would happen if any
real steps to reunification were taken.
There would be armed resistance and
civil war. The outcome would be repar-
tition, the creation of two reactionary
police states, with the Protestants most
likely holding most of the existing nor-
thern state.

No capitalist
solution

The resolution of the national pro-
blem is a democratic, not really a
socialist task. Because they cannot offer
economic security, the capitalists can-
not promote a democratic settlement.
So this task falls to the only class which
can take society forward-the working
class. Only on a socialist basis can
Ireland be reunited and a formula ad-
vanced which could permanantly
resolve the conflict—a socialist Ireland as
a free and equal part of a voluntary
socialist federation of Britain and Ire-
land.

With much of what has been said in

this article the leaders of Sinn Fein and
the Provisional IRA might agree. On
this issue we must part company.
Because they also advocate a capitalist
solution, the ideas of Sinn Fein are no
less worthless than those of Thatcher
and the other representatives of British
imperialism. The present Sinn Fein and
IRA leadership advance a variant of the
Stalinist theory of stages—in this case
that British withdrawal and in-
dependence must be achieved before a
struggle for socialism can be begun.
Given that readers in Britain and
internationally, outside the USA, are
generally presented with the ‘left’,
‘socialist’ face of Sinn Fein, it is worth
quoting the Sinn Fein president Gerry
Adams at length on this point: “Real
national independence is the prere-
quisite of socialism... socialism includes
and is a stage in the advance of repub-
licanism,” pl128, The Politics of Irish
Freedom. “This classical (repub-
lican—PH) view of the matter contrasts
with the ultra left view which counter-
poses republicanism and socialism and
which breaks up the unity of the na-
tional independence movement by put-
ting forward ‘socialist’ demands that
have no possibility of being achieved
until real independence is won, the
result is that one gets neither in-
dependence nor socialism,” p138.
Adams here stands reality on its
head. As Connolly many times explain-
ed, only socialism can bring ‘real’ in-
dependence. And socialism can only be
achieved by the working class, united in
struggle. Adams’ “‘unity of the national
independence movement” means all
stand together for a capitalist Ireland.
Protestant workers could never be won
to such a slogan. This ‘nationalist’ or
‘anti-imperialist’ unity as in an abuse of
language it is sometimes termed, is the
antithesis of class unity. The result of
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this strategy is that the only force which
could defeat imperialism, the working
class, is left divided and confused and,
to borrow a phrase from Gerry Adams,
“the result is that one gets neither
independence nor socialism.”

Sinn Fein’s incorrect ideas are com-
pounded by the false methods of the
IRA. The proudest boast of the Provos
is that they cannot be defeated. It is true
that the ruling class cannot entirely
eradicate them. But after nearly two
decades of their military campaign this
is hardly the issue. The real question is,
can they win? The answer, resounding-
ly, is no.

Individual terrorism can never suc-
ceed in defeating the might of the
British or any other capitalist state.
There is not a case in history where such
methods have succeeded. Half ack-
nowledging this, some IRA leaders
argue that their intention is to ‘wear
down the will’ of the British to stay in
Ireland, thereby forcing them to the
conference table. The gaping hole in
this argument is the fact that the British
have no longer any interest in retaining
their direct control over the North.
Their economic interests, not least the
£1.5 billion annual subvention plus the
cost of the troops, dictate that they
should leave. They need no encourage-
ment from the armalites and explosives
of the IRA.

That they stay has nothing to do with
‘political will’ and is all to do with the
fact that they have no choice. With-
drawal would mean civil war leading to
a Palestine situation on Britain’s doors-
tep. The status quo, however difficult,
is preferable for them. The only effect
of the Provos campaign is to make civil
war a more certain outcome of with-
drawal and to give the British ruling
class even less option but to re-
main.

By and large, success for the Provos’
terrorist tactics in reality becomes
failure, whereas it is when they fail that
they gain most success. This is the
cul-de-sac into which individual ter-
rorism has led them.

For example, the Gibraltar bombing
failed and the Provos scored a huge
propaganda success. Had the bombing
been successful, the result would likely
have been a carnage akin to the Ennis-
killen Remembrance Day bomb, except
this time the majority of victims would
probably have been tourists, not Protes-
tant civilians. Fortunately for the Pro-
vos they failed, just as unfortunately for
them the Enniskillen bomb went
off.

At the time of the Enniskillen bomb
and again when the two soldiers were
shot dead in Andersontown, the Anglo-
Irish Agreement had all but collapsed
over the issues of extradition and of

Gibraltar. These two ‘successful’ IRA
actions provided the Dublin govern-
ment with the excuse to resume the
Anglo-Irish meetings and, in the first
case, allowed them to ratify the Single
European Act which would not have
gone through the Dail as it facilitates
extradition. At the time of writing, the
‘successful’ killing of three soldiers in
Holland has again allowed ‘security’ to
be top of the agenda at an Anglo-Irish
ministerial meeting.

Individual terrorism strengthens the
state giving the excuse for repression. In
Northern Ireland it has greatly deepen-
ed the division between the working
class. Mass action, not the deeds of
individuals no matter how well armed,
organised or dedicated, is the only way
to change society. No matter what the
intent, and in the last analysis intent is
of no importance, the effect of the
Provos activities has been completely
reactionary. Their best contribution to
the genuine ‘anti imperialist’ struggle,
the class struggle for socialism, would
be to call a ceasefire.

Working class unity is the only ans-
wer. The basis for this unity lies in the
conditions faced by both Catholic and
Protestant workers. Catholics have suf-
fered decades of discrimination and
today face higher rates of unemploy-
ment. In the Lower Falls area of West
Belfast more than 50% of heads of
households are unemployed. Some es-
tates have much higher figures: Twinb-
rook, 82%, Divis, 95%. 82% of Lower
Falls households survive on a weekly
income of less than £100. (Falls Com-
munity Council Figures).

DHSS strikes

Yet contrary to some nationalist
mythology, working class Protestants
are no pampered elite. Alongside the
Lower Falls and separated from it by a
huge barrier, the ‘peace line’, is the
Protestant Lower Shankill. Here
unemployment is lower-at 34%! But
the poverty is no different. 93% of
households depend to some degree, and
56% are entirely dependent, upon state
benefits. 50% of households have a
weekly income of less than £60, two
thirds live on less than £90 per week.
(Belfast Unemployed Centre
Survey).

Protestant and Catholic workers face
the same Tory attacks, the same cuts in
services and benefits. On these issues
unity in struggle has already been mag-
nificently achieved. On March 14th, the
day the bodies of the Gibraltar victims
were returned, there was a partial
general strike in defence of the health
service. Over 12,000 demonstrated in
Belfast in the biggest labour movement
demonstration for decades. 2,000 mar-

ched in Derry. A few days later, 10,000
turned out to protest against the closure
of local hospital services in Downpat-
rick, undoubtedly the biggest class
demonstration ever held in this town.
Similarly, 2,000 turned up to a public
meeting in the small town of Ballycastle
in April on the same issue. But for the
indecisive role of the trade union
leaders, who issued no clear strike call
on March 14 and who have failed to
organise follow up action, this move-
ment would have been far more exten-
sive.

Recent strikes have been solid and
militant and, in each case, have involv-
ed Catholic and Protestant workers
standing shoulder to shoulder. 1987
began with the NCU dispute, the North
being one of the most militant regions.
In the summer, Abbey meat workers
stayed out for 16 weeks and won an
important victory. More recently Ford
workers and seafarers have displayed
the same militancy. Despite a deeper
recession than in Britain the fall in trade
union membership has not been as
sharp. Between 1979 and 1987 trade
union membership fell from 238,000 to
224,000, a tiny drop and proportionate-
ly less than the fall in TUC numbers
from 12.7 million to something over 9
million today.

Over the past two and a half years the
unity of the workforce and of the unions
has come under attack from both
Loyalists and Republicans. These at-
tacks have been repulsed. Workers
have moved into struggle not just on
economic issues but also against sec-
tarianism. The furious sectarian reac-
tion to the Anglo-Irish Agreement
came to a head in the summer of 1986.
Alongside a massive campaign by the
UDA to drive Catholics from the work-
places, there came a threat from the
IRA to anyone working for or supplying
the security forces. Tens of thousands of
workers, cleaners, telephone engineers
and civil servants, became ‘legitimate
targets’.

In mid-August a telephoned threat
was made to Catholic staff working in
the DHSS office in Lisburn. All the
workers walked out. With Militant sup-
porters playing a leading role, the ac-
tion was spread to every DHSS office.
As office after office closed and 4,000
workers, Catholic and Protestant, came
out, the UDA, who had issued the
threat, backed down. Even though
DHSS workers had shown concretely
how the movement could begin a figh-
tback, the trade union leaders, both the
right wing and the Stalinist ‘left’, were
at a complete loss. Not one leader
attempted to organise similar action.
Shortly after the DHSS victory, but
apparently oblivious of its significance,
Terry Carlin, the Northern Ireland Of-
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ficer of the Irish Congress of Trade
Unions (ICTU), spoke in despairing
tones to The Irish Times, 23 August,
1986: “Right now there’s not much
hope knocking about on this side. It’s
very frustrating. Some branches have
spent the last fortnight dealing solely
with intimidation complaints and often
there is not a great deal the unions can
do.”

The DHSS action, along with threats
by other trade unionists to take similar
action, cut across the mounting sec-
tarianism. Eventually under pressure
from below the ICTU leaders did laun-
ch an anti- sectarian campaign, the
‘Peace, Jobs and Progress’ campaign.
Conducted in conjunction with the
church leaders and employers and ap-
pealing also to the politicians, this
campaign never went beyond the draw-
ing boards.

When the killings were stepped up
early this year, the trade union leaders
and their campaign were nowhere to be
seen. In particular, when a young shop
steward, Charles McGrillen, was gunn-
ed down outside the supermarket in
Belfast where he worked, neither the
ICTU nor his ‘Communist’ Party led
union, the ATGWU, took any action.
In this situation Militant supporters
proposed a resolution, through Derry
Trades Council, for the Northern Ire-
land Committee Conference of ICTU,
held in April, that the movement should
prepare its members to take strike
action in the event of further intimida-
tion or physical attacks on trade
unionists. The bureaucracy prevented
this motion from being discussed. .

Once again it has been the DHSS
workers, with Militant supporters again
giving the lead, who have shown the
way. They have implemented the Derry
resolution which the trade union
bureaucracy refused even to discuss. At
the end of April a threat from the INLA
against DHSS fraud officers in Derry
was answered by the entire Derry
DHSS office coming out on strike. By
the next morning the strike had spread
to every DHSS office and within hours
the INLA publicly withdrew the threat.

Throughout the troubles the trade
union and Labour leaderships in Britain
and Ircland, North and South. have
relied upon and supported Tory
mcasures. The Labour government of
1974-79 carried on and even intensified
the repressive methods of its predeces-
sor. By and large the union leaders have
turned a blind eye to repression. The
end result of their reliance on the state
forces has been to leave the working
class defenceless in face of sectarian
attacks.

Only the working class, acting in-
dependently, has the power to break
the sectarian impasse. This is what the
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DHSS strikes have clearly demons-
trated. What is now needed is the
mobilisation of the entire movement
against the bigots. The best way to
begin such a mobilisation would be
through the convening of a rank and file
conference of the unions and of genuine
community organisations to discuss con-
cretely what action to take against
sectarianism and how the working class
can be organised in its own
defence.

Defensive action alone will not be
enough. So long as workers remain
divided politically the Tories and bigots
will always retain an influence. A
political offensive must also be launch-
ed. Such a conference should also dis-
cuss the formation and building of a
mass socialist Labour Party. If this party
adopted and vigorously campaigned
against all Tory attacks on living stan-
dards and democratic rights, and put
forward a clear socialist alternative, the
majority of both Catholic and Protes-
tant workers could be won to its ban-
ner.

Change course

Sceptics will scorn that this is ‘too
difficult’ and there are no greater scep-
tics than the right wing and Stalinist
trade union leadership. But this was the
same argument these gentlemen ad-
vanced 20 years ago to excuse their
refusal to mount a struggie for socialist
class unity when the troubles began.

They preferred the ‘less difficult’, more !

‘realistic’ course of abandoning an in-
dependent class position and supporting
the ruling class. This ‘easier’ course has
led through internment, Bloody Sun-
day, the UWC stoppage, the hunger
strikes, the Anglo-Irish Agreement to
two decades of violent upheaval in

The Ennisklilen bomlng allowed e Toilesto ut ‘rlty' tetopol‘ e agenda.

which the class movement has been
thrown back and close to 3,000 people
have lost their lives.

Militant has never said that the strug-
gle for class unity and socialism in
Northern Ireland would be simple or
straight forward -because of the policy
of the Labour and trade union leader-
ships it is far less so today than it was 20
years ago. But it is far less arduous than
the alternative-more failed Tory in-
itiatives, more repression, more pover-
ty, more and eventually much worse
sectarian violence. The choice is
stark—either fight for class unity and
socialism or face vicious sectarian reac-
tion. Since 1968, the year which marked
the beginning of the troubles, the
leaders of the workers organisations
have made the wrong choice. Twenty
years on a complete change of course is
demanded.

Read Militant Irish Monthly, the Marx-
ist paper for workers’ unity and
soclalism. To subscribe for 6 issues,
send £3 to Militant, 4 Waring Street
Belfast.
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It is now just eight months
since the stock market
crash of October 1987. in
referring to that collapse In
the last issue of the MIR,
we predicted that “the Great
Crash of 1987 Is making
way for the most serious
decline In capitalism since
the early 1930s... (which)
will surpass anything ex-
perienced In the post-war
period, with significiant ab-
solute falls in production
and investment.”

And yet this dire warning
for the future of the world
caplitalist economy, echoed
also by many supporters of
the capitalist system, has
not yet been confirmed. The
major capitalist nations
continue to experlence
growth in output, particular-
ly in the USA and the UK. On
the surface It seems that
the governments and banks
of the leading economic
powers have achieved a
degree of stabllity in curren-
cy rates, especially for the
dollar, through their
agreements to cooperate in
monetary and fiscal
policles.

So complacent have some
financlal leaders become
that British Chancellor,
Nigel Lawson, when
meeting with his opposite
numbers at G7 (the meeting
of the top seven capitalist
economles) was prompted
to say: “it now appears that
we have shrugged off the
stock market crash”. In
September 1987 Lawson
had been equally confident
about the world economy.
Then in a speech to the IMF,
he boldly remarked that the
Louvre Accord (the agree-
ment made In February
1987 to support the dollar)
was a ‘great success'.
Within a month, the doliar
slumped another 10%
against other currencles
.and the consequent threat
of rising interest rates trig-
gered off the stock market
crash In Wall Street and
woridwide.

With ‘perfect timing’, Law-

son’s comments at the April
£ mmacting anlncidad with

the news that the US trade
deficit for February 1988
was $13.8bn, only slightly
less than the terrible figures
which contributed to the
stock crash last October. It
meant that the US deficit for
the previous three months
was $38.4bn, the worst
quarterly figures since the
Louvre Accord. No wonder
that Wall Street promptly
plunged 100 points and the
central banks of the G7
countries were forced to buy
billions of dollars to shore
up its rate against other
currencles.

The reality is that nothing
has really changed for the
better for world capitalism
since the October crash and
the basic problems that pro-
voked that fall remain. That
is why, with the exception of
Tokyo, the stock markets of
the world have falled to
recover even a major part of
the losses suffered In the
crash.

Imbalances

The small cut in the US
budget spending made by
Reagan for the last financial
year was supposed to res-
tore ‘confidence’. But it has
hardly dented the overail
deficit, because Reagan
has refused to raise taxes.
And despite a nearly 50%
devaluation of the dollar
against other currencies
since 1986, the US trade
deficit remains stubbornly
high at an annual rate of
$150bn, because the US
budget deficit continues to
fuel a consumer boom. At
the same time the $1000bn
foreign debt of the Third
World nations has not been
reduced or resolved, so the
danger of wildespread
default on repayments and
a consequent world finan-
clal crisis remains on the
agenda.

Ironically, because these
Imbalances have not been
corrected, the world boom
in production and trade has
staggered on. A recession
or slump may now be post-
poned until after the US
alactione in  November—
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Reagan wants to leave the
painful decisions about
spending cuts and tax rises
to his successor. But
‘market forces’ will even-
tually exert themselves.

If the US dollar is to be
supported at present levels,
without cutting the US

budget drastically, then
world interest rates wiil
have to rise, driving

manufacturing production
and investment (already
relatively weak) down.
Alternatively, if the US
budget shortfali is reduced
by spending cuts or tax
rises, this will lower con-
sumer spending and
business profits in the USA
and push the economy
downwards.

It is not possible for Japan
and Europe to compensate
for a slump in the US market
as some capitalist commen-
tators hope. Even If Japan
and Europe were to try and
stimulate their economies
through Keynesian deficit
budgets, as the Americans
have been demanding, it
would not be enough to hold
up world markets. Any dec-
line in the US market would
damage profitability and
production for the other
capitalist economies, so in-
creased domestic govern-
ment spending would only
fuel inflation rather than
production. As Clayton Yeut-
ter, the US trade represen-
tative, recently warned:
“countries that depend
heavily on the US market to
fuel their economic growth
(that means everybody else
-RM) will be hardest hit
when that adjustment oc-
curs”.

A decline in the US market
would also spell disaster for
the Third World economies.
Again Yeutter has provided
evidence: the USA imports
65% of ail Third World
manufacturing exports,
while Europe only takes
22% and Japan just 7%. If
the USA cuts back on the
purchase of these goods,
then Europe and Japan wiil
not be able to take up the
elark

T E S

US Trade Secretary Baker.

Alternatively, if the US
government decides not to
cut the budget deficit sig-
nificantly, or allow interest
rates to rise, then the US
doliar will fall sharply in
order to make US goods
more competitive. This will
reduce Europe and Japan’s
share of world markets, pro-
voking competitive devalua-
tions or protectionist
measures, rising interest
rates, or all three —driving
the world economy into
recession. This is the great
fear of US Trade Secretary
Baker, and It is what he
threatens the other G7
nations with unless they
bow to American policies.

Slump

in 1929 the US economy
was already heading into
recession when the October
Crash came. But Europe did
not descend into slump until
the summer of 1930, In the
case of some countries
even later. This time the
stock crash has come
before a production down-
turn in the USA, although it
affected all economies
simultaneously. All the ing-
redients for a significant ab-
solute fall in production and
trade—the definition of a
slump—have not disap-
peared since last October. it
is only a matter of
time--probably by the end
of this year, or into next
year—but it is coming.



Abel Aganbegyan is Gorbachev’s chief economic advisor. The recent publication in the West of his book, The
Challenge: Economics of Perestroika (Hutchinson £8.95), is itself an indication of the profound crisis now
facing the ruling bureaucracy of the Soviet Union.

The economics of Perestroika

Until  recently official  Soviet
economists denied that there were any
fundamental problems: it was merely a
question of ‘perfecting’ socialism.
Such complacency is swept aside by
Aganbegyan. His main aim is of course
to explain the economic policies for
which Gorbachev is now pushing. But
in justifying the new line Aganbegyan,
who clearly has access to all the
necessary information, has produced a
devastating diagnosis of the deep-
rooted sickness afflicting the Soviet
economy.

By Lynn Walish

The truth is that the Soviet economy
has been slowing down for over 15
years. Over the five years of the Eleven-
th Plan, 1981-85, the national income
grew by only 16.5%. This contrasts
with a 41% increase during the Eighth
Plan, 1966-70, 28% growth during
1971-75 and 21% during 1976-80.

These growth rates, however, are
based on official figures, which
Aganbegyan admits are ‘inadequate’
and in fact overestimate the actual
growth. According to his calculations
“in the period 1981-85 there was
practically no economic growth.”

Considerable detail and some very
illuminating examples of the symp-
toms of stagnation are given in the
book, though it is not possible to relate
them all here. Aganbegyan sum-
marises it in this way: “Unprecedented
stagnation and crisis occurred, during
the period 1979-82, when production
of 40% of all industrial goods actually
“ell. Agriculture declined (throughout
-n:s period it failed to reach the 1978
sutput levels). The use of productive
-esources sharply declined and the
-ate of growth of all indicators of
=*ficiency in social production slowed
zown: in effect the productivity of
==our did not increase and return on
czcital investment fell, aggravating
-2 fail in capital-output ratio...”

“owards the end of the 1981-85
=" od, he says, the situation improved
: zhtly. “But overall, the 1981-85 plan
zzpeared not to be fulfilled and the
sountry fell into a serious economic
situation.”

This is when Gorbachev became
general secretary. He represented the
wing of the bureaucracy which recog-
nised the threat of an economic catast-
rophe and had concluded that only
radical reforms could avert disaster.

Aganbegyan attempts to analyse the
reasons for the economic malaise,
though he goes only so far. He does
not write off the gains of the planned
economy. In a chapter on The Lessons
of History he outlines the gigantic
scale of the achievements. The cost, in
terms of human blood and sweat, was
enormous. But on the eve of the first
world war tsarist Russia accounted for
a mere 4% of the world’s industrial
output. Today the USSR produces
about 20%.

But the drive, directed from above, to
transform a backward, mainly rural
society into a modern industrial power
led to what Gorbachev describes as the
‘gross output drive’. The command
structure—or ‘bureaucracy’, as
Aganbegyan admits (page 194) at one
point—concentrated on building up
heavy industry, drawing on the count-
ry’s vast natural resources and mobilis-
ing the massive reserves of labour.
This is described as the ‘extensive’
development of production. This con-
tinued even after the heavy industrial
foundations were laid down. In the last
15-year period there was still a
“predominance of extensive over inten-
sive factors of growth: two thirds
economic growth occurring through
growth of resources and only one third
through increased efficiency.”

Productivity

The reformers in the leadership
around Gorbachev recognise that this
has now reached its limits. Easily
exploitable reserves of coal, oil and
other minerals have been used up, and
the cost of extraction, particularly of
energy, is now much greater. The
Soviet Union produces more steel than
the USA, but it can no longer afford to
squander resources in the extravagant
use of metal products.

Even more critical is the supply of
labour. In the period of post-war growth
the labour force grew by about 10
million every year. In the next period,
because of the demographic impact of
the war (in which about 20 million
died), the labour force will grow by only
about 2.5 million annually. At the
same time, improvements in living
standards will require more workers in
health, education and services. More
labour could undoubtedly be drawn
from the countryside, but only by imp-
roving the efficiency of agriculture.

Economic groewth, from now on, can
come only through raising the produc-
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Abel Aganegyan,
economic adviser.
tivity of labour, through intensive

rather than extensive factors, through
quality rather than quantity.

The old system of economic manage-
ment is incapable of directing such a
radical change. Aganbegyan’s
criticisms of what he cails the “com-
mand administrative style of
management” are very sharp. Plans
were based on targets, targets are
expressed in terms of volumes and
physical aggregates of products.
Everything has been geared to fulfilling
the pian in quantative terms, or even to
over-fulfillment. Prices of capital
equipment or consumer goods, have
long ceased to be a reliable yardstick
of efficiency. A wide range of prices
bear little or no relationship to the real
costs of production. They do not reflect
supply and demand, but neither are
they a reliable tool for planning.

Far from encouraging innovation and
efficiency, the command system tends
to penalise managers (and therefore
workers) who ‘disrupted’ the plan by
introducing new technology or re-
organising processes of production.
Aganbegyan gives several examples of
technically advanced machines or
processes developed in the USSR but
applied to production in Japan or the
USA much more rapidly and extensively
than in the Soviet Union.

He also gives devastating examples
of economic blunders (costing the
equivalent of years of production in
many cases) made by the highly cent-
ralised management structure, in-
evitably out of touch with the many
limbs of the USSR's continental
economy. Aganbegyan also refers to
waste and corruption, but only in pass-
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ing. He stops far short of revealing its
true extent. It is really an organic
disease, which is a big factor in the
country’s stagnation. He limits himself
(page 194) to saying “the administ-
rative network itself increasingly
deteriorated into a self aggrandising
system.” This is similar to Gorbachev's
own vague references to a ‘braking
system’ which is holding back social
development. Aganbegyan says: “An
inevitable corollary of this administ-
rative system of management was
bureaucracy—at the opposite pole to
democracy.”

Aganbegyan’s analysis, however, is
purely ‘economic’. From his critique of
the old system he concludes that it is
necessary to change over to “a fun-
damentally  different system of
management based on the use of
economic levers and incentives.” But
for Marxists economics are not
enough. Marx himself considered his
theory to be a theory of political-
economy. Economics are inseparable
from social relationships. Economic
developments are always bound up
with class relations and politicai
developments. This must be applied to
the Soviet Union and the East
European states as well as to capitalist
societies.

Bureaucracy

But Aganbegyan makes no attempt to
examine the social basis of the
‘economic management system’ he re-
jects. Apparently, it is simply the pro-
duct of the economic policies pursued
under different conditions in the past.
New economic conditions demand new
economic policies. He acknowledges
the conservative outlook of the old
managers, but appears to believe that
this can be overcome by a vigorous
campaign for the new policies,
together with “the development of
democracy.” In fact, the old ‘economic
management system’ has a distinct
social basis, which is now a powerful
element in society. The isolation of the
revolution in a relatively under-
developed country did not merely lead
to a ‘gross output drive’.

Under the leadership of the Bol-
sheviks, the working class, a minority
of the population at that time, were
able to take power. But cut off from the
proletariat of the advanced countries
of capitalism with a much more
developed economic basis, the work-
ing class of the Soviet Union was not
strong enough to maintain political
control of society. Their power was
usurped by the bureaucracy, a privileg-
ed social layer, which through bloody
purges under Stalin, established a
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economic administration. The
bureaucracy preserved the main social
gains of the revolution, the nationalis-
ed economy and planned production,
but regarded them as the basis of its
own privileges, power and prestige.

Under conditions of backwardness
the bureaucracy, through developing
the industrial basis of society, played a
relatively progressive role. But its
social character determined the
methods of management it employed:
coercion, direction from above, rigid
centralisation, inflexible targets exp-
ressed as physical aggregates, and
incentive schemes geared to output
volumes. The bureaucracy inevitably
relied on totalitarian methods. The one
thing the ruling caste could not
tolerate was the involvement of the
working class in the running of the
economy and the state.

When the overriding task was laying
the foundations of heavy industry the
bureaucracy, given the USSR’s abun-
dant resources, could achieve stagger-
ing successes. But its strength, as
Aganbegyan himself has shown, has
turned into its fatal weakness.
Bureaucratic methods, always crude
and clumsy, are totally obsolete in a
sophisticated modern economy.

Aganbegyan puts the crisis down to
outmoded methods of management.
He never faces up to the fundamental
reason: the bureaucracy has outlived
even the relatively progressive role it
played during the phase of basic indus-
trialisation. Now the ruling caste is a
complete fetter on development.

The present crisis in the USSR—and
in the other Stalinist states of Eastern
Europe—is no longer due to historic
backwardness. The foundations of
modern industry have been establish-
ed. There is no real shortage of
resources. The working class is now
the dominant class in Soviet society,
and it is the best educated and tech-
nically trained proletariat in the world.
The current economic crisis is the
product of the bureaucratic distortion
of Soviet society.

The policies proposed by
Aganbegyan must be evaluated in this
light. While he repeatedly refers to the
need for more democracy, the need to
consult the workers, and the increased
involvement of the working class, he
nevertheless implicity rejects the only
real solution to the crisis: the restora-
tion of workers’ democracy. This is the
oxygen required by an atrophied
system. Successful planning requires
the conscious involvement of the work-
ing class at every level of political
control and economic planning. This
would mean the establishment of
workers’ control and management,
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tions set out by Lenin at the time of the
revolution. All officials would be
elected and subject to recall, with
strict limitations on differentials and
safeguards against privileges.

On the economic basis now estab-
lished in the Soviet Union it would be
easily possible to reduce the working
day and the working year dramaticatly,
allowing workers the time to par-
ticipate in running society. Com-
munications technology based on com-
puters and systems of control based on
microprocessors offer all the means of
establishing conscious control over a
complex modern economy. One priority
would be the planned integration of the
USSR, the East European States, and
China.

This, of course, would entail the
overthrow of the bureaucracy. It is
hardly surprising, then, that
Aganbegyan steers clear of any such
course. Gorbachev may or may not
endorse all the policies outlined in The
Challenge, and whether he will be able
to push through his proposals against
opposition within the bureaucracy re-
mains to be seen. But Aganbegyan is
undoubtedly outlining the viewpoint of
the wing of the bureaucracy which sees
the need for reform from above in order
to prevent revolution from below.
Nothing in Aganbegyan’s proposals,
therefore, threatens the existence of
the bureaucracy. On the contrary,
through attacking the outmoded
policies of the conservative wing he
hopes to ensure the successful adap-
tation and survival of the bureac-

racy.
Market

What are the policies being proposed
by Aganbegyan as a solution, and what
are their prospects of success in the
next period? They are based on a move
from ‘administrative’ to ‘economic’
methods of planning. Enterprises in
some sectors, it is intended, wiil
become selif-financing and allowed to
make their own plans. There will be a
wholesale market for both production
equipment and materials and con-
sumer goods. This is intended to force
enterprises to  economise  with
materials and labour and to give con-
sumers more choice. An incentive
system will be introduced to reward
efficiency and encourage the applica-
tion of new technology. in other words,
a much bigger element of the market
mechanism will be introduced into the
economy.

Aithough Aganbegyan argues that
‘economic’ methods must be applied
throughout the whole system—total
‘perestroika'—he seems quite cautious
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tions should be given scope. Whether
this is diplomatic caution in the face of
bureaucratic opposition, or he has
learned the lessons of the disastrous
free market experiments in Eastern
Europe, especially in Yugoslavia, is not
clear. The commanding heights of the
economy will remain under centralised
state control, and autonomous ‘collec-
tive” enterprises will have to give priori-
ty to fulfilling contracts with state
industries and organisations. Despite
the detailed proposals and arguments
put forward by Aganbegyan, the rela-
tionship he envisages between the
plan and the market remains unclear.
This points to the flaw in his pro-
posals.

Initially market methods can un-
doubtedly improve efficiency and raise
production in some sectors. If applied
widely, as proposed by Gorbacheyv,
they may well have a significant effect
on the economy for a period. But the
clear lesson of previous attempts in
bcth Eastern Europe and the Soviet
Union itself is that market pressures,
which are by definition unplanned,
produce new imbalances. This is par-
ticularly so in the case of production
goods, where demand and specifica-
tions depend decisively on the overall
development of industry.

Gains in some sectors lead to shor-
tages in others. The central planning
authorities then have to step in once
again with ‘administrative’ measures to
try to overcome dislocation and crisis.
This is particularly the case when the
functionaries of the central planning
bodies have a vested interest in
preserving the bureaucratic basis of
their power and privileges.

The resort to market methods
represents a step backwards from the
point of view of social development.
The problems of the efficient use of
resources, the application of science
and technology, the assessment of
social needs, and the real preferences
of consumers could all be solved
through the development of democ-
ratic planning. Market methods, on the
other hand, will inevitably compound
the problems of bureaucratic waste
and inefficiency with  anarchic
economic relations.

But will Aganbegyan’s policies imp-
rove the conditions of the Soviet
workers? In order to overcome resis-
rance within the bureaucracy, Gor-
tachev has appealed over their heads
-0 the workers to exert pressure on his
spponents. But workers are clearly
sceptical about the benefits of ‘perest-
-2ika’, which have not been forthcom-
~g so far. All the indications are,
~oreover, that it is the workers who
»:11 bear the real cost of ‘accelerating
sacio-economic development.’

The introduction of realistic,
economic prices, for instance, will
mean a big increase in the cost of
living. Food prices in particular will go
up if this policy is carried through.
Food is subsidised to the extent of
40% of the cost of production, so
economic prices would mean massive
rises. The workers’ explosive response
to such increases in Poland and
elsewhere may lead Gorbachev to
hesitate.

Higher prices, argues Aganbegyan,
will be compensated for by higher
wages. But wage rises will have to be
paid for by improvements in productivi-
ty and output. This will take time. In the
recent period, workers’ pay has in
some cases been reduced through
relating bonuses to quality of out-
put—before the workers are equipped
with the necessary plant and
machinery to achieve improvements.
Enterprises will also be expected to
use labour much more efficiently. This
will mean shedding hundreds of
thousands of workers. But again, the
creation of new jobs will undoubtediy
take time, even if things develop ac-
cording to Aganbegyan’'s plans. He
says himself that in the next few years
(when most investment will be on the
replacement of obsolete equipment)
additional growth will have to be
achieved primarily through squeezing
out the unused or under-utilised
reserves of the economy. Only in the
following period will massive new in-
vestment in social provision and ser-
vice industries become possible.

Incentives

Meanwhile, the enhanced incentives
he proposes wiil go predominantly to
the managers, engineers, and
technical-white collar workers in indus-
try. Manual workers will be offered very
little in the next few years—simply the
promise of improvements later, a story
they have heard many times before.
The strike last October in Moscow's
massive Likino bus factory and other
strikes indicate the response that wilt
be provoked from the workers if Gor-
bachev attempts to carry through
reform at their expense.

Throughout his book, Aganbegyan
repeatedly asserts the need for democ-
racy, and one chapter is devoted to
Glasnost, Democracy, Self-manage-
ment as the Dynamic of Perestroika.
Despite his sharp criticisms of
bureaucracy, however, his proposals
for workers’ self-management are ext-
remely limited. Workers in enterprises
should be able to elect their managers,
he argues. The experience of Yugos-
lavia, however, where quite extensive
measures of self-management were

introduced at one time, has demons-
trated the limitations of such reforms.
Unless the working class, through
trade unions and genuine soviet-type
organisations, controls the central
planning bodies of the state, limited
rights of participation in individual
enterprises amount to very little. In
fact, when the enterprise is constrain-
ed by a combination of the state plan
and market forces outside its control,
such participation can ensnare the
workers in decision-making processes
from which they cannot benefit. A
precondition of genuine self-manage-
ment would be independent, democ-
ratic trade unions through which the
workers could defend their interests.
Aganbegyan talks only of consulting
with the official trade unions, which
are just another instrument of the
bureaucracy.

Even with the election of managers,
the bureaucracy, through its privileged
managerial strata and its political ap-
paratus, the Communist Party, will
retain decisive control. A choice
between party candidates, advocated
by Gorbachev and Aganbegyan, will not
undermine the power of the party
leadership.

At the same time, the economic
policies advocated by Aganbegyan, if
carried through, will produce a widen-
ing of the differentials between
workers and the ruling elite. Sections
of the bureaucrats in obsolete arms of
the apparatus may be undermined. But
the functionaries, managers, technical
experts, and the burgeoning business
elements will gain even bigger
material privileges, a growth that will
inevitably be accompanied by new
forms of profiteering and corruption.

If the policies outlined by
Aganbegyan are energetically imp-
lemented, as Gorbachev is clearly at-
tempting to do, they may well give a
boost to the Soviet economy for a
period. But they will not, despite
Aganbegyan’s forcefully argued
claims, advance the socialisation of
economic relations and provide a way
out of the crisis. Nor will perestroika
lead to a progressive democratisation
of Soviet society. The ruling bureauc-
racy, with its material basis in privilege
and its vested interest in power, re-
mains an insuperable obstacle. For the
Soviet Union to go forward and realise
the enormous economic, scientific and
cultural potential of the planned
economy the successors of Stalin must
be overthrown by the true heirs of
October, the working class. All the
conditions for this political revolution
are now being prepared. At best Gor-
bachev, who is undoubtedly an astute
leader, may buy the bureaucracy some
time.



Jesse Jackson and
the black struggle

Twenty years ago Martin Luther
King, America’s foremost black civil
rights activist, was assassinated. Two
decades later the successes of Jesse
Jackson’s campaign for the Democratic
nomination in the 1988 US Presidential
elections has once again raised the
question, which way forward for blacks
in the USA?

King’s death on April 4th 1968 led to
violent protests in over 100 cities. 146
people were killed in riots which shook
the ruling class. In response to the
increasingly bitter racial battles which
had already crossed the US in the 1960s,
the Kerner Commission had been set up
by President Johnson to investigate the
causes. It concluded that ‘“‘our nation is
moving towards two societies, one
black, one white-separate and une-
qual,” with the likelihood of more and
more blacks ‘‘extending support to now
isolated extremists who advocate civil
disruption.” In other words the USA
would face revolutionary upheavals
unless major reforms were carried
out.

Discrimination
persists

Twenty years on the social position of
blacks has not improved and for many
living standards have deteriorated.
Between 1970 and 1986 the proportion
of blacks living below the poverty line
of $10,000 pa earnings rose from 26.8%
to 30.2%. Those on less than half the
poverty wage rose by 45%! A former
member of the Kerner Commission
commented in March 1988, It would
have been a nightmare to have thought
things wouldn’t change (but) we haven’t
made much more than token ad-
vances.”” Half of black children are born
into poverty. Half are still illiterate by
the time they are 17 years old. They
have a shorter life expectancy than
whites. Many live—in the world’s most
advanced nation—in houses without
electricity, sewerage or water.

Instead of blacks’ position improving
vis-a-vis whites, there has been a
deterioration. Black unemployment re-
mains twice as high as the national
average. In 1950, before Martin Luther
King began his civil rights crusade,
median black incomes were 60% of
those of whites. The figure is 56%
today. Black infant mortality, from

By Phil Frampton

being 58% higher than white infants in
1968, has risen to being 65%
higher.

Blacks continue to face widespread
repression and discrimination. Recently
an 81 year old black man was shot dead
by police in Dallas. The same police
shot dead a 76 year old black woman at
her back door. A Chicago survey show-
ed blacks in the city were six times more
likely to be killed by the police. Police
repression is such that blacks, 12% of
the population, fill half the country’s
prison cells.

Many advances were made in the civil
rights battle against apartheid laws in
the South. But while South Africa lifted
its ban on mixed marriages in 1986, it
was not until last year that the Mississip-
pi state finally amended the law banning
mixed marriages there. The Bob Jones
University in South Carolina recently
faced legal action over its continued ban
on students’ mixed marriages or even
mixed dating! When Reagan’s office.
under pressure, conducted an investiga-
tion into education in 10 states, six were
found to be still not complying with the
1964 Education Segregation Act.

These conditions are the root cause of
the almost unanimous black support for
Jackson in the primary elections, in-
dicating the deep sense of injustice felt
by blacks.

The most advanced and powerful
nation capitalism has known cannot
alleviate the poverty and oppression of
its national and racial minorities. What
sharper indication could there be of the
rottenness of capitalism? Last year an
extra $41 billion was produced by the
US economy. If this wealth, the most
modern technology and science, and a
democratic constitution guaranteeing
the rights of all, cannot be harnessed by
capitalism to eliminate national and
racial oppression, then capitalism can
rule out any solution to the national
questions facing South Africa, the Mid-
dle East or Ireland.

The whole history of black people in
the US vividly confirms the position
outlined in Leon Trotsky’s theory of the
Permanent Revolution. Trotsky in 1906
posed that the epoch of imperialism and
world economy meant that those

societies which had not carried out the
basic tasks to establish a viable capitalist
state-land reform, a unified nation state
and democratic rule-would find thesc
tasks impossible to successfully comp-
lete. Only the working class in our era,
through implementing a socialist plan of
production internationally, could take
society out of this impasse.

For the US capitalist class their
revolutionary mission ended with the
mopping up of slave-owning society in
the aftermath of the Civil War of
1861-1865. By 1871 they had finally
established the domination of industrial
capital over the key parts of the conti-
nent. But capitalism could not even
then afford to give equality to blacks.
The capitalists feared the unity of the
radical propertyless Southern blacks
with the Northern industrial workers as
potentially revolutionary. These two
trends run through the struggles of
blacks in the USA: on the one hand, the
remorseless attempts by capitalism to
drive a racist wedge between workers,
on the other, the continued attempts of
black and white workers in struggle to
achieve unity.

History of struggle

Prior to the Paris Commune, Marx
referred to Lincoln’s 1863 Proclamation
of Slave Emancipation as the greatest
event of the 19th century. Lincoln had
been elected as President in 1860. His
aim was the long-term elimination of
slavery. But the secession and declara-
tion of the Southern states pre-empted
him. For the slave-owners, the election
of a Republican representing Northern
industrial capitalism signalled the end of
their domination of the army and
judiciary.

Only through clinging onto control of
the state machine, had the slave-owners
been able to protect their system from
the more powerful Northern capitalists.
The plantation system’s rapacious ex-
hausting of fertile land dictated it’s
expansion northwards. Without control
of the state this was impossible. ‘“War is
the continuation of politics by another
means”. The Confederacy declared war
to crush the Northern capitalists. The
North was faced with revolution or
counter- revolution. Either Lincoln
would have to carry out the revolu-
tionary destruction of the slave system
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or the North would face counter-
revolution.

The organised white workers in the
North understood what was at stake.
“There is one truth which should be
clearly understood by every working
man in the Union. The slavery of the
black man leads to slavery of the white
man... If the doctrine of treason is true,
that ‘capital should own labour’, then
all labourers, white or black, are and
ought to be slaves,” wrote The Iron
Platform, a New York labour paper in
1862. Sixty per cent of trade unionists
signed up for the Northern armies.

Confronted with the rottenness of the
federal state machine which was riddled
with Southern sympathisers—for the
fortunes of commercial capital in shipp-
ing and banking were tied to slavery—
Lincoln initially hesitated to declare war
against slavery itself, trying to avoid a
revolutionary war.

Despite its advantages of wealth and
population, the North suffcred some
heavy defeats. But, as Marx had
predicted, the defeats finally forced
Lincoln to engage in war to the death by
delaring for the freedom of the slaves.

The declaration itself hastened the
undermining of the Southern cconomy
as hundreds of thousands fled the plan-
tations. From this point on, 200,000
blacks formed the vanguard of the
Union drive on the South. The freed
slaves marched forward to scize the

]ésse Jackson with Martin Luther King, 2nd from right, 6n the hotel balcony where King was later to be assassinated.

land from the rctreating plantation
owners.

While the final capitulation of the
South in 1865 was followed by a pause
in the revolution, in which reaction
attempted to regain a hold and restore
the old society, this only triggered a new
lurch forward of the revolution-the
period known as the ‘Radical Recons-
truction’. Jesse Jackson and a section of
black Democrats have called on the
party for a ‘Second Reconstruction’
programme. This indicates the con-
fusion in their outlook and their mis-
taken illusions in big business.

‘Reconstruction’

Reconstruction was a continuation of
the revolutionary civil war. It was a
social revolution. Arms in hand black
ex-slaves and poor whites fought to win
the right to vote, cducation and land,
summed up in the slogan, "40 acres and
a mule’. The Northern capitalists back-
ed the movement in so much as it erased
completely any threat of restoration and
consolidated the domination of Nor-
thern capital. But the threat to
capitalism was also apparent. For exam-
ple, the blacks of South Carolina won a
majority in the convention to draw up
the new statc constitution. [lliterate and
mostly too poor to pay taxes, they
established a thoroughly democratic
constitution including the clection of all

state officials, rights for women, the
breaking up of the large estates and free
education for all children. In addition
the movement of Southern blacks was
paralleled by the industrial working
class of the North. Consequently, once
established in the South, the capitalists
unleashed the Ku Klux Klan to wage a
white terror against poor blacks and
whites alike. Their aim was to divide
and rule to prevent ‘an American Com-
mune’.

Reconstruction represented a revolu-
tionary democratic struggle in which the
interests of industrial capital and those
of the black slaves temporarily coincid-
ed. Today there is no basis for a
coincidence of interests of the big
business controlled Democratic Party
and American blacks who are 90%
working class. No matter how much
capitalism may regret rearing the racial
beast in its basement, emancipation
today, rather than consolidating US
capitalism, would challenge its very
basis.

All the civil rights legislation has
made but a dent in blacks oppression.
Trotsky explained in The History of the
Russian Revolution that the effect of the
elimination of ‘de jure’ legal discrimina-
tion against the Jews-who in Russia
faced 650 laws limiting their rights—only
served to expose more sharply the ‘de
facto’ reality of their oppression. In the
US, blacks, confined to the ghettos with
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half the incomes and a third of the
wealth of whites, can only achieve
emancipation through massive wage in-
creases, benefit increases, the replace-
ment of six million slum dwellings and
free health care—which would come to a
bill equalling 10% of the national in-
come! Marxists fight for such a prog-
ramme of reforms. But while the ex-
slaves’ struggle for the land of the
plantocracy did not fundamentally
challenge the profit system, a ‘second
reconstruction’, because it locks blacks
in a struggle with the capitalists for their
share of production, can only be carried
out by the working class in the revolu-
tionary struggle to establish a socialist
United States of America.

The Democrats committed to reforms
would play the same treachcrous role as
the Republicans of the 1870s. Once the
capitalist-led Republicans were con-
solidated these ‘progressives’ smashed
every democratic right the blacks had
won and propagated racialism at new
unprecedented levels. By the end of the
century most Southern blacks were
unable to vote, to organise or to speak
out. Every day a black would be strung
up as the terror of the lynch law ran
through the South. By 1890 only 20% of
Mississippi blacks were voting. Elec-
toral gerrymandering limited black
representation even further.

Separatism

Only the organised movements of the
working class and the small farmers cut
across the racial divide. Big business
tried to rule the workers via racial
divisions. These they fostered especially
in the workers organisations. The social
divisions  of  segregation  were
perpetuated in the workplaces and even
in the trade unions. Racism, as with
other backward prejudices, was nur-
tured by the bosses. They deliberately
used unemployed blacks as
strikebreakers and sent provocateurs
into unions to create racial splits.

Today’s united non-racial trade union
organisations in the USA represent a
colossal gain for the working class after
a century of struggle. They are a pro-
duct of the continual pressure of black
trade unionists in particular for united
organisations. Unity as opposed to
separatism has been the central feature
of blacks’ struggles. Blacks only set up
separate unions when firmly blocked by
those who insisted on whites only trade
unions. The Colored Labor Union, for
example, was only established in the
1860s after many rebuffs from the Na-
tional Labor Union.

The American working class has
tremendous  qualities of courage,
audacity, innovation and determina-
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le from the Civil War through the
Wobblies to the CIO. Only through
rapid expansion abroad facilitating con-
cessions at home, has US capitalism
been able to pacify its workers. In
particular the employers granted con-
cessions to the middle classes and the
skilled workers, the labour aristocracy.
Leaning on the best-organised, better
paid workers capitalism was able to
maintain the subjugation of the great
majority of the rest of the working class.
To this labour aristocracy it gave the
illusion of a stake in the development of
capitalism and invited the workers and
their families to ape bourgeois ways and
prejudices. This particularly applied in
relation to racialism. Long periods of
relative class stability left the skilled
unions’ leadership rotten with pre-
judice. Through the first half of this
century, the leadership of the American
Federation of Labour (AFL), the skill-
ed workers’ unions, showed virulent
racial prejudice. Gompers, the AFL
leader, argued against a campaign to
restore black voting rights on the
grounds that blacks were too stupid to
understand the US constitution. The
AFL leaders accommodation to big
business barred the way to class unity.
Only in these conditions did black
nationalism or black separatism
develop.

In 1920 only 60,000 of 1.3 million
black workers were in trade unions.
Barred by the union leaders, blacks
made repeated calls to open up the
unions but eventually they had no alter-
native but to develop their own unions
such as the Brotherhood of Sleeping
Car Porters which once set up in 1925
quickly grew to 50,000 strong. The AFL
remained passive while blacks, drawn to
the cities after America’s entry into the
First World War, found themselves
living in terrible conditions, often
unemployed and facing race riots and
pogroms. The disillusion with the pro-
mised land of the North drew millions
of Northern blacks to the ideas of
Marcus Garvey and the United Negro
Improvement  Association (UNIA).
From 1918 to 1920 the UNIA recruited
3 million members in 900 branches.
Garvey raised the question of black
unity and self-determination and the
idea of blacks going ‘Back to Africa’.
Under similar conditions, Malcolm X’s
Black Muslims grew to 2 million
members in the early 1960s, raising
again the question of black identity and
nationalism. Nor was it coincidental
that in-the 1980s at the height of the
Reagan reaction, the right-wing black
nationalist, Louis Farrakhan, drew tens
of thousands to his rallies with the call
for ‘Black Self-help” and his ‘Blacks-the

chosen people’ notion.
AN atinmalicrm ¢ a hlind allev for the

working class. It obscures the real pro-
blem facing society-the need for a
democratically run socialist plan of pro-
duction-and at the same time provides a
cover for reactionaries such as Farrak-
han who praises Hitler, the butcher of
the German workers’ movement.

It is the duty of every socialist to
support the right of all peoples to live
without oppression, whether on the
grounds of sex, colour, nationality or
religion, Lenin thrashed out and
clarified the issue of the national ques-
tion4 with Rosa Luxemburg prior to the
1917 revolution.

She argued that the international
nature of capitalism meant a struggle
for nationhood would not relieve the
oppressed of the yoke of their own
capitalists and therefore would divert
from the struggle against imperialism,
and in particular the tsar’s empire.

Refusal to support the right of self-
determination if the oppressed nation
demanded it would only place the Mar-
xists in apparent sympathy with tsarist
rule. Lenin consistently argued for the
unity of nations, and for the superiority
of a united proletariat against the em-
pire, but he recognised that if the
Bolsheviks wished to lead the workers
and peasants in struggle, then the Bol-
sheviks would have to champion all the
basic democratic demands of the
masses, including an end to national
oppression. At the same time he was for
an iron unity of the working class
movement. He totally opposed division
of the movement on the grounds of
nationality, religion or colour. Only in
this way could the bourgeois nationalist
poison be combatted and the maximum
trust be created in the workers organisa-
tions. The victory of the Russian revolu-
tion which united 200 nationalities con-
firmed the correctness of Lenin’s app-
roach.

Martin Luther King

The struggle against racial and na-
tional oppression is an inevitable stage
that a nationally oppressed working
class will pass through on the road to
revolutionary struggle. Black
movements in the US have always been
a harbinger of the movement of the
proletariat as a whole in which national
and racial demands have merged with
class demands. Thus Garvey’s move-
ment heralded the great battles of the
trade unions in the 1930s and the Civil
Rights movement was followed by the
huge struggles of the 1970s. These
movements of the class as a whole
served to undermine one of the causes
of black separatism, the colour bar in
the trade unions. The upturn which
followed the Great Depression of 1929-
33 drew millions of unskilled workers



back into industry ready to fight to win
concessions off the employers while
industry was relatively ‘booming’. But
the corrupt AFL leaders were as unwill-
ing to organise this layer as they were
the black workers. The leaders of the
unskilled workers formed the Commit-
tee of Industrial Organisations (CIO)
and split from the AFL, opening their
doors to blacks who were a key part of
the unskilled workforce. In 1934 there
were still just 100,000 blacks in the trade
.unions, the same as 40 years previously.
By 1946 there were 2 million. The
militant struggles led by the CIO began
to sear racism out of the unions. The
post war boom and the relative passivity
of the trade union movement could not
restore the racial divisions in the trade
unions.

Every major period of black struggle
in the US has begun against racial
oppression but has been forced to draw
the conclusion of unity against class
oppression. The anti-slavery move-
ment, Martin Luther King, Malcolm X,
Huey Newton, George Jackson-all
travelled down the road of nationalism
to conclude the need for revolution and
class unity. Jesse Jackson’s platform of
‘a little class warfare’ marks a
decisive step forward. It owes its origin
to the experience of the civil rights
movement. One notable feature of
Jackson’s campaign is the inspiration
US blacks have drawn from the struggle
in South Africa. Similarly the civil rights
movement drew its sense of mission
from the colonial revolution. The vic-
tory of national and social revolts in
Africa and Asia brought biack people to
power forcing US and British im-
perialism to recognise the rights of
nationhood for blacks. American blacks
saw impoverished African blacks figh-
ting and winning a dignity denied to
them by segregation, discrimination and
the lynch law.

Unfortunately Martin Luther King
took part of his inspiration from the
pacifist Gandhi to whom he mistakenly
credited the liberation of India from the
British. But in 13 years, from his
pacifism at Montgomery in 1955, he was
talking of revolution. In 1967 King
commented: “For the last 12 years we
have been in a reform movement... But
after Selma and the Voting Rights Bill
(1965) we moved into a new era which
must be an era of revolution.” *“What
good,” he asked, ‘““does it do a man to
have integrated lunch counters if he
can’t buy a hamburger?' Just after
King’s death, his wife Coretta outlined
the path she and King had trodden: *‘12
years ago in Montgomery, Alabama, we
started out with a bus boycott, trying to
get the right to sit down on the bus in
any seat that was available. We moved
through that neriod on to the period of

desegregating public accomodation and
on to voting rights so that we can have
political power. Now we are at the point
where we must have economic power...
We are concerned about not only the
Negro poor but the poor all over
America and all over the world... The
key to battling poverty,” had become
“winning jobs for workers with decent
pay through unionism.”

This vague confused groping for
socialism was too much for the ruling
class. King started to support marches
of striking workers and was gunned
down as he prepared to march with the
refuse workers of Memphis. It was
precisely the fear of a black explosion
spilling over to the white working class
and especially the disaffected youth that
persuaded big business to make conces-
sions in the field of voting rights.
desegregation etc.

NALC

Faced with beatings, imprisonment
and assassination, King’s pacifism had
been rejected by many blacks.
Foremost of these groups were the
1,000 strong Black Panther Party. The
Panthers organised around the issue of
armed self-defence and, while a black
nationalist grouping, ecmbraced the
ideas of socialist revolution. The Pan-
thers were met by vicious police
repression and many were killed. The
ruling class feared that the Panthers
would find a road to the black workers.
But tragically, with the international
weakness of the forces of genuine Marx-
ism at that time, and influenced by the
writings of Mao and Castro. the Pan-
thers did not see the processes taking
place in the working class and confined
themselves to organising the lumpen
vouth.

Twenty five per cent of the black
population took part in the civil rights
marches. What is not widely known is
that many of these were organised by
black trade unionists—at 2 million strong
the most cohesive force in the black
population. Job discrimination, as the
central issue of civil rights, gave the
unions a crucial role. Attempts by black
trade unionists to get the right wing
leaders of the AFL-CIO to take up the
issues were rebuffed. The collaboration
of the AFL-CIO executive with big
business rendered them a prop to the
continuation of widespread racial disc-
rimination. Only in these conditions did
Philip Randolph, the black leader of the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, in
1959 set up the Negro American Labour
Council. The NALC within a year grew
to 10,000 trade union activists. It oppos-
ed black nationalism and sought unity
with white workers.

In 1963 it was the NALC which called
the 250.000 strong march on Washing-
ton in which 40,000 trade unionists took
part. It was the biggest union march in
US history. The United Auto Workers
leaders came under such pressure from
black stewards that they too were forc-
ed to participate in the movement. In
1964, when the NALC calied for a
one-day general strike if the Civil Righ-
ts Bill was not enacted by August 28th,
the Act was passed with unprecedented
haste. But Randolph hesitated—even
looking to President Kennedy for salva-
tion. In the absence of a clear leader-
ship black workers, trapped in the
ghettoes, went down the blind alley of
rioting. One study showed that 70% of
the rioters were workers. Only through
repression and concessions did the rul-
ing class buy a temporary peace in the
1960s.

Jesse Jackson’s successes are a pro-



MIR Summer 1988: America

duct of the bitter struggles of the 1960s.
That is why the movement of blacks in
the 1980s cxpresses itself in a new way,
with several new features in todays
developments. Principal in these are the
growth of the black middle class and
developments among the white working
class.

The 1968 report of the Kerner Com-
mission into the black movement conc-
luded that it was unrcalistic to abolish
the ghettos, in other words, poverty.
They recommended instcad a stratcgy
to take ‘‘substantial numbers of Neg-
rocs into the society outside the ghet-
to,” gathering together a group of
blacks with a stake in the system to
police the ghettos. Only in this policy
has capitalism had a certain success.
The number of black businesses rose
50% in the 6 years after 1970. Between
1970 and 1986 the proportion of blacks
earning over $35,000 pa, in 1986 prices,
rose from 15.7% to 21.2%.

Reagan

Blacks have cspecially been drawn
into politics to take the steam off the
protests against urban misery. Today
there are twenty-one members of
the House of Representatives, 300
mayors and in all 5,500 black elected
officials—compared to 5 members of the
House of Representatives and 1,000
officials 20 years ago. There are black
Mayors in most of the major cities—
Washington, Chicago, Detroit,
Philadelphia, Atlanta, even Los
Angeles with a relatively small black
minority. But black elected officials still
only account for 1% of the total. And
while black mayors control a certain
largesse, for example 30,000 city jobs in
Chicago, little else has changed. A new
movement of blacks will now bc conf-
ronted with the fact that it is not enough
to have a black politician to exploit the
system. What is required is politicians
to replace the system. In future blacks
will have to fight the pro-big business
policies of the black Democrats. The
limited experience of ‘black power’ will
lead to the question of workers’
power.

Of decisive consequence for the
future of the black workers has been the
last 20 years experience of the white
working class. For the white workers
and youth ‘the American dream’ col-
lapsed in Vietnam. The horrors of that
war against a tiny peasant nation have
to this day had a crippling effect on the
ability of US imperialism to wage col-
onial wars. 58,000 Americans were kill-
ed and hundreds of thousands scarred
with the lessons of capitalist brutality.
Defeat in Vietnam was quickly followed
by further defeats in South East Asia

. .

put an end to the dreams of unending
improvements in the US economy. The
ruling class was shaken. The uUsS
workers began to unleash some of the
power accumulated in the boom. Waves
of strikes of miners, carworkers,
lorrydrivers, steclworkers ctc made the
US working class one of the most
combative in the advanced capitalist
world. In the 1970’s, the US strike rate
was 50% higher than that of Britain. By
1975 union membership had reached an
all-time high of 22 million.

All sections were drawn in: actors,
musicians, writers, baseball players,
cven the police. Reflecting this
movement, the leader of the UAW,
Doug Fraser in 1978, called for an
independent party of labour, and for a
remake of the ‘Coalition of Selma’.
Union activists began to squeeze out the
old reactionaries and workers unity was
forged in struggle.

Reagan was elected President in 1980
with the backing of big business to
restore the military position of the US
abroad and to shift the balance back in
favour of the employers at home. Aided
by recession, Reagan unleashed reac-
tion against the trade unions. His first
act was to smash PATCO. the air traffic
controllers union. The drive against
trade unionism resulted in long bitter
struggles cven in the upswing that fol-
towed the 1980-81 recession. After the
initial gains of the early 1970’s, the
years 1977 to 1988 have seen the
average pre-tax real earnings of 80% of
Americans fall. The top 1% have had a
50% increasc, while the share of the
bottom 40% has fallen by 15%. This
compares to Britain, where the power
of the labour movement cven in
Thatcher's era has forced a 20%
increase in earnings of skilled workers
in the last 7 years. US imperialism,
threatened by its capitalist rivals and the
demands placed on it of policing the
world, has been forced to lean heavily
on increasing the exploitation of its own
workers. Under similar conditions. the
Labour Party was created in Britain.

The measure of the 65 month long
Reagan ‘boom’ is that 47% of those
polled recently by the Wall Street Jour-
nal said they would be more likely to
vote for a Presidential candidate who
blames big business for the country’s
economic problems. Unemployment
may have been reduced to 5.6% of the
workforce but this has been achieved by
driving workers into low paid jobs. Now
economists, fearful of a recession. are
equally terrified of any further fall in
unemployment, in case it starts a new
round of struggles for concessions by
organised labour-which could even
make pale the struggles of 1933 to 1938.
Support for Jackson by up to 40% of

Rt e wrtbrmy e the Demaoacrat

primaries is for his support of workers
in struggle. It is a fanfare for the turn
towards the creation of an independent
party of labour which the workers will
be ready to make in the next few
years.

For blacks the Reagan administration
has just served to clarify that the battles
of the 1960s are not over. Reagan’s
cabinet has attempted to roll back the
social concessions of the previous
decade. Reagan has tried to place a host
of reactionaries in the Supreme Court.
While he failed with the former segrega-
tionist Robert Bork, he succeeded in
placing Justice William Rehnquest, who
actively harassed black voters in the
1950s and 1960s, as the Chief Justice of
the Court. The Civil Rights Commis-
sion set up by Eisenhower 30 years ago
and the vehicle for many equal rights
laws has been so turned round in its
policies that most blacks now see it as
hostile to their interests or, to quote
Jesse Jackson, as the ‘Civil Wrongs
Commission’. The administration has
given the green light to racism.

Jackson’s campaign

Overt racist acts are now on the
increase. In Chicago, the number of
racial incidents has increased every year
since 1983. National complaints of
housing discrimination have risen 60%
since 1980. And in Washington. a ma-
jority black city, over 50% of blacks can
expect to face discrimination when try-
ing to rent a flat. Racial disputes have
become common even in the. Ivy
League Colleges such as Harvard. In
1986 only 18 of the 50 states recognised
the annual Martin Luther King day
national holiday and 80% of the private
sector contemptuously ignored it!

Jesse Jackson’s vote represents the
reaction to this onslaught. However,
the support is mainly due to the prog-
ramme he advances being more radical
than the Democrats have seen for 60
years. It is much more radical than the
platform of Edward Kennedy. the “left’
Democrat who Jackson opposed to sup-
port Carter in 1980. Jackson has cam-
paigned for a 40% increase in the
national minimum wage. a national
health care system. doubling education
expenditure, jobs and public works.

To pay for these reforms, he proposes
that taxes for the rich be increased by
15%, increased corporation tax, and
massive defence cuts including an end
to Trindent, MX, Cruise and
Minutemen missiles. He condemns the
invasion of Grenada and the bombing
of Libya. His speeches are well to the
left of Kinnock and the British
Communist Party. He talks of the
Democrats needing ‘a little class
warfare’ and rallies the workers saving.



“two decades ago the people were
divided on racial battle grounds, now
they are divided on economic battleg-
rounds.” His slogans ring of class anger:
‘From  the Outhouse to the
Whitehouse’, ‘Peace, Jobs and Justice’.
In Detroit 10,000 mainly white cons-
truction workers stood in the cold to
hear him. Even in white rural areas he
has got packed audiences in his cam-
paign against “‘the barracudas”.

The tactics of the Democratic leaders
have backfired. Jackson was tolerated
in the 1984 election campaign on the
basis that he would get the black vote
registered for the presidential cam-
paign. But to get the black vote out
Jackson had to put forward a radical
programme in the primaries which in
turn received an enthusiastic response.
Black registration rose to 71%, com-
pared to 77% of eligible whites. But the
presidential campaign of 1984 was a
disaster for the Democrats. Mondale
put forward a programme of tax inc-
reases and little else. The Democratic
leaders kept blacks off the platform,
fearing them as a liability. Mondale got
his just reward when the number of
Southern blacks voting fell from 48% in
1980 to 41%. In UAW carworkers’
households, 52% voted for Reagan. For
the first time in 60 years more skilled
workers voted for the Republicans than
the Democrats.

After the 1984 election, a coterie of
rich  Democrats around Richard
Gephardt tried to pull the Democrats
away from concentrating on the votes of
workers and blacks. But noticeably in
the 1988 campaign both Gephardt and
Dukakis had to give themselves a thin
veneer of radicalism to avoid losing
support to Jackson. Jackson, on the
other hand, successfully widened his
audience from 1984, finding that white
workers responded equally to his
demands.

The Economist noted that Jackson
was the only candidate able to make a
decent speech. But this is a matter of
content not style. In reality the other
candidates had nothing to offer but
Reaganism-the programme of big
business. Their speeches were mainly
designed to cover up that fact. There
was no enthusiasm for any other can-
didate. Just the faint hint of Jackson in
the White House scared The
Economist: *“The worry for the rest of
the world is that by accident of
economic recession or otherwise, the
Republicans will stumble and a Democ-
rat running on foolish policies (vis
Jackson-PF) might gain the White
House,” 2nd April 1988.

A black as US President would repre-
sent a powerful symbol of success to
blacks. One of Jackson's quips when
posed with the ‘impossibility’ of getting

a black into the White House was to
reply, “We're already there, but as
cooks and servants. Aren’t we qualified
to sleep in the beds we make up?” The
world over it would be seen as a blow
against racism and imperialism. But a
black radical in the White House would
terrify the ruling families even further.
While Jackson has said that he is “trying
to restore faith in capitalism”, the costs
are too high for the ruling class. His
very election would be a sign, bringing
black and white workers to their feet.
All the embitterment of a century
would spill out in a titanic wave of
struggle and force the government at
least temporarily to concede massive
reforms. Imperialism would be shaken-
ed both domestically and international-
ly on a greater scale than in the after-
math of Vietnam.

But Jackson’s programme is totally
inadequate to resolve the crisis facing
US capitalism which is an international
crisis. Reforms would turn to counter-
reforms or Jackson would be removed
from office to prepare a new period of
reaction. The US ruling class would
only tolerate even this scenario if they
felt their whole system threatened. At
present they would strive might and
main to prevent a Jackson victory. If
Jackson won the presidential nomina-
tion, which is extremely unlikely, the
big business controllers of the
Democratic Party would sabotage his
campaign against the Republicans.
While not abandoning the Democrats,
temporarily they would withdraw their
funds and backing, prefering to see a
Bush victory.

‘While Jackson has said
that he is ‘“‘trying to
restore faith in
capitalism’’, the costs
are too high for the
ruling class. His very
election would bring
black and white workers
to their feet.

The only vehicle for Jackson’s
radicalism is a workers’ party based on
the organised labour movement. Its all
right to push ‘a little class warfare’ to
rally support for the Democrats,
providing that no one takes it too
seriously. The last thing the rich
Democrats want is to rally class warfare
against themselves!

Some unions such as the AFCSME,
the civil servants union, are already
committed to support for an indepen-
dent party of labour. They should call
on the AFL-CIO to expose the Democ-

rats’ long history of racism, anti-
working class measures and war-
mongering, and the crisis big business
has prepared for the US economy. They
should point out the $2 trillion debts
built up by the rich in government over
the last 8 years and the waste of defence
expenditure. They should point the
AFL-CIO to the massive increase in
support for the New Democratic Party,
the labour party of Canada, and the
need to break from the Democrats, and
build a genuinely radical party based on
organised labour. This would get an
enormous response. The Democrats get
25% of their support from blacks,
amounting to 90% of the black vote.
But 60% of blacks do not even bother
to vote given the lack of any real
alternative. In the 1984 election only
half the whole electorate voted and
amongst the 12 million newly registered
mainly young voters two thirds stayed at
home. The prostitution of the black and
white workers’ vote to big business
could easily be brought to an end. In
1984 black Democrats at the Chicago
Democratic Convention raised that
Jackson should stand as an independent
for senator in South Carolina. In 1988
the strains in the Democrats will be
even greater. The only brake now on
the creation of a mass labour party is
the leadership of the trade unions. But
they will not be able to resist the
explosions of the next few years which
will push many unions to the left and
force on them the role of midwife to the
labour party.

Once a labour party is created it will
quickly move towards socialist ideas. It
will not take decades to move to Marx-
ism. It would rapidly conquer the cities
of the US. An American mass party of
labour would be a powerful voice not
only for blacks but for all those oppress-
ed by imperialism. America’s mighty
working class, once armed with the goal
of the socialist transformation of socie-
ty, would eliminate racism from the
workers movement and ensure that the
future Martin Luther Kings, George
Jacksons and Malcolm Xs will find a full
role in leading a united workers strugg-
le.

The creation of a democratic workers
socialist state in North America would
mean the end of capitalism interna-
tionally. It would bring the prospect of
harnessing the power and technology of
the most advanced nation to solving
international poverty and disease; the
creation of wealth in abundance
through a plan of production; the
elimination through bountiful education
of all prejudice and mysticism and
hence the unity of all the peoples of the
world in a World Federation of Socialist
Republics.
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West Bank revolt—
The masses intervene

The Palestinian uprising in the
Israeli-occupied West Bank and Gaza
Strip has led to scores of deaths, overw-
helmingly of young Palestinians, with
hundreds of injuries and thousands de-
tained without trial. It represents the
most serious upheaval since the capture
of these areas in 1967, and possibly
since the Palestinian rebellion against
British imperialism in 1936.

Almost every Arab town and village
has seen burning tyres, barricades,
stone-throwing, pitched battles between
youth and the Israeli military, tear gas,
rubber bullets and curfews. Television
newscasts of the repression by the army
have rekindled memories of the brutali-
ty shown by the South African state to
black township youth, two or three
years earlier.

The uprising has involved the overw-
helming majority of the population. But
at its core have been the Palestinian
workers and youth. Two decades of
occupation have drawn the majority of
Palestinians into the Israeli economy,
effectively proletarianising the majority
of the population. A series of general
strikes, with many workers staying away
from work for many weeks, have taken
place, and solidarity strikes have ex-
tended across the ‘Green Line’, to
involve Arab workers in Israel.

Repression

The response of the Israeli Govern-
ment has been to intensify repression to
an unprecedented degree, doubling its
forces in the West Bank and tripling
them in Gaza. There are now more
troops holding down the population of
Gaza than there were in all the occupied
areas after their initial conquest. Many
soldiers have adopted an almost indisc-
riminate policy of ‘shoot to kill’, firing
at Palestinian youth “like rabbits”, as
one UN official in Gaza noted. Only
marginally less appalling is the policy of
deliberate beatings and the breaking of
limbs of those youth and workers unfor-
tunate enough to be caught by sol-
diers.

The explosion of discontent and the
resilience of the Palestinians has come
as an unpleasant surprise to the Israeli
ruling class. It will only be by the
saturation deployment of troops, the
imposition of generalised curfews, and
by naked brutality, that Israel can res-
tore the occupied areas, as a British
NMinicter once <aid of Northern Ireland.

by Peter Jackson

to “an acceptable level of violence”.
But, as the overwhelming majority of
Palestinians believe, their uprising will
prove in the long run to have been a
decisive turning point in their struggle
for a homeland.

The scale of the uprising is a marvel-
lous vindication of the Marxist view that
the struggle of the Palestinians for a
homeland will be successful only as a
mass movement, based on the program-
me of socialist revolution. It is a refuta-
tion of all the theories of guerrillaism
-by which it was alleged that serious
struggle was not possible under the
occupation and that ‘military’ struggle
had to be launched from outside.

The uprising has developed the
political consciousness and self-conf
idence of the Palestinian people, and at
the same time it has had profound
effects inside Israel, undermining the
political basis of Zionism. In that sense,
more has been achieved in a few months
of mass struggle than in decades of
futile ‘military” actions conducted from
the outside in the name of the Pales-
tinian struggle.

The underlying causes of the upris-
ing, acknowledged even by Israeli
politicians as a spontaneous outburst,
are the years of repression and the
social and economic hardships faced by
the Palestinians. Alongside the modern
state of Israel the occupied areas have
an economy that more closely resemb-
les the Third World. Gaza and the West
Bank are a captive market and a reser-
voir of cheap labour for Israeli

‘more has been
achieved in a few
months of mass
struggle than in
decades of futile
‘military’

actions conducted
from the outside in
the name of the
Palestinian struggle.’

capitalism, while the population are
denied basic democratic and national
rights. In the twenty year occupation
30% of the available land of the Gaza
strip has been confiscated for the
benefit of 2,500 Jewish settlers, while
the remaining 600,000 Arabs are comp-
ressed into 365 square kilometres, mak-
ing them one of the most densely-
populated peoples on the planet.

On the West Bank, more than half of
the agricultural. land-often the most
fertile—has been taken over for military
use and for about 65,000 Jewish settlers.
Arab-owned orchards are bull-dozed,
trees are uprooted and cultivated land is
ploughed over, while literally billions of
dollars are poured into providing a
modern infrastructure of communica-
tions, roads, dwellings, irrigation and
development for Jewish settlers, out-
numbered fifteen to one by Arabs.

Arab farmers and villages have been
denied the necessary permission to sink
new wells, provide irrigation or erect
new buildings. “Settlers come here
from the Soviet Union and build homes
with American dollars”, one Arab vil-
lager commented, “but a villager can-
not get permission to build two more
rooms on his ancestral land. If you build
without a licence they will demolish
your house. If you apply for a licence,
you don’t get it.”

The Arab economies of the Gaza
Strip and the West Bank, always weak,
have been consciously stifled by Israel.
Thousands of young Palestinians have
been forced to seek employment ab-
road, particularly during the oil boom in
the Gulf. Tens of thousands have been
forced to find employment as day-
labourers in Israel, crossing the ‘Green
Line’ every day to take up the worst-
paid, most menial jobs. These Arab
commuters are not allowed to stay
overnight in Israel and have little pro-
tection in relation to health and safety.
Nor are they allowed to join the Israeli
trade union federation, the Histadruth.
To add insult to injury, Palestinians pay
income tax and VAT to the Israeli state,
which is not returned to the territories,
except as clubs and bullets. Since 1967,
it has been estimated, Palestinians in
the occupied areas have paid $800m,
two and a half times more than the total
public investment in their area during
that period.
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The Israeli government’s austerity
measures, especially in the last few
years, with their effects on the occupied
territories, and, in addition, the decline
in the oil industry, have meant increas-
ed economic burdens on the Pales-
tinians. Their discontent over occupa-
tion has been fuelled by increasing
poverty, overcrowding and unemploy-
ment. Every year 3,000 Palestinian
students graduate and many of them
can only find menial jobs in the ter-
ritories or in Israel. Gaza, perhaps the
worse of the two areas, was described
by the Jerusalem Post, as “a hell-hole
made to order for terrorism... a
hopeless mass of nearly 600,000 Pales-
tinians, most of them refugees and their
descendants, cooped up in a tiny south-
western corner of the land and cut off
from the main body of their compat-
riots... the population density equals
Hong Kong’s but its economy is a mode!
of backwardness.”

Any political activity that in the
remotest way seeks to articulate Pales-
tinian rights is effectively banned, as are
newspapers and writers, invariably on
the pretext that they ‘support terroris-
m’. On the same spurious grounds the
activities of Palestinian trade unions are
disrupted or banned outright. Arrested
activists are liable to detention without
trial, beating or expulsion from their
homeland to a foreign country. Collec-
tfive pnnichment—hlawine 1 or

ses of Palestinians accused of demonstrating aglnst Israelt occupation are regulary demollhed.

demolishing the houses of anyone
suspected of ‘terrorist’ activity, ir-
respective of who lives in thc house or
their connection with the suspect-is
carried on as a matter of policy.

The policies used by the Israeli ruling
class to crush the recent uprising have
only added to the mountain of anger,
hatred and frustration. Beatings and
shootings are such a common part of
everyday life in the occupied territories,
and the culprits are so well protected by
Israeli ‘law’, that Palestinians have little
confidence in grievances being redress-
ed through the courts. While Pales-
tinian suspects are treated with the
utmost harshness—usually with the Is-
raeli ‘Justice’ Minister joining in the
frenzied, lynch-mob  hysteria—the
authorities have treated convicted
Jewish murderers and terrorists with an
astonishing leniency, letting one, for
example, take a ‘holiday’ in America
during his (brief) spell of imprison-
ment.

Uprising

The brutal, arbitrary and repressive
military regime in the occupied areas,
combined with the ecogomic backward-
ness, constitute a finished recipe for
social explosions. Even before the up-
rising, researchers noted the increasing
frequency and the tendency of opposi-
101 Maovameante tn he enantananiic ac—

tions by the local population, rather
than acts of individual terrorism spon-
sored or planned on the ‘outside’.

This process reached its logical
development in the uprising. The
youth, in particular, have been

prepared to face heavily armed soldiers
with rocks, iron bars and Molotov
cocktails, even in the knowledge that
some of them could be shot and killed.
It is no accident that Gaza is known as
‘the Soweto of the Middie East’. The
mean age of the population is 14 years.
Tiny children have been involved in
demonstrations, stone-throwing or buil-
ding barricades. Of the 4,000 or so
detained, the overwhelming majority
are under 20 and some arrested have
been as young as ten.

For Israel, the occupation is becom-
ing a growing nightmare. In demog-
raphic terms alone it is a time-bomb:
within about 25 years, the Arabs of
Israel, the West Bank and Gaza will
outnumber the Jews. Even before these
upheavals, the Jerusalem Post was mov-
ed to comment that the status quo is a
“prescription for war and disaster”.

Increasingly, Israeli youth are becom-
ing disillusioned with the official mes-
sage of Zionism, which was to offer a
safe homeland for Jews from around the
world. Instead, Israel seems to offer
only unending war and occupation, and
steadily worsening economic sacrifice to
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shoulders of Isracli workers, subtracting
allowances and subsidies, is equivalent
to 36 per cent of Gross National Pro-
duct, more than it was after the 1967
war, the Yom Kippur War or the
Lebanon War of 1982.

The Israeli cconomy. wcak on a
global scale. will be severely affected by
the coming world slump. Workers are
already suffering cuts in living stan-
dards. The last budget, for cxample. cut
state expenditure on health, education.
and a whole range of other services.
Increasingly, Israeli workers will be
forced to struggle to defend their jobs
from cconomic retrenchments and
closures. Yct enormous resources arc
wasted on war and the repression of the
Arab population. 22 per cent of GNP
goes on defence. All Israeli youth have
three ycars military service (two for
women), followed by six weeks in the
reserves cvery year until they arc S5.
After five major wars there still seems
to be no final peace in sight. Dcfence
Minister Rabin, in a speech last year.
raised the possibility of yet another
Arab-Israeli war after the Iran-Iraq war
comes to an cnd.

Alienation

Many Israelis, gloomy about their
future in the ‘promiscd land’. have
voted with their feet. In 1987, there
were 3,000 morc emigrating from Israel
than immigrating. A pall of doubt and
disillusion hangs over the youth in
particular. A former secretary of the
Histadruth,  Yitzhak  Ben-Aharon,
lamented the younger generation
“alienated from the vision, the classic
ideals, of the labour movement...

“They face an entircly different
reality’”, he complains, **... one in which
every 18-year-old becomes part of an
occupying army, a prison warder, an
oppressor of women, children. and
students... we have created a murky
incomprehensible system in  which
nothing grows-no new leadership, no
charisma in the younger generation, no
clarity of vision. There is only a decp
cynicism and alienation.”

Typical of the alienated youth were
the Tel-Aviv school students who, last
October, wrote an open letter to Rabin,
declaring that they were not prepared to
serve in the occupied territories. This is
only a small indication of the growing
doubt in the minds of many young
people. For every one who would sign
such a letter at present, there are
probably hundreds who serve in the
occupation forces grudgingly wishing
there was a way out of the cycle of
beatings, demonstrations and decath.

In this increasingly intolerable situa-
tion, understanding that things cannot
amnlv o0 on as before. a section of the

Israeli ruling class has supported the
idca of a "peacc conference’, not as a
means of granting Palestinians a home-
Jand. but as a device to defuse the
explosive situation on which they are
sitting. Tliusions in the possibility of a
negotiated settlement of the Palestinian
question have taken root among sec-
tions of thc peace movement and the
left of the labour movement in Isracl. If
only it were possible. the argument
gocs. for the Israeli government and the
PLO to agree to peace talks. then there
could be a settlement and the end of the
occupation.

But these ideas overlook the fun-
damental obstacles to a Palestinian
homeland. arising from the class in-
terests of any likely participants in such
a conference, principally the USA. Is-
rael and Jordan. Their overriding con-
cern is not and never can be the interests
of the Palestinian workers. They arc
worried only about the interests of their
own ruling classes. Their main pre-
occupation is the political stability of
the region and the maintenance of the
system that guarantees their rent. in-
terest and profit.

The economic costs of repression and
the political effects in Israel and inter-
nationally. mean that in the long run
Palestinian resistance threatens the
stability of Israc! itsclf. King Hussein of
Jordan is no less concerned about the
possible fall-out from the uprising.
About 60 per cent of the Kingdom's
population. on the East bank of the
River Jordan. are Palestinian. with
family, cultural and religious ties with
the population on the West Bank.
Morcover. Jordan is also facing
cconomic crisis. There arc currently
40.000 officially unemployed. according
to the Jordanian Labour Minister. ““not
less than 75% of them graduates of
secondary schools, community colleges
and universities.”

King Hussein’s touching "concern’ for
the Palestinians has never extended
beyond his own security and the con-
tinuation of the Hashemite dynasty. In
the revolutionary events of 1970-71. he

‘It is no
accident that
Gaza is
known as the
Soweto of the
Middle East.’

did not hesitate to massacre thousands
of Palestinian fighters and
civilians-assisted by the political
weakness and hestitations of the PLO
leadership-when he thought his throne
was under threat. Since December Jor-
dan has done everything possible to
tone down news coverage of the upris-
ing and to clamp down on solidarity
movements on the East Bank. The
regime has expelled three times morc
Palestinian ‘troublemakers’ than Israel.
It is out of concern for his own skin that
Hussein is now frantic for an agreement
with Israel that would rescue him from
the threat of social revolution.

The USA. likewise, is concerncd only
for its own prestige. profits and inf-
luence in the Middle East. Because of
the strategic significance of this area of
the world, especially its oil reserves, itis
in the interests of imperialism to main-
tain political stability at all costs. If the
US administration, through George
Shultz, is prepared to consult with
leading members of the Palestine Na-
tional Council (notwithstanding the at-
tempts to close the PLO mission in New
York, on the grounds of it being a
‘terrorist’ organisation), it is in no way a
recognition of the legitimate rights’ of
the Palestinians. Imperialism does not
recognise the ‘legitimate rights’ of
peoples anywhere in the world, or. for
that matter. the rights of its own
workers at home. The *Shultz Initiative’
is a reflection of the need of imperialism
to defuse a crisis that threatens Middle
East stability.

Palestine state

It is a fundamental mistake to im-
aginc that a peace conference represen-
ting capitalist states and sponsored by
the most powerful imperialist power of
all could ever bring about a solution in
the interests of the working masses of
Palestine. That would apply whether
such a conferecnce was based on bi-
lateral talks or a multi-national con-
ference under UN auspices.

The only agrcement that would be
satisfactory to the mass of the Pales-
tinians would be onc giving a cast-iron
guarantee of self- determination. Pales-
tinian workers would be satisfied with
nothing less than the complete removal
of the apparatus of military repression
and the full establishment of democratic
rights. to vote, strike. take part in
political activities. and so on. Yet a
Palestinian state, roughly correspon-
ding to the area of the West Bank and
Gaza. would be completely unviable on
the basis of capitalism because the
economy could not provide the basic
necessities of life for the population of
approaching two million.

In 1984, those emploved in industry



in the Gaza Strip numbered only 6,383
and over 90% of the establishments in
all branches of industry employed seven
or less, mainly in sweat-shops producing
shoes, textiles, furniture or carpets.
Subcontracting between Israeli indust-
rial firms and Gazan businessmen has
been Israel’s major form of investment
in Gaza’s economy.

The West Bank economy is little
better off. As Meron Benvenisti,

former deputy mayor-of Jerusalem.
points out in his West Bank Report,.

1987, “industry is the most backward
part of the economy... almost one third
of the people employed in West Bank
industry are self-employed in 1,200 es-
tablishments. 350 establishments emp-
loyed 6,600 people... West Bank indust-
ry remains underdeveloped, small scale
and traditional. With the exception of a
few larger plants, there is no evidence
of an emerging modern industrial sec-
tor.”

In the occupied territories as a whole,
productive  investment (machinery,
transport and other equipment) is only
14% of the total as compared to 58% in
Israel. In 1985, the total GDP in the
occupied areas was $944m, dwarfed by
Israel’s GDP of $22,050m.

These facts emphasise the way in
which the Israeli ruling class has sought
to use the West Bank and Gaza as a
source of cheap labour: like
undeveloped ‘Bantustans’ where small
scale labour-intensive work can be
farmed out and from where thousands
of workers can be drawn into Israeli
factories and building sites without the
inconvenience of having to give them
democratic rights.

But the social and economic
weakness of the Palestinian economy
has enormous political implications
because in a genuinely free Palestinian
homeland the whole economic basis of
the state would be unstable. Capitalism
is incapable of satisfying the elementary
needs of the Palestinian population.
Neither could there be any possibility of
such an economy absorbing large
numbers of refugees who may wish to
return from Lebanon. Syria or Jor-
dan.

Palestine would be born, not with
flags and bunting, but in a condition of
economic crisis and political convul-
sions as workers sought to translate
their new-found freedoms into land,
jobs, homes, schools, hospitals, welfare
facilities and living standards. Because
of the economic impasse, there would
be enormous pressure from the masses
for radical or revolutionary policies in
their interests, putting a question mark
against the continued existence of land-
lordism and capitalism.

It is not the fear of a PLO govern-
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doorstep.

King Hussein, but the possibility of a
Palestinian homeland becoming a focus
for a revolutionary movement and
political instability that would sweep
across the Arab world and undermine
Israel to an extent far worse than even
the present uprising.

This explains why the capitalist class
of Israel would never accept a genuine
Palestinian homeland. Furthermore,
whatever may be the public position of
the various Arab governments. claiming
to represent the interests of the Pales-
tinians. they would oppose a Palestinian
state with no less determination. The
last thing King Hussein wants is a
revolutionary state on his doorstep, and
while he needs to defuse the movement
in the occupied territories, he will do
everything in his power to stop a West
Bank/Gaza state.

Peace

The proposals currently favoured by
George Shultz. and the subject of so
many illusions among ‘peace-niks’ in
Israel, are designed to retain Israeli
control-for ‘security’ reasons—of the
greater part of the occupied land, while
allowing the big population centres in
the territories to be administered in
some way by Jordan. It is far removed
from the concept of an independent
state, and. not surprisingly, has found
no support among Palestinians.

Unfortunately. even many of the best
lefts in the Isracli labour movement,
because they do not tear themsclves
away from the limitations of a capitalist
perspective, end up demanding the
same ‘security guarantees’ as the
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T hmg Jordan sussein wants is an independent revolutionary Palestine on his

variably alienating themselves from
Palestinian aspirations. On a capitalist
basis, a ‘peace agreement’ could be no
more than a joint Jordanian-Israeli
policing agreement, with a measure of
very limited local autonomy to dress it
up. It could never get the support of the
Palestinians themselves who are bitterly
opposed to any form of Jordanian
rule.

Yet even this suggested agreement,
leading to a very weak and partial
‘autonomy’-and therefore opposed by
the Palestinians—-would be furiously
fought by the extreme right wing in
Isracl and the militant settlers
movements. When the Camp David
agreements were signed and Israel
agreed to hand back the Sinai Desert to
Egypt, there were violent protests
against the dismantling of Jewish sett-
lements in Northern Sinai. Thousands
of settlers converged on the settlement
of Yamit, and its evacuation by the
Isracli army was fought over for a
month, against a background of fierce
debate in Israel itself. Any peace agree-
ment involving the dismantling of West
Bank settlements, or even a threat to
their security, would unleash a storm of
opposition that would put the Yamit
protest in the shade. One right wing
Knesset member warned the govern-
ment of ‘civil war’ if there were any
attempts to give up the West Bank.

For all these reasons it is a dangerous
illusion to see a solution to the ques-
tions of peace and a Palestinian home-
land in negotiations among the
representatives of capitalism.

Israel-Palestine is a special illustra-
tion and a confirmation of the theory of
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Lcon Trotsky over 80 ycars ago. Trots-
ky, writing of the perspective for the
approaching Russian rcvolution, cxp-
laincd that in thc modern imperialist
cpoch, the capitalist class was incapable
of solving thc remaining tasks of the
democratic revolution, including the
question of national liberation. These
could only be resolved., as the October
Revolution of 1917 demonstrated, on
the basis of the struggle of thc working
class mobilised behind a socialist prog-
rammc.

The capitalist class in the Arab count-
rics, including the Palestinian, is or-
ganically incapable of a serious struggle
for democratic rights and for the his-
toric union of the Arab nation. Every
Arab statc is a bonapartist regime of
one sort or another, denying basic
democratic rights to its workers. Arab
landlordism and capitalism is incapable
of a scrious struggle for the national
cmancipation of the Palestinian people
preciscly because their horizons and
class interests are bounded by the
discased and crisis-ridden system itsclf.
Israeli capitalism, and its patron
Amcrican imperialism, arc no less
capable of granting frecdom and
democratic rights to Palcstinians.

Zionism

The struggle for the rights of the
Arabs in Isracl and the occupicd arcas is
inscparablc from the struggle of the
working class for the revolutionary
transformation of socicty. It will not be
the Palestinian ‘notables’, ‘progres-
sives’, ‘fricnds of Palestine’ or any other
vague and ill-defined social grouping
that will achicve a Palestinian homcland
and peace in the Middle East. It will be
the working class, both in Isracl and
Palestine, mobilised around Marxist
ideas.

A fundamental barricr to the Pales-
tinian struggle is the consciousness of
Jewish workers in Israel, whosc tradi-
tions of insecurity and ‘siege’ mentality
is eagerly exploited by capitalism. Time

after time, the right wing exploit the
terrible  memories of the Nazi
holocaust, to raise the spectre of the
Jews being pushed into the sea by Arab
armics. Israeli capitalism may be an
increasingly insecurc fortress. but
unless Jewish workers can be offered an
alternative that unambiguously accepts
their right to a state in the Middle East,
they will not come out from behind its
walls and they will remain in the grip of
Zionism.

Unfortunately, such an alternative
has not been offered by the leadership
of the PLO. On the contrary. its adop-
tion of a so-called ‘military” struggle.
which has meant a programme of in-
dividual terrorism conducted against
Jews. has completely repelled the vast
majority of Jewish workers. The
strategy of the Palestinian leadership.
including the main guerrilla groups
which make up the PLO, has been
bascd on the idea that the national
cmancipation of the Palestinian people
could be achieved within cxisting social
relations, that is, on the basis of
capitalism. The policy is based. explicit-
ly or implicitly, on national rather than
class struggle.

This strategy corresponds to the
needs of the Arab regimes who have
backed the PLO. The substantial finan-
cial and diplomatic support given has
becn always subject to the shifting
political situation and whatever is in the
interests of cach Arab government at
any onc time. But when given. it has in
every case been dependent on the PLO
lcadership not ‘rocking the boat’ in the
Arab countrics. The PLO leadership
has gonc along with this, refusing to
challenge state power when revolu-
tionary cvents were unfolding in Jordan
(1970) and later in Lebanon (1975). on
the grounds that they were ‘gucests’ in
thesc countrics.

Diffcrent components of the PLO
describe themselves as ‘socialist’ or
cven ‘Marxist', but they have made no
impact on guiding the policy of the PLO
lcadership as a whole towards the prog-

‘The national emancipation of the
Palestinian people cannot be
separated from their social
emancipation. That means as
much a struggle against Arab
landlordism, capitalism and
reaction, as against Israeli
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ramme of socialist revolution. Rather
than usc the tremendous  political
authority of the Palestinian movement,
not to mention the military capability,
as levers for social change, they have
always done their best to avoid the
question. lcading. in both Jordan and
Lebanon. to betrayal and disaster. The
failure of the PLO to provide a revolu-
tionary leadership to mobilise the Arab
masses on a class basis against the
reactionary Arab rcgimes. has left the
Palestinian masses politically disarmed,
so that once Arab regime after another
has becn able to betray them. More
Palestinian fighters have been mas-
sacred by the PLOS "allies’. the Syrians
and the Jordanians. than by the Isracli
army.

Spontaneous

Yet. because it is seen as the embodi-
ment of the struggle for national eman-
cipation. the PLO retains the support of
the overwhelming majority of Arabs in
the West Bank and Gaza. This is
despite the tact that the leadership has
‘led’ the movement from one disaster to
another in thirty years.

Although the PLO may claim the
credit for the recent unrest in the
occupied arcas. in fact the uprisings
have been largely spontancous. The
Palestinian leadership has never had a
policy of genuine mass mobilisation, the
jeft wing lacking confidence in the
workers. and the right wing fearing that
the class questions would threaten the
PL.O's financial backers. The growth of
[slamic fundamentalism, particularly in
Gaza. is to an extent a reaction to the
inactivity and the failure of the PLO to
mobilisc anv truggle against Israeli
TiVYi€Y



Instead of mass struggle. raising
social and class questions. the PLO
have historically gone along with a
strategy of the armed minority, cither
for individual terrorism or as militias in
Jordan or Lcbanon. always directed
against the ‘main cnemv’ Isracl. Yet
Arab reaction, the very regimes that
claim to fight for Palestine and give
money to the PLO. arc as much an
obstacle to Palestinian sclf-
determination, as is the Isracli capitalist
class. The national emancipation of the
Palestinian people cannot be scparated
from their social emancipation. That
means as much a struggle against Arab
landlordism, capitalism and rcaction, as
against Israeli capitalism and im-
perialism.

Now, in the wake of the mass
movements in the occupicd territories,
and in tandem with the shift of opinion
in Europe, Amecrica and to an extent
within Israel. the PLO leaders have
adopted the policy of ncgotiations to
achieve a homeland of Palestine. The
significance of the Algicrs Palestine
National Council. in unitving the PLO,
lay precisely in the fact that it em-
powered Arafat to move in that direc-
tion. The original policy ¢t the PLO. for
the establishment ot a sccular democ-
ratic’ state in a unitarv Palcstine. has
been quietly dropped as a result of the
failure of the PLG and the Arab
regimes to destroy lsracl miiitarily.
However. even this position, implying
recognition of the state of fsracl, is
ambiguous. leaving thc right wing
Zionists able to argue that any indepen-
dent Palestinian staic. however small,
would be a temporary stage i a long-
term strategy to destroy fsracl al-
together.

Whenever there have been acts of
individual tcrrorisin in the past, for
example hi-jackings or the murder of
Israeli civilians. it has strengthened the
Israeli right, and has provided the ex-
cuse for the unleashing of state ter-
rorism against Arabs. But, in contrast,
the effect of having to suppress a mass
movement including men, women and
school-children. together with the com-
bined general strike of Arab workers,
have brought only demoralisation and
division to Israel.

There has bcen the biggest-ever
demonstrations against the occupation,
with over 50,000 in Tcl-Aviv and, on
the same day, 20,000 in Nazareth. The
Yesh Gvul (There is a Limit) move-
ment, which originated in the unrest
among Isracli solidicrs during the
Lebanon War, published a list of 1,600
reserve soldicrs, including two generals,
who have called for an end to the
occupation. There is a possibility of a
swing to the right within Israceli politics
in the short term, as an immediate

Israeli troops move into

reaction to the upheavals in the ter-
ritorics and the ‘threat’ to Israel
perceived by many Jewish workers. But
in the longer run, the uprising will have
driven home the fact that the 20-year
occupation cannot continue in the old
way. The success of the uprising,
howcver limited, in undermining sup-
port for the Isracli occupation, has been
achicved despite and not because of the
historic strategy of the PLO leaders.
Moreover, this success can be built
upon, if a movement is devcloped
among Palestinians which is bascd upon
continued mass resistance, combined
with a programme of class demands that
would have an cffect on Israeli troops
and workers.

Federation

A bridge can be built between Jewish
and Arab workers by a movement
which fought under the banner of a
Socialist Federation of the Middle East.
Such a movement would fight for
democratic rights and a national home-
land for Palestinians, while directing
class appeals to Jewish workers and
troops. It would defend the class in-
terests of Israeli workers, and support
the right of the Israeli nation to its own
self-determination, within a socialist
federation.

Capitalism cannot maintain even the
present living standards of the popula-
tion of Israel-Palestine, let alone its
democratic or national rights. The
greatly intensified social and political
divisions within Israel could even raise
the possibility in the future of some
form of military government, as the
capitalist class wrestles to maintain
‘stability’. An Israeli ‘Bonaparte’ would

posc a scrious threat to the democratic
rights cherished by Jewish workers for
40 ycars and would be the greatest cver
challenge to the labour movement.
It can only be in the overthrow of the

_system, through the joint struggle of

Arab and Jewish workers, that thcre
can be a way out of the present terrible
impasse. The only alternatives to Marx-
ist ideas will in the long run be bloody
wars and possibly more mass expulsions
on an even greater scale than in 1948-
50. It is capitalism and the imperialist
domination of the Middle East in the
past which have created the conditions
for the national wars and antagonisms.
Capitalism, especially in the modern
epoch, is intrinsically incapable of resol-
ving the acute problems it has created.
The labour movement can only rely
upon its own struggles and its own
organisations, guided by the interna-
tionalist traditions of socialism.
Israel and the occupied areas will face
cnormous convulsions in the future, as
economic and national crises develop in
parallel with each other. No section of
the working class will be left untouched
by these events. The key factor that is
missing from the Middle East equation
is the subjective one: a Marxist move-
ment that can provide the necessary
leadership and programme to point the
way forward. ,
Marxists take as their starting point
the fact that the fortunes of Arab and
Jewish workers are inextricably bound
together and the key task, therefore, is
to provide an alternative programme to
all those dragging the region into the
swamp. All the political parties, inc-
luding those linked to the labour move-
ment, will undergo unprecedented splits
and upheavals in the future. Despite the



right wing character of the leadership of
the Labour Party and the Histadruth
trade union federation, organically tied
to the Zionist state, there will be many
movements of Israeli workers in the
future that will shake up these organisa-
tions from top to bottom.

The Histadruth is a monstrously
bureaucratic machine, owning Israel’s
biggest bank as well as industries, and
governing a large part of Israel’s health
and welfare system. Almost 30 per cent
of its members actually work directly or
indirectly for it. Despite regular
elections-like mini general elections in
themselves-the big majority of trade
union members feel remote from the
leadership and in periods of real
struggle, it is to the factory and
workplace shop-stewards committees
that the workers turn. Nevertheless, in
the period of economic and industrial
storms opening up in Israel, unofficial
and official workers’ struggles will
produce big upheavals within the trade
union’s structures. Among the demands
that workers will raise will be for the
democratisation of the Histadruth, for
the regular election of officials, and for
the officials to receive the same wages
as the workers they represent.

integration

A product of the increased discussion
and debate within the Histadruth will be
the growth of left wing and Marxist
ideas among the rank and file. The
Marxists will be in the forefront of the
struggle for a fighting trade union
leadership to protect the jobs and wages
of workers, to democratise the unions
and to end discrimination against
Sephardic Jews and Arabs. Marxists
will also fight for the greatest possible
solidarity between workers and for the
right of Palestinian workers, including
day-labourers, to be able to join the
trade union federation and fight for
better rights and conditions through
it.

The break from Labour in 1984 has
resulted in a shift to the left within
Mapam, a left Zionist party. Many of its
rank and file are genuinely searching for
policies and a political programme that
can point a way out of the present
impasse. Mapam members  and
especially the Mapam Youth have a
serious responsibility to examine the
ideas of the movement, including their
own party’s policies. Many will come to
the conclusion that it is only the
programme and  perspectives  of
Marxism that can offer a way out.

It will be the Marxists in the labour
movement who will be the most
consistent in raising the need for joint
struggle by Arab and Jewish workers,
first and foremost in defence of living
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standards and the rights that workers
already possess. Therc must be an
uncompromising struggle to defend
jobs, wages and conditions, as well as
the social wage in the form of
cducational, health, public transport,
welfare and other services. But Marxists
must also raise the right of the
Palestinian people, as with all other
nations, to self-determination. That is
not to advocate the division of the
region into small states. which would be
a reactionary step. The weakness of the
Palestinian economy and, on a world
scale, the Israeli economy, should be
used by Marxists to explain the need for
a Socialist Federation of States, with the
right of self-determination of all nations
and guarantees for national minorities,
and a harmonious interlinking of the
different economies of the Middle East.
That would mean the further
integration of the Israeli and Palestinian
economies—but on the basis of national
equality, with a balanced development
and investment programme.

Freed of the constraints of the profit
system and the shackles of the big
imperialist economies. a state-owned
cconomy in Israel- Palestine would be
run democratically and openly through
elected committees of  workers,
consumers and technicians. In this way
a Socialist Federation could offer the
right of return to both the Palestinian
and Jewish diaspora, without any
threat to the lives and living standards
of the peoples of the area. The socialist
organisation of society, within a
Socialist Federation of Middle East
States, would release enormous
reservoirs of skill, resources and wealth

govmmen as made no headway persuading the Shamir government in Israel to

that could make it possible for both
Israel and Palestine to successfully
absorb refugees and immigrants. Where
at present billions of dollars are spent
every year on weapons of destruction,
the same monies invested in industry
and agriculture could develop the lives
of the entire population to undreamt-of
heights.

Sweep of events

In few of the conflicts around the
world do the issues seem as complex
and as intractable as those in the Middle
East. But the ideas and methods of
Marxism, approaching the question
from the point of view of a class
analysis, can cut through the tangle of
complexities and difficulties.

Marxists can be encouraged by the
fact that Israeli and Palestinian workers
will be shaken out of their own ways, as
much as anything by the sweep of
events that will affect the world around
them. Titanic upheavals impend around
the whole of the world: in the advanced
capitalist countries, in the
underdeveloped world and in the
Stalinist states. There is not one part of
the world that is not in the throes of
economic and political crisis in one form
or another at the present time. In a
decade or two, the entire political
landscape of the planet will have
changed, not once, but many times
over. Like the colossal geological
catastrophes that in prehistoric times
shaped oceans, mountains and
continents, so the political cataclysms in
the future will shape a new world, not
least in the Middle East.
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Polluted beaches

Dear Comrades,

The review article in the last
MIR on acid rain only touch-
ed on the pollution of the
waterways and beaches. In
fact a whole article could
have been written just on the
situation here in Southend.

During the summer months
Southend seafront is still
packed with day-trippers, in
spite of the competition from
cheap package holidays to
the Costa Brava. However a
report published last year
would  probably deter
anyone from coming to Sout-
hend ever again. The report
was compiled by micro-
biologists at Surrey Universi-
ty and sponsored by the en-
vironmental pressure group,
Greenpeace. It documented
74 British beaches that failed
to reach EEC  stan-
dards—-Southend was one of
them.

The immediate reason for
this is the millions of tonnes
of raw untreated sewage that
is pumped out into the
Thames Estuary. Some of
this has found its way back
onto our golden sands. Who
wants to see their children
building sandcastles amidst
used tampons, surgical swabs
and slurry? Yet that is what
often stained our shore last
summer. In fact the situation
got so bad that local doctors
were warning their patients to
avoid the beach which they
viewed as a serious health
hazard. This is a far cry from
the pre-war vyears when
Southend’s seawater was
noted for its health giving
properties.

Protests to the local Ang-

lian Water Authority were
futile. The Authority claimed
to be acting on the recom-
mendations of the govern-
ment which has continually
put pressure on it to reduce
costs, even at the expense of
ordinary people. Conse-
quently it has been unable to
‘waste’  money treating
sewage and has simply
pumped it out to sea and
hoped for the best. The only
concession they have offered
is a new extended outflow
pipe to take the sewage fur-
ther out to sea— there is no
mention of making it safe first
as there is obviously no
money to be made from
that.

But the foul state of the
beaches is only the most ob-
vious sign of the polluted sea.
Less visible but even more
frightening is the radioactive
liquid waste spewed into the
Thames from the UK Atomic
Energy Authority at Horwell
and the Ministry of Defence
at Aldermaston. This and the
harmful chemicals that flood
into the sewers from factories
and homes all make for a
deadly cocktail that is killing
the sea.

Large amounts of this unt-
reated effluent causes deox-
ygenation of the water which
kills off fish and other marine
life by the thousands. This in
turn affects the local fishing
industry and also the feeding
habits of the 150,000 wading
birds who winter on the near-
by marshes.

Last Autumn Tory council-
lors organised an oyster fes-
tival at the picturesque village
of Paglesham to celebrate

Equal opportunity?

Dear Comrades,

The collapse of the London
Labour councils, putting
through cuts to ‘balance the
books’, is part of a process
over the last five years of
ducking and diving from the
legal measures imposed by
the Tory government. And
yet the London working class
placed their trust in these
councils to shield them from
the worst excesses of Tory
economic policy.

The left reformists, par-
ticularly in London, have an
analysis of society which has
no role for the working class
as a whole but only for some
sections. As Ken Livingstone
put it in Marxism Today, *‘We
believe in winning a majority
for socialism through work
on the minorities—all the
minorities added up, make a
majority”.  Marxists  fight
harder than anyone for every
reform possible to lessen the
burden of capitalist society
for every section of society.
Yet without clearly identify-
ing the class enemy, the
plethora of committees set up
under these councils lurched
into a position of dismissing
all white workers as being
racist, sexist, and anti-gay.

In Haringey, the Lesbian
and Gay Working Party put
forward a whole number of
demands which went into the
council manifesto. They
started not from explaining in
a calm and sober manner
why lesbians and gay men
face real problems, the
origins of anti-gay prejudice
etc. They embarked without
proper consultation among
the local community or
within the council workforce
on a policy for ‘positive im-
ages’ of lesbians and gays.

There is a desperate need to

stem anti-gay prejudice whip-
ped up by the Tory controll-
ed media. There has been an
escalation of physical attacks
by far right groups and the
beginnings of dismissals from
workplaces on the pretence
of AIDS. A recent survey of
lesbian and gay youth in
London showed that 16%
had  considered suicide
because of the pressures ex-
erted on them in school.

The tragedy is that
mishandling equal oppor-
tunities by these councils will
make it more difficult to de-
fend lesbian and gay workers
in the workplace, and from
attacks by roaming gangs or
the police. Any illusions that
lesbians and gays had that
these councils have a strategy
that can defend them are
being destroyed.

The labour and trade union
movement should counter-
pose to these paper tigers
calling themselves ‘equal op-
portunity’ units, the real
equality achievable by coun-
cils which fight to eradicate
the appalling conditions the
majority of workers have to
endure. We must demand
the resources to serve the
needs of all the community,
which will include proper
campaigns to take up disc-
rimination in the workplace;
for democratic control of the
police to curtail the escala-
tion of attacks on clubs and
bars, and for education which
provides the best possible
teaching, where parents,
students and the best ad-
visors are fully involved in the
drawing up of the school
curricula. We also need
democratic control of the
media which sows the seeds
of prejudice.

Jon Johnson, Newham

this venerable local industry.
Then the ugly truth leaked
out-that  Paglesham no
longer has a single oyster-
man! The local beds had
been destroyed years earlier
by the polluted water and
also by the barnacle-killing
paint used on the yachts of
the super-rich moored at

nearby marinas.

If immediate action is not
taken, the beaches and seas
could be beyond saving. If
we can no longer safely
bathe in the sea how long will
it be before we are unable to
drink the water in our
taps?

Paul Barratt. Southend.
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AIDS: Scramble for proﬁts
hampers research

The World Health Or-
ganisation estimated
that by the end of 1987
between 5 and 10 million
people had been infected
with the AIDS virus. The
WHO expects a ten fold
increase in the number of
cases in the next five
years. Modern means of
mass transportation have
turned AIDS into the
worst ever world
epidemic, or pandemic.

While the virus was
confined to Africa and to
homosexuals in the
capitalist countries,
governments were comp-
lacent. But by 1987 AIDS
was the biggest killer of
women between 25 and
34 in New York City.

Mortality rate

Reagan acted when
figures showed that the
virus presented a threat
to the profits of big
business. The us
General Accounting Of-
fice estimated that AIDS
will cost the American
economy $55 billion a
year by 1991 due to the
premature death of tens
of thousands of young
people. However, these
figures are based on an
assumed mortality rate
of 30%. Many experts
think the true figure
could be 70% or 80%.

The delay in taking ef-
fective measures to pre-
vent the spread of the
disease, or more correct-
ly syndrome, has cost
thousands of lives.

A recently published
book by two New Scien-
tist reporters, The Search
for the Virus, provides a
good example of the way
scientific research works

in capitalist society.
There was cut-throat
competition in what

became a race to isolate
the AIDS viruses between
the Pasteur Institute in
Paris and the US National
Cancer Institute. What
was at stake was not
only the prestige of being
the first past the post,
and a possible Nobel
Prize, but also the finan-
cial benefits.

Scientific and medical
laboratories have links
with the drug corpora-
tions. Marketing a kit to
test for the virus could be
a billion dollar business.
The Pasteur scientists
were in the lead and they
patented a test for the
virus in July 1983. Mean-
while the rival National
Cancer Institute claimed
to have isolated a diffe-
rent virus.

When the Pasteur virus
was discovered they
passed it over to the rival
laboratory for evaluation
as is common practice.
The - NCI subsequently
claimed that the virus
was damaged in transit
and was not examined.
Then in April 1984 Mar-
garet Heckler, US Health
Secretary, triumphantly
announced that the NCI
had discovered the AIDS
virus. Shortly after, the
test for the NCI virus,
called HTLV-3, was
granted a US patent. The
application by the
Pasteur Institute for a US
patent was refused.

It subsequently emerg-
ed that the Pasteur virus,
called LAV, was indistin-
guishable from HTLV-3.
Coincidences like this
are not unknown in
research but evidence

which emerged the fol-
lowing year cast doubt on
the role of the head of
the NCI laboratory,
Robert Gallo.

The AIDS virus is of
fiendish complexity. Its
ability to mutate into a
slightly different form is
five times greater than
the ’flu virus. It changes
its form within an in-
dividual over time. Diffe-
rent neighbourhoods In
New York are associated
with different types of
AIDS virus. This makes
the search for a cure very
difficult since there is a
constantly moving target.
It also means that the
chances of finding two
identical viruses
separated by thousands
of miles and a year In
time are very small. The
Pasteur Institute hired an
American lawyer to
prepare a case to sue the
US government.

Dirty dealings

As the evidence
mounted it was clear that
a long drawn out legal
battle was in prospect,
involving the two leading
institutes in the battle
against AIDS. The wrang-
le was having a serious

effect on the progress of

research. Eventually a
deal was cobbled
together which swept all
the dirty dealings under
the carpet. It was an-
nounced by Reagan at a
meeting with Chirac in

March 1987.
When the test for AIDS
was developed in

America the  British
government refused to
implement it here. There
was a six months delay at
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a crucial time in monitor-
ing the syndrome. The
DHSS denied that this
was due to the time it
took the British drug
company Wellcome to
develop their own test.
But the Financial Times
commented: “The delay
in introducing screening
in Britain has given Well-
come the chance to leap
into the business of pro-
ducing diagnostic kits for
AIDS, a market that
could be worth 100-200
million pounds worl-
dwide by the late 1980s
and which is now
dominated by US com-
panies...”

Cynical political
manoeuvring and finan-
cial trickery have marked
the history of the cam-
paign against AIDS. Drug
corporations with the
help of their national
governments are all try-
ing to cash in. Readers of
this book will be more
than ever open to the
need for a socialist prog-
ramme to eliminate
private profit from all
aspects of health care
and research.



Part eight of Alan Woods’ series of articles on the history of Bolshevism.

1905 —The Third Congress

On the twenty fifth of April 1905, the
first genuinely Bolshevik party congress
opened its doors in London. On the
agenda were the following questions: 1)
the armed uprising; 2) the attitude to
the government’s policy, including the
slogan of the provisional revolutionary
government; 3) the attitude to the
peasant movement; 4) relations
between workers and intellectuals
within the party; 5) party rules; 6) the
attitude to other parties (including the
Mensheviks); 7) the attitude to the
non-Russian Social Democratic or-
ganisations; 8) the attitude to the
Liberals; 9) practical agreements with
the Social Revolutionaries, and or-
ganisational questions. Present at the
Congress were 24 delegates with full
voting rights representing 21 commit-
tees, as well as a number of other party
groups, including the Vperyod editorial
board and the Bolshevik Organisation
Abroad, which had a consultative vote.
Lenin was present, nominally as a
delegate from Odessa.

Insunrection

The Congress took place in the white
heat of revolutionary upswing. The
party was faced with a whole series of
pressing political and tactical questions:
the attitude to the government’s ‘con-
cessions’ (the Shidlovsky Commission),
the slogan of a parliament (‘zemsky
sobor’), the constituent assembly, arm-
cd uprising and the provisional revolu-
tionary government, legal and semi-
legal work, the national and agrarian
questions, and so on. But the question
which dominated all others was the
armed insurrection. Lenin was par-
ticularly emphatic about this: “The en-
tire history of the past year,” he argued,
“proved that we underestimated the
significance and inevitability of the up-
rising. Attention must be paid to the
practical aspect of the matter.” 1.

Lunacharsky (‘Voinov’) opened the
debate. The revolution in Russia had
already begun in the sense that the
masses had decisively entered the arena
of struggle. What was now needed, he
argued, was to give an organised form
to this semi-spontaneous movement.
Otherwise, all the heroism and energies
of the workers could be dissipated in
disorganised and aimless local upris-
ings.

In the previous period, when the
objective conditions for revolution were
absent, the Russian Marxists, Plek-
hanov in the first instance, had laid
heavy stress on attacking the voluntarist
theories of the Narodniks, those

Kamenev.

‘romantic revolutionaries’ who imagin-
ed that all that was needed was a
decisive push by small terrorist groups
to ‘detonate’ the masses into action. For
this subjective idealism, the problem of
armed insurrection was something in-
dependent of time and space. For the
Marxists, for whom the revolution must
be the work of the workers themselves,
it arises inevitably at a certain point in
the development of the class struggle.
Where the necessary objective condi-
tions were absent, to put forward cons-
tantly the idea of insurrection and arm-
ed struggle is mere Blanquism.* They
correctly concentrated on the slow work
of developing Marxist cadres, emphasis-
ing theory and organisation, carefully
husbanding resources and building links
with the masses. But now, the ecntire
situation had been transformed by the
social earthquakes of war and revolu-
tion. After January 9, Martov’s argu-
ment that you cannot ‘organise’ the
revolution and his accusation of ‘Blan-
quism’ directed at the Bolsheviks
smacked of sophistry. In reality, the
Mensheviks’ attitude flowed from their
entire conception of the revolution as a
bourgeois-democratic  revolution in

which the working class must subor-
dinate itself to the Liberal bourgeoisie.
The question of organising the workers
for an armed uprising did not enter into
their scheme of things, because they
saw the workers’ role as merely backing
up the Liberals, and forcing the autoc-
racy to retreat under the pressure of
strikes and demonstrations directed
towards placing the Liberals in power.
The Bolsheviks, while not denying
the bourgeois-democratic character of
the revolution, saw things quite dif-
ferently. They saw the working class as
the main motor-force of the revolution,
which would triumph, in spite of the
cowardice and treachery of the ‘pro-
gressive’ bourgeoisie, only to the degree
that the proletariat fought for and won
its rightful place at the head of the
nation, uniting behind its banner all the
oppressed classes of society, in par-
ticular the peasantry. The role of the
Social Democrats was no longer merely
that of ‘propagandist-enlighteners’ but
revolutionary organisers, not merely
‘committee-men’ but leaders of masses.
whose duty it was to prepare for an
all-out general strike, culminating in an
all-Russia uprising against tsarism.

Strikes

Given the numerical weakness of the
forces of Marxism, this may seem to
have been an excessively ambitous aim.
But it is necessary to bear firmly in mind
the concrete conditions of the time. The
Russian working class was politicallv
virgin, consisting overwhelmingly of
new layers freshly awakened to political
life, with no fixed traditions of reformist
or Stalinist mass organisations, and no
deeply-rooted political prejudices. The
lava of the revolution had not yet had
time to harden into a solid crust of
bureaucratic conservatism. This enabl-
ed the forces of Marxism in Russia very
quickly to overcome their weakness and
rise to the head of millions of leftward
moving workers who had nowhere else
to go.

After the shock of Bloody Sunday the
consciousness of the masses was trans-
formed. There was a wave of local

* This term, which was commonly used by
the Russian Marxists to denote revolutionary
adventurism, takes its name from the famous
French revolutionary and utopian com-
munist, Luis Auguste Blanqui (1805-81) who
based himself on an ultra-left, conspiratorial
conception of the revolution, as the work, not
of the masses but as a ‘coup de main of a
small revolutionary minority’. Despite his
undoubted sincerity and personal courage,
Blanqui’s lack of theoretical understanding

doomed him to play a negative role. “Blan-
qui,” wrote Engels, “‘is essentially a political
revolutionary, a socialist only by sentiment,
because of his sympathy for the sufferings of
the people, but he has neither socialist theory
nor definite practical proposals for social
reforms. In his political activities he was
essentially a ‘man of action’.”’ 2. The modern
ultralefts have faithfully preserved all of
Blanqui’s faults without possessing any of his
virtues.

Lo & 4
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strikes and demonstrations, often of a
stormy character. One of the delegates
recalled the electric mood in the fac-
tories: “ After the January revolutionary
week in Petersburg there was such a
spate of anarchistic strikes that in many
factories it was enough for only one of
the workers to shout: ‘Down tools,
lads!’ for a strike to break out, and
anyone who spoke out against it, receiv-
ed from the others the tag of ‘pro-
vocateur’.” 3.

The danger was that the energies of
the workers would be dissipated in this
way. What was required was to try to
unify the movement so as to be able to
concentrate ‘full strength at the point of
attack’. The same delegate stressed the
need to combat ultraleft adventurism
and individual terrorism: “on the one
hand, needless acts of petty terrorism,
on the other, acts of senseless provoca-
tion, or clashes with the police and
soldiers, when individual armed per-
sons, by bringing their weapons into
play, give the enemy reason and oppor-
tunity to fire upon and slaughter unarm-
ed crowds.” 4.

The delegates discussed in a business-
like manner all the technical details: the
drawing up of ‘strategic maps’ of towns,
the training of competent officers, the
raising of funds, but above all the need
for every branch to possess detailed
knowledge of local conditions and the
mood of the workers. Side by side with
the technical and organisational
preparation, there was to be a stepping
up of the ideological, agitational and
propaganda work, as an integral part of
preparing for the overthrow of tsarism.
Agitation was to be carried on, not only
among the workers, but also among the
intellectuals, students, youth, women,
the non-Russian nationalities, and, as
much as possible, among the peasants,
beginning with the village poor. Special
attention was devoted to work in the
army, with the aim of winning over the
soldiers to the side of the workers. The
troops were to be leafletted, and a
commission of experienced specialists
was set up, under the control of the
Central Committee, to work out a
programme of transitional demands for
soldiers.

Nevertheless, even at a time when the
question of armed insurrection had
been pushed to the fore by events, the
fundamental task of the party was still
that of winning over the masses.
Without that, all the talk about over-
throwing tsarism would have been so
much empty chatter. The Congress,
however, confirmed many of Lenin’s
fears that the Bolshevik activists inside
Russia had been slow to react to chang-
ing conditions. Accustomed to function-
ing over a long period in small, closed
circles in the underground, the ‘commit-

Nadezhda Krupskaya.

teemen’ were ill at ease in the mass
movement and used every excuse to
avoid getting too closely involved with
it. A formalistic conception of organisa-
tion, discipline and centralism, together
with certain ultraleft tendencies, served
to cover up for an innate conservatism
and cliquishness, inherited from the
past. Lenin used the Congress as an
arena to wage an implacable struggle
against these tendencies.

On the question of participating in
legal organisations such as trade unions,
co-ops, insurance and benefit schemes,
where the prevailing mood of the ‘com-
mitteemen’ was for a boycott, Lenin
warned that: “The Congress cannot lay
down a hard and fast rule on this point.
All methods should be used for agita-
tion. The experience of the Shidlovsky
Commission gives no ground whatever
for a downright negative attitude,” and
went on to shock the advocates of
boycott by asserting that it would be
correct, under certain circumstances, to
participate even in a rigged tsarist par-
liament: “It is impossible to reply
categorically whether it is advisable to
participate in the Zemsky Sobor.
Everything will depend on the political
situation, on the electoral system, and
on other specific factors which cannot
be estimated in advance. Some say that
the Zemsky Sobor is a fraud. That is
true. But there are times when we must
take part in elections to expose a
fraud.” 5. And Lenin moved an adden-
dum to the resolution on this question
which stated: ‘“‘As regards the actual
and sham concessions which the
weakened autocracy is now making to
the democrats in general and to the
working class in particular, the Social
Democratic party of the working class
should take advantage of them in order,

on the one hand, to consolidate for the
people every improvement in the
economic conditions and every exten-
sion of liberties with a view to intensify-
ing the struggle, and, on the other,
steadily to expose before the proletariat
the reactionary aims of the government,
which is trying to disunite and corrupt
the working class and draw its attention
away from its urgent class needs at the
moment of the revolution.” 6.

Lenin’s flexible and dialectical
understanding of revolutionary tactics
and strategy clashed with the unyielding
dogmatism of the committeemen,
whose universe revolved around the
axis of their narrow local circle, which
they jealously guarded, on the one hand
against the leadership ‘in exile’, on the
other hand against the demands of the
workers for a greater say in the running
of inner-party affairs. The class com-
position of the Congress itself left a lot
to be desired, as one of the delegates,
Leshchinsky (‘Zharkov’) commented:
“Looking around me, at the composi-
tion of the present Congress, I am
astonished that in it there are so few
workers, and yet, that workers suitable
to be sent to the Congress, without any
doubt, could have been found.” 7. This
is borne out by Krupskaya, who says in
her memoirs: “There were no workers
at the Third Congress—at least none of
any mark... There was no shortage of
committeemen though. Unless this
make-up of the congress is borne in
mind a great deal of what the congress
records contain will not be properly
understood.” 8.

In fact, the atmosphere at the cong-
ress became frequently heated, as Lenin
tackled the prejudices of the ‘practicos’
head-on, while the latter did not con-
ceal their resentment at the ‘in-
terference’ of the ‘exiles’. “The ‘com-
mitteeman’,” wrote Krupskaya, ‘“‘was
usually a rather self-assured person. He
saw what a tremendous influence the
work of the committee had on the
masses, and as a rule he recognised no
inner-Party democracy. ‘Inner-Party
democracy only leads to trouble with
the police. We are connected with the
movement as it is’, the ‘committeemen’
would say. Inwardly they rather despis-
ed the Party workers abroad who, in
their opinion, had nothing better to do
than squabble among themselves-‘they
ought to be made to work under Rus-
sian conditions.” The ‘committeemen’
objected to the overruling influence of
the Centre abroad. At the same time
they did not want innovations. They
were neither desirous nor capable of
adjusting themselves to the quickly
changing conditions.” 9.

Bogdanov moved a resolution, drawn
up by Lenin, ‘On the Relations between
Workers and Intellectuals within the



Social  Democratic  Organisation,’
which, while recognising the difficulties
under conditions of illegality, argued in
favour of applying the principle of
elections more broadly, to open up the
party to the workers, to make room for
the new, fresh layers on the party’s
leading committees.

This resolution called forth a storm of
protest on the part of the commit-
teemen. Kamenev (‘Gradov’) was first
on his feet: “I must decisively speak
against approving this resolution. This
question of the relation between the
intellectuals and workers in party or-
ganisations does not exist. (Lenin: It
does exist!) No, it does not: it exists as
an issue for demagogy—and that’s all.”
10. Others argued that there was no time
or forces to train workers, basing
themselves on the famous quote from
What is to be Done? which incorrectly
asserts that socialist consciousness must
be brought to the workers from
without. Thus, Romanov (‘Leskov’)
complained: "It seems to me that here
we are overestimating the psychology of
the workers (sic!), as if the workers by
themselves could become conscious
Social Democrats.’’11. (My emphasis,
AW) Yet now the very author of What
is to be Done? answered his critics by
appealing to the class instinct of the
workers, and deliberately shocked his
audience by referring approvingly of the
participation of the workers in the party
organisation during the period of
‘Economism’*:

intellectuals

“It has been said here that the
bearers of Social Democratic ideas are
predominantly the intellectuals. That is
not true. In the epoch of Economism,
the bearers of revolutionary ideas were
workers, not intellectuals. .. It is further
asserted that at the head of the splitters
are usually situated intellectuals. That
observation is very important but does
not settle the matter. I long ago advised
in my written works that workers should
be brought onto the committees in the
greatest possible number. The period
following the Second Congress was
characterised by the insufficient imp-
lementation of this obligation—that is
the impression I have got from my
conversations with the ‘practical
workers’.... It is necessary to overcome
the inertia of the committeemen (app-
lause and hissing)... the workers have a
class instinct, and with just a little bit of
political experience they very quickly
become staunch social-democrats. [

* In the English ‘Collected Works’, this
speech of Lenin’s has, for reasons best known
to the Stalinist editors, been left out. I quote
here from the Congress minutes. AW

Anton Lavinsky's 1926 poster
would be very pleased if, in the make-
up of our committees, out of every two
intellectuals there were eight workers.”
12.

It is an interesting point, frequently
overlooked, that many of the old
worker ‘Economists’ of the Rabocheye
Dyelo tendency subsequently joined the
Bolsheviks whereas the Economist in-
tellectuals, such as Martynov and
Akimov, almost to a man, joined the
Mensheviks.

But, despite all the passionate ar-
guments put forward by Lenin and his
supporters, the majority remained ob-
durate. Burning with indignation, Lenin
again intervened: I could hardly keep
my seat when it was said that there are
no workers fit to sit on the committees.
The question is being dragged out:
obviously there is something the matter
with the Party. Workers must be given
places on the committees. Oddly
enough, there are only three publicists
at the Congress, the others being
committee-men: it appears however
that the publicists are for placing the
workers, whereas the committee-men
for some reason are quite wrought up
over it.” 13.

In the end, Lenin remained in a
minority, and the resolution was re-
jected, on the grounds that there was
‘no need’ for a special resolution on this
subject. Subsequent events were to
show just how right Lenin was.

Nevertheless, the Third Congress
marked an historic landmark. The basic
ideas of Lenin on the leading role of the
proletariat in the revolution, the need
for absolute class independence and
mistrust of the Liberals, was adopted
without dissent. The party’s policy on
the agrarian question (Lenin led off in
this debate) was radically changed to
include the confiscation of all the big

fof the film, The Battleship Potemkin.
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landlords estates and the setting up of
peasant committees. From this point
onwards, the revolutionary solution of
the agrarian problem lay at the heart of
the Bolsheviks’ revolutionary strategy.
The Party Rules approved at the
Second Congress were basically re-
affirmed, although Lenin made it abun-
dantly clear that they were not to be
interpreted in a narrow sense, but that
the party organisation should be quickly
opened up to include the best of the.
workers and the youth. With the bitter
experience of the split still fresh in
everyone’s memory, he also insisted on
including in the Rules clear and specific
guarantees for the rights of minorities
within the party. Minorities were to
have the right to express their point of
view freely at all levels of the party,,
subject only to the condition that the
raising of differences should not be,
done in such a way as to disorganise and
undermine the practical intervention of
the party in the struggle against tsarism
and capitalism. :

Weekly paper

The Congress launched a new weekly .
paper, Proletary, to replace the
Vperyod, and elected a new central
committee to replace the old concilia-
tionist one. The Congress thus resolved
the old unsatisfactory division between
the party’s central organ, central com-
mittee and party council, reducing these
to a single centre, the CC, which was
later divided into two parts, the exterior
and the interior. Lenin, for the time.
being, remained outside Russia, whilst
the ‘Russian Bureau’ of the CC, based -
in St Petersburg, was made up - of.
Bogdanov, Krassin and Postolovsky,
with Rumyantsev later being co- opted
on. Lenin was, in effect, in charge of the
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‘Foreign Burcau’ of the CC which main-
tained close links with the Russian
Burcau. but also had direct links with
the local party committecs, with whom
it carriecd on a regular corres-
pondence.

The Congress had given a much
nceded boost to the morale of the
Bolsheviks, who began to grow at a
considerable pace. New branches and
district committees werc set up. Factory
cells were cstablished, as well as Bol-
shevik trade union factions, designed to
take advantage of the new opportunities
for legal trade union work in which,
however, the Mensheviks had gained a
head-start. Bolshevik agitation and pro-
paganda was carried out by small
specialised groups of 10 to 12 people.
Each agitator-organiscr was rcsponsible
for a single district. The opportunitics
for carrying socialist ideas to the
workers were now immense. Millions of
leaflets were published by both Bol-
sheviks and Mensheviks in the course of
the ycar. “The old forms of propagan-
da,’ writes Krupskaya. “were dead and
propaganda had turned into agitation.
With the colossal growth of the working
class movement., verbal propaganda and
even agitation as a whole could not
meet the necds of the movement. What
was nceded was popular literature. a
popular newspaper, literature for the
peasants and for the non-Russian na-
tionalitics.” 14,

These. and other pressing needs.
immediately raised the question of
finance. The question of arms. too,
required large sums of money. Dawvid
Lane. on the basis of a study of the
Bolshevik and Menshevik press, conc-
ludes that, in February, the St Peters-
burg Bolshevik Committee raised a
total of 2.400 roubles (£240), of which
265t was spent on the press and 375r on
organisation. There was a separatc arms
fund of 1.295r. of which 850r had
already been spent. If we include a
further 981r represented by a scparate
strike fund, this means that the total
income of the St Petersburg Bolshcviks
in February 1905 was about £468 (ten
roubles equalled one pound). However,
in just the first two wecks of July, the
expenditure of the Bolsheviks had risen
to 800r on arms, 540r on organisation
and 156r on literature.

“The Mensheviks’ income from 15
February to 15 March,” according to
Lane, “was larger than the Bolsheviks,
being 4,039r (2,000r of which came
from one contributor): of this sum,
1,250r were spent on arms, ‘organisa-
tion’ in various regions came to 1,126r
and 630r were spent on the printing
presses.”’ 1.

“The budget of the revolutionary
organisations, consisting in the period
1901-02 of a few hundred roubles, by

mid-1905 had grown to tens of
thousands of roubles a year.” 16.

Even so, neither the Bolsheviks nor
the Mensheviks could keep up with the
demand for socialist literature.
Everywhere there was a thirst for the
written word. The workers wanted to
know. The old Iskra had a print-run of
around 10-15,000 (fortnightly, aithough
for a bricf period it appeared weekly).
Now the audience for a revolutionary
socialist newspaper was at least ten or
twenty times that figure. The underg-
round printshops could not keep up
with the needs of the moment. But the
possibility of launching a legal paper did
not arisc until later in the year when
Trotsky and Parvus took over the old
liberal Ruskaya Gazeta and transformed
it into a legal organ of the Marxists.
With its low price of one kopeck, and its
popular style, circulation shot up from
30,000 to 100,000, reaching a staggering
500.000 by December. By comparison,
the Bolshevik legal paper Novaya Zhiz-
n', *New Lifc’, had a circulation of
50.000— which was still fives times more
than the total print run of the old Iskra.
But that was not until the Autumn. In
the meantime, the local party groups
had to make do with whatever leaflets
and other material they could duplicate
on their humble hand-operated
mimcograph machines.

In his history of the Social Democ-
racy. Martov gives a whole series of
figures for the financial state of both
Mcnshevik and Bolshevik groups in
1905. which show how far the demands
of the situation outstripped the income
raised from the members in subs. Thus,
the Baku committee, in February, rais-
ed a total of 1,382 roubles, of which
only 38 (3%) came ‘from workers’.

‘A typical local
committee would consist
of not more than a
dozen people. Every
member of a committee
had a direct
responsibility for some
aspect of the work,
either press, finance or
agitation, or
responsibility for a
particular district or
factory. These were
linked to the workers
through party circles.’

Only 14% of the income of the Sebas-
topol committee came from subs. The
situation in Riga was better, but still
only amounted to 22%. However, in
the Bolshevik stronghold, Ivanovo-
Voznesensk, the corresponding figure
was 53%. 17. Both factions received
large donations from wealthy sym-
pathisers. But the Mensheviks, with
their far looser organisation, were al-
ways far more dependent upon this
source than the Bolsheviks, who strove
for, and finally achieved, an organisa-
tion built upon the kopecks of the
workers—the only real foundation for a
workers’ party. By contrast, we have
already seen how, in early 1905, almost
half of the income of the Mensheviks
came from a single contributor. On the
15 February, according to the same
source, the Petersburg Mensheviks’ in-
come totalled 247r “‘of which 200r were
from a sympathiser.” 18. The situation
with the Jewish Bund was completely
different. Despite their opportunistic
policy, the Bund had a well-established,
centralised working class organisation,
about which Lenin spoke enviously
more than once. Fifty per cent of their
needs were met from the workers dona-
tions.

The scope for the work inside Russia
was now considerably easier. Although
arrests were still made, sentences tend-
ed to be more lenient. Sometimes the
local police were overruled by liberal
provincial ~governors. The police
themselves were losing their nerve.
Under these circumstances, the local
committees were able to meet almost
daily.

A typical local committee would con-
sist of not more than a dozen people.
Every member of a committee had a
direct responsibility for some aspect of
the work, either press, finance or agita-
tion, or responsibility for a particular
district or factory. These were linked to
the workers through party circles.
There were also social democratic stu-
dent organisations, and beyond these a
wider ‘periphery’ of sympathisers. As
soon as even one worker joined in a
factory, he or she was expected to begin
working under the direction of the local
committee. We have already seen some
of the negative features of the ‘commit-
teemen’. But it would be wrong to lose
sight of their positive side. These were
professional revolutionaries, dedicated
to the party, hard-working and self-
sacrificing. Working under difficult con-
ditions, they were almost always on the
move. They lived a hand-to-mouth ex-
istence, on very low wages, around
25-35 roubles a month, funds permit-
ting, which was not always the case!
Some had a private income. others were
sometimes forced to do part-time jobs.
Some, like Krassin, as we have seen,



worked as a ‘cover’, which sometimes
gave rise to amusing circumstances: “In
St Petersburg there was an insurance
company, not inaptly named Nadezhda
(‘Hope’) whose directors made it their
policy to employ as clerks men known
to be active revolutionaries: they found
that, although they seldom remained
with the firm for long owing to the high
incidence of arrests, they were excep-
tionally honest.” 19.

Donations

Like the Mensheviks, the Bolsheviks
also had some wealthy sympathisers
who were systematically tapped for
cash. Well-heeled civii servants, Zemv-
stvo liberals, doctors and other profes-
sional people provided money through
donations, put up full-timers and even
hid fugitives. In Odessa, the director of
a big printing works “always helped out
in a financial crisis.” The industrialist
Savva Morozov donated 2,000 roubles a
month to Krassin from late 1903 on-
wards. As the amount of money raised
from subs, paper and literature sales
was nowhere near enough to meet the
demands of the new situation, such
donations became very important. Max-
im Gorky, whose fame as a writer was
already established, played a key role in
raising this kind of money, enlisting the
aid of many other writers and promi-
nent intellectuals, whose enthusiasm
had been aroused by the revolution.
Students and other middle class people
were approached for ‘donations. Even
the odd landowner, like A Tsurupa,
gave regular contributions.

Throughout the Spring of 1905, the
pendulum swung continually to the left.
After the massacre of the Ninth of
January, the movement in St Petersburg

Wy

The Ivanovo-Voznesensk ‘Meeting of Representative Delegates’, a soviet in all but name.

ternporarily ebbed, as the workers of
the capital cautiously took stock of the
position. The May Day demonstration
in St Petersburg was not a success, with
only a few hundred turning out.
However, the more backward provinces
were now being roused to struggle. On
the first of May, 200,000 workers struck
in nearly 200 towns throughout Russia.
The textile workers were well to the
fore. On 12 May, a general strike broke
out in the Bolshevik stronghold of
Ivanovo-Voznesensk, a textile town
with 70,000 workers, lasting 72 days. By
this time the Ivanovo-Voznesensk Bol-
sheviks numbered more than 400.
Negotiations were conducted by elected
factory delegates who met in a ‘Meeting
of Representative Delegates’, a soviet
in all but name. Out of 128 delegates, of
whom 23 were women, about 30 were
Bolsheviks.

The Ivanovo-Voznesensk soviet kept
order in the town, issued proclama-
tions, set up a militia and controlled the
press, thus in practice imposing
freedom of the press, speech and
assembly. Daily mass meetings enabled
the mass of workers to learn and ex-
change experiences. The peasants.in the
surrounding districts looked hopefully
towards the soviet to which they
directed petitions. The militant unity of
the proletariat and peasantry was thus
being forged, not in words but in deeds,
by the movement of the workers
themselves. From the 23 May the local
party got out a regular bulletin on the
course of the dispute. By the end of
June, the Ivanovo-Voznesensk Bol-
shevik organisation had grown to 600
members, with 15-20 factory organisa-
tions.

In the textile town of Lodz in Poland,
the funeral of a worker killed by Cos-
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sacks turned into a mass political
demonstration on May 15 with slogans
such as ‘Down with Tsarism!’ and ‘Long
live the Revolution!” A wave of strikes
and demonstrations swept through Po-
land and Lithuania, culminating in the
23 June general strike and uprising in
Lodz, and solidarity demonstrations in
Warsaw and Odessa.
Soviets

The strike wave which gripped almost
all the industrial areas throughout the
Spring and Summer assumed an inc-
reasingly political character. Whereas in
March, less than 30% of strikes were
political, between April and August the
figure had risen to . 50-70%.
Everywhere, the workers’ elected
representatives in the factory commit-
tees and strike committees led the way.
And all that a ‘soviet’ is—-at its incep-
tion—is an enlarged strike committee, an
organ of struggle in the fight of the
workers against the employers. The
soviets in Russia, those marvellously
effective, flexible and representative
organisations of the workers, were not
the invention of Lenin or Trotsky.
Nowhere do they feature in the writings
of Marx and Engels. They were the
product of the inventive genius and
initiative of ordinary working men and
women. The Soviets were destined to
play a central role in the whole develop-
ment of the revolution, particularly
during and after the great October
strike.

Not only the urban workers but the
peasantry was also gradually being
drawn into the orbit of the revolution.
Throughout the Summer there were
peasant disturbances and strikes of ag-
ricultural labourers in the Baltic area,
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the Ukraine, Don, Kuban and the
Caucusus. In some areas, the peasants
virtually took over whole areas and ran
their own affairs. The Mensheviks tried
to use this as backing for their theory of
“revolutionary self-government”. But
the truth was that, unless the working
class took power, such local outbreaks
could only have an episodic
character.

Taking cognisance of the new situa-
tion in the villages, the party had
already re-drafted its agrarian program-
me to include the confiscation of all
landowners’, government, church,
monastic and crown lands. The changed
atmosphere in the villages opened up
for the first time big possibilities for
social democratic work among the
peasants. Although the party was still
weak here, some circles were establish-
ed in areas like Nizhegorod, Samara,
Saratov, Kazan and Tver. Lenin in-
sisted on the establishment of purely
social democratic groups in the villages,
composed of farm labourers and rural
proletarians. Only then would they seek
agreements for joint work with other
revolutionary-democratic groups. But
the prior condition was not to blur over
the distinction between workers and
peasant small proprietors.

An interesting pen portrait of the
work of Bolshevik agitators in the vil-
lages is to be found in Sholokhov’s
famous novel And Quiet Flows the Don,
which describes how the Bolshevik
Stockman organised a group of Cos-
sacks around a poetry and literacy
circle: “After long sifting and testing, a
little group of the Cossacks began to
meet regularly in Stockman's work-
shop. Stockman was the heart and soul
of the group and he worked straight
towards a goal that only he fully unders-
tood. He ate into the simple understan-
ding and conceptions like a worm into
wood, instilling repugnance and hatred
towards the existing system. At first he
found himself confronted with the cold
steel of distrust, but he was not to be
repulsed. Even that could be worn
away.” 20.

This ferment in the villages had im-
portant repercussions in the armed
forces, which were overwhelmingly of
peasant composition. However, as so
often happened in the history of revolu-
tions, the revolt flared up first in the
fleet, with its more proletarian class
make-up.

The party’s work among soldiers and
sailors was even more difficult than
work among the peasants. On the eve of
the 1905 revolution, there were only
three organised party groups in the
armed forces. However, in the course of
the revolution, this number increased to
a total of 27 groups. 21. Military defeats
created an explosive mood of discontent

-
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Workers' strike In Moscow.

in the ranks, making them ever more
receptive to social democratic agitation.
News of the annihilation of the Russian
fleet at Tsushima, (27-28 May, 1905)
had an especially electrifying effect on
the sailors. As so often happens in naval
mutinies, the leading role was played by
the petty officers, normally drawn from
the most able and intelligent of the
sailors, whose close proximity to the
officers gives rise to a deep-seated
contempt for the latter. The tensions
and conflicts aroused by the arrogance
and incompetence of the naval officers
become increasingly unbearable when
they are related to matters of life and
death, in time of war. Precisely such a
clash between the petty officers and
officers led to the outbreak of the
famous mutiny on the battleship Prince
Potemkin Tavrichesky on June 14 1905,
immortalised in Eisenstein’s classic film
The Batileship Potemkin.

The immediate issue was the bad
food. But the underlying cause was the
general discontent with the conduct of
the war, and the piling up of unbearable
contradictions over decades and genera-
tions. The Black Sea fleet had set out
for the southern port of Odessa precise-
ly when that city was in the grip of a
general strike. No amount of military
discipline and police surveillance could
prevent the bacilli of revolution from
reaching the ships anchored only a few
miles away.

The mutineering crew arrested all the
officers, except the commander and six
others who were killed. The sailors
elected a committee from their midst
which took the bold initiative of sailing
into Odessa to appeal for support from
the workers. A great crowd assembled
around the corpse of the able seaman
Grigory Valulinchuk, killed by an of-

ficer. A massive demonstration took
place, and mass meetings were held in
which social democratic agitators par-
ticipated. This showed both the strong
and the weak side of the spontaneous,
elemental movement of the masses. All
the elements were present for a decisive
linking-up of the army with the revolu-
tionary people. But in the absence of a
conscious leadership, the “floating
republic”’ could only have the character
of an episodic development, which
nevertheless was an anticipation of the
going over of the soldiers and sailors to
the side of the Soviets in 1917.

These events left the Odessa
authorities thunderstruck. For a time
they did not know what to do. In
practice, power was in the hands of the
workers. But they acted with no clear
perspective, no overall policy or plan.
This allowed the authorities time to
concentrate their forces against Odessa.
A naval force was sent against the
Potemkin, which succeeded in escaping
to Rumania, but the revolution in Odes-
sa was brutally. suppressed.

The mutiny on the Potemkin
therefore failed to lead to an insurrec-
tion, which was implicit in the situation.
But it did not pass off without leaving its
imprint. Terrified at the scale of the
mass movement and the signs of inner
decomposition in the armed forces, the
government announced the holding of
elections to the State Duma (parlia-
ment). Ten days later peace was conc-
luded with Japan under humiliating
terms. It is not generally realised that,
despite her earlier reverses, from a
strictly military point of view, Russia
had everything to gain from continuing
the war. Japan’s reserves of men and
money were nearly exhausted. But the
rapid termination of the war was essen-
tial for the preservation of the autoc-
racy.

The ending of the war and the an-
nouncement of elections was greeted
with elation by the bourgeois liberals.
“The Japanese,” proclaimed one of
them, “will not enter the Kremlin, but
the Russians will!”” 22. However, closer
acquaintance with the details of
Bulygin’s proposals soon poured cold
water over this precipitate and naive
optimism.

Bulygin, the creature of the autoc-
racy, had worked out what Lenin desc-
ribed as “the most reactionary constitu-
tion in Europe.” It gave the vote to the
landowners,  bourgeois,  property-
owning peasants and the urban middie
class, while the workers, the village
poor, women and servicemen-that is to
say, the overwhelming majority of the
population-were excluded. To add in-
sult to injury, the Duma would only
have consultative powers! The whole
elaborate construction was a lie and a



deceit behind which everything would
continue as before.

From this moment on, the Duma
occupied a central position in the tac-
tical discussions of all social democratic
tendencies. The Bolsheviks immediate-
ly came out in favour of a policy of
“active boycott”. The position of the
Mensheviks was ambiguous. In the
Caucusus, focal point for the most
backward and opportunist wing of Men-
shevism, they openly called for par-
ticipation. However, in general, the
mood of the Menshevik rank and file
was against this. The Bolsheviks pro-
posed a united front to the Mensheviks
and the Social Democratic organisa-
tions of the nationalities for a boycott
campaign. At local level, the Bolsheviks
and Menshevik workers acted in
unison. The petit bourgeois Social
Revolutionaries also supported the
boycott. Even the Liberals of the
‘Union of Unions’ were compelled to
come out in opposition, at least in

words.
Boycott

The government’s granting of
autonomy to the universities, in itself an
apparently secondary measure,
represented a major turning- point. The
doors of the establishments of higher
education were suddenly thrown open
and through them poured the masses,
thirsting for ideas, and eager to par-
ticipate in the arena of public debate.
Up to this point, the students had been
involved in a passive student ‘strike’,
refusing to turn up to classes. This was
on the point of being broken when the
whole movement took an entirely diffe-
rent  direction.  Throughout the
Autumn, the campuses and lecture
theatres were the focal points of heated
discussions.  Beginning with  the
students, these debates became known
to the workers who soon understood
that here, at last, was a place they could
mect and discuss unmolested by the
police. ‘““Alongside the students’ uni-
forms in the lecture theatres,” wrote an
eyewitness, ‘“‘ordinary clothes and,
above all, workers overalls were to be
seen with ever increasing frequency.”23.

The explosion on the campuses show-
ed that the pendulum was still swinging
rapidly to the left, with new layers being
drawn into the struggle. This was the
fundamental consideration which deter-
mined the Bolsheviks attitude to the
question of a boycott at this stage,
although at the Third Congress Lenin
was very careful to insist that the party
should keep its options open on this
question. More than anyone else, Lenin
understood the need for.extreme flex-
ibility on all tactical and organisational
questions and not to get carried away by

Sailors from the Potmkln.

ultra-left moods which would only serve
to separate the advanced elements from
the majority of the class.

The organic opportunism of the Men-
shevik leaders meant that they were
heavily inclined towards parliamen-
tarianism, although the pressure of the
radicalised rank and file prevented
them from revealing their hand too
early. Among the Bolsheviks, however,
there was a considerable number of the
‘“‘committeemen’ in particular who ad-
vocated the “boycott™ tactic as an ab-
solute panacea, outside of time and
space. This ultra left tendency, the
product of a lack of understanding of
theory and the dialectical method of
Marxism, led to serious mistakes later
on, as Lenin honestly admitted.

In the given situation, the boycott of
the “Bulygin Duma” project was ab-
solutely correct. The revolutionary
wave was still gathering in strength. The
terms of the new constitution fell so far
short of the expectations aroused that

even a section of the Liberals were
opposed. The democratic aspirations of
the masses collided against the solid
wall of the bureaucratic-police regime.
Only by the revolutionary overthrow of
tsarism and a clean break with the past
could the ground be cleared for the
introduction of a genuine democracy.
The exact nature of the transformation
and the role of the different classes in
the revolution were the subject of
heated debate within the ranks of the
workers’ movement, which will be dealt
with later. But to all but the blindest
reformist, it was evident that on the
order of the day stood, not parliamen-
tarianism but a revolutionary general
strike and armed insurrection to over-
throw the autocracy. This perspective
was amply corroborated by the high tide
of the revolution which was ushered in
by the October strike in St Petersburg
and culminated in the December upris-
ing in Moscow.
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In the turbulent years that
followed the first world war,
the industrial conurbation of
Clydeside was turned into a
revolutionary battleg-
round—"the Petrograd of the
British Isles”—in the words of
the legendary Scottish Marx-
ist, John MacLean.

Although the movement in
Glasgow was eventually
defeated with the military oc-
cupation of the city by
12,000 troops in February
1919, the labour movement
emerged from these events
immensely strengthened. In
vivid contrast to the general
election of 1918, when
Labour had won only one of
the 15 Glasgow seats, by
1922 the city was a stron-
ghold of the Independent
Labour Party (ILP). In 10
Glasgow constituencies the
party swept to power and the
formidable group of left-wing
MPs went on to become in-
famous in the eyes of the
British establishment as ‘the
Red Clydesiders’.

The most prominent of
these was James Maxton (or
Jimmy Maxton as he was
better known on Clydeside) a
powerful and charismatic
orator who later went on to
become one of the most illus-
trious figures in the history of
the British labour movement.
This book is an interesting
albeit short and somewhat
sketchy introduction to the
life of Maxton, tracing his
development from his early
days as a Tory student at
Glasgow University to his ul-
timate isolation as the solitary
remaining ILP MP before his
ggath in 1946 at the age of

Maxton was bomn into a
conservative lower middle
class family and only began
to grope towards the ideas of
socialism as a result of his
AR

experience as a
schoolteacher working
amidst the poverty and
squalor of the slums of the
East End of Glasgow. Accor-
ding to his own account, he
was finally converted to
socialism as a result of atten-
ding John Macl.ean’s mons-
ter open-air political
meetings. Although Maxton
never adopted the thorough-
going revolutionary program-
me of his mentor, the inf-
luence and example of
Maclean left its imprint on
Maxton’s own character.
Thus, even after spending
almost a quarter of a century
in Westminster, Maxton re-
mained an incorruptible in-
dividual who shunned the
comforts and privileges of
parliamentary life. Along with
the other ‘Red Clydesiders’,
he continued to live a spartan
existence, abstaining from al-
cohol, lodging in modest ac-
commodation and remaining
openly contemptuous of
those Labour MPs who had
been sucked into the social
whirlpool of London high
society.

Banned

Maxton and the other
Clydeside MPs built up enor-
mous popularity among the
Scottish working class as they
launched one broadside after
another against capitalism
and its apologists. In one
famous incident in 1923 they
were banned en masse from
the House of Commons for
denouncing the Tories as
child murderers, to the acute
embarrassment of the respec-
table Labour leaders.

As Knox demonstrates,

" throughout the 1920s and

especially in the aftermath of
the 1926 general strike, Max-
ton moved steadily further to
the left. In the Cook-Maxton
Manifesto, drawn up jointly
with the miner’s leader AJ
Cook in 1928, Maxton called
for ‘‘an unceasing war against
capitalism and opposition to
compromises  with  the
political philosophy of our
capitalist opponents.”

At a later stage, following
the bitter experience of the
Ramsay MacDonald-led

James Maxton

Labour government which
collapsed in ignominious
disarray in 1931, Maxton for
a period even drew close to
the ideas of Leon Trotsky. He
enraged not only the Labour
establishment, but  the
Stalinist leaders of the British
Communist Party by his app-
raisal of Trotsky, then living
in exile on the remote and
deserted island of Prinkipo,
as ‘‘the greatest individual
menace to the capitalist
order... who is feared also by
the rulers of Soviet Russia.”
However, while recommen-
ding Trotsky’s masterpiece,
History of the Russian
Revolution for “a wide
knowledge of social affairs, a
deeper understanding of the
real workings of history and a
clearer view of the tasks of a
working class movement”’,
Maxton himself failed to fully
absorb and apply the
methods of Trotsky.

It is a weakness of this
biography that Knox does
not seriously attempt to
analyse Maxton’s failure to
build a viable mass alter-
native to reformism and
Stalinism. A number of glar-
ing political errors committed
by Maxton and his co-leaders
of the ILP are glossed over by
the author. For instance,
albeit in a half-hearted
fashion, he attempts to de-
fend the decision of Maxton
and the ILP to abandon the
Labour Party following the
debacle of the 1929-31
Labour government. Yet the
author himself provides strik-
ing evidence of the grievous

consequences of disaffiliation
for the ILP and for the labour
movement as a whole. He
reveals that within five mon-
ths of leaving the Labour
Party, between July and
November 1932, member-
ship of the ILP had plunged
by 50% and the number of
branches slashed from 653 to
450- the most serious
haemorrage being from the
industrial areas of Scotland
and the North of England.

Having cut itself off from the
traditional mass political or-
ganisation of the British wor-
king class, the ILP entered a
period of terminal decline
while the Labour Party itself
gradually recovered from the
trauma of 1929-31. Perhaps
the most tragic aspect of the
decision was that it actually
strengthened the strang-
lehold of the right wing
leaders of the official labour
movement by drawing away
a layer of the most advanced
and committed left wing
militants in a period when the
Labour Party itself was
undergoing profound
upheaval. Had it remained as
an organised force within the
official Labour Party, the ILP
could have had a decisive
impact on the political direc-
tion of the labour movement
in the tempestuous pre-war
years.

Even as an independent or-
ganisation the ILP could have
played a more influential role
within the working class had



it anchored itself firmly with
the perspectives and prog-
ramme of Marxism. Instead,
amidst the raging political
storms of the 1930s and
1940s the ILP was swept in
one direction and then
another. At one stage flirting
with the ideas of Trotskyism,

at another stage accom-
modating themselves to
Stalinism and reformism,

Maxton and the other ILP
leaders were tortured by con-
fusion and indecision. This
led Trotsky to characterise
the ILP as a ‘centrist’ or-
ganisation, which in the ter-
minology of Marxism means
a political grouping standing
midway between reformism
and revolution. Lacking
precision of programme and
unable to distinguish itself
clearly from either the Com-
munist Party or the official
Labour leadership, like other
centrist parties in Western
Europe, the ILP dwindled
into a sect and eventually

vanished virtually without
trace.

The failure of the ILP to go
all the way over to the ideas
of revolutionary Marxism was
partially a result of Maxton’s
own inadequate theoretical
understanding. Knox’s biog-
raphy touches upon the fact
that Maxton never showed
any sustained appetite for the
study of political theory. As
the author reveals, in the final
years of his life Maxton’s
literary diet consisted solely
of cowboy novels and detec-
tive stories.

Theory

This aversion to theory was
not a unique characteristic of
James Maxton. Trotsky
himself had commented on a
number of occasions that one
of the hallmarks of the
leadership of the labour
movement in Britain was a
disdainful and even con-
temptuous attitude towards

ideas and theory. This in turn
was a consequence of the
might of the British empire
which had accumulated huge
reserves of wealth and had
enabled the early labour
movement to win substantial
reforms through practical ac-
tivity alone. The necessity for
a worked out, comprehen-
sive strategy to overthrow
capitalism and institute a new
form of society was not dic-
tated by the same sense of
urgency as was the case in
Russia and other European
states.

Lacking a firm grasp of
revolutionary theory, Max-
ton, as the most authoritative
leader of the ILP, ultimately
proved incapable of working
out a clear socialist program-
me or of developing the
strategy and tactics necessary
to build a mass movement for
socialist change in Britain. He
ended up as a harmless rebel,
an entertaining parliamentary
orator who was patronised
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on all sides and whom even
Churchill could describe as
“the greatest gentleman in
the House of Commons.”

Nevertheless Maxton will be
mainly remembered not for
his mistakes but for his burn-
ing passionate commitment
to fighting the forces of opp-
ression. His courage and
loyalty to the working class
movement stands in vivid
contrast to the cynicism and
careerism of so many Labour
parliamentarians.. However,
as any study of his life vividly
illustrates, even the greatest
individual socialist propagan-
dists are invariably impotent
in the face of the powerful
forces which control society
and that the building of a
mighty Marxist movement,
rooted in the mass organisa-
tions of the working class,
remains the central task for
socialists today.

By Alan McCombes

Solidarity
Forever

The IWW: An oral
history of the
Wobblies.

Published by
Lawrence and
Wishart, £6-95, 1987.

This book uniquely cap-
tures the fighting spirit of the
Industrial Workers of the
World, or as they were
popularly known, ‘The Wob-
blies’. Based on interviews
with ex-IWW members it lays
bare the hardship and opp-
ression that millions of
American workers suffered at
the tumn of the cen-
tury—conditions that were the
spur to the founding of the
IWW in 1905.

Songs

The IWW stood uncomp-
romisingly for the class war.
For them unions were the
vehicle for the socialist trans-
formation of society. The
general strike, they believed,
would be the ultimate
weapon to bring the ruling

class to its knees. All workers,
irrespective of race, sex or
nationality, were welcomed
into the ‘One Big Union’, as
they called the IWW. This
stood in stark contrast to its
rival, the American Federa-
tion of Labour which stood
for craft conservatism and
class collaboration.

The IWW is often
remembered for its songs.
Thousands of its red song
books, Songs to Fan the
Flames of Discontent, reach-
ed out into every mine,
lumber camp and construc-
tion gang. Its best known
writers were Joe Hill, who
penned The Preacher and
the Slave, and Ralph Chap-
lin, with Solidarity Forever.
Most” of the tunes were
‘stolen’ from the Salvation
Army or the ‘Starvation Ar-
my’ as they were known, and
transformed with new
words.

The Wobblies used brilliant
methods of agitation. Bruce
‘Utah’ Philip relates how ‘“‘a
man would walk by canying
an umbrella and a briefcase
and dressed in a tight suit
with a string tie and a bowler
hat. He looked just like a
banker. He'd yell, ‘I've been

robbed! I've been robbed!
Help, I've been robbed!
Everyone would rush over to
him. When enough had
crowded around, he’d shout,
‘T've been robbed by the
capitalist system!” And then
the boys would jump out
from the doorway and start
singing Joe Hill’s song, The
Preacher and the Slave.”
The IWW were industrial

pioneers. They led the first sit
down strike in Schenectady,
New York, in 1906. They
began the organisation of the
immigrant workers that the
AFL would not touch, scor-
ing their first victory at the US
Steel plant, McKee’s Rocks,
in 1909. The IWW’s finest
hour came in organising the
strike by 20,000 textile
workers in Lawrence—nearly
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30 different nationalities took
part.

But the IWW’s main success
came out West in the lumber
camps, mines and harvest
fields where class conflict was
at its rawest. The Agricultural
Workers Organisation was
the IWW’s  outstanding
union. Formed in 1915 it
launched the mobile job
delegate (shop steward)
system, by 1917 it had 300
mobile delegates and 20,000
members. They managed to
enforce the red card as the
passport onto the freight
trains. In the lumber camps of
the South the IWW organised
both black and white workers
into a common union, in the
Northwest they fought bitter
battles against ruthless emp-
loyers.

Trials

Joseph Murphy relates one
strike where “... they started
shipping in scabs. We found
out that the scabs were being
hired in Minneapolis, so a
bunch of us beat our way
back to the employment
agency that was shipping
them and signed on. As soon
as they put us on the train
back to Washington, we
started to unload all the first
class scabs. So we just let the
company take us across the
country until we got back to
Town Creek, Washington.
They took us off the train. As
we came up to the site, we
started to sing: ‘Hold the fort
for we are coming, union
men be strong. Side by side
we battle onward, victory will
come.” That really pissed
them off. They had fed us,
wined and dined us, all the
way from Minnesota, think-
ing we were scabs, and all the
time we were a bunch of
Wobblies.”

The IWW suffered ferocious
attacks by the bosses and
their hired gangs. In the
Everett massacre, five were
killed when deputies opened
fire on a boat attempting to
dock. Joe Hill was judically
murdered in Salt Lake City.
In the Centralia massacre,
IWW  organiser Wesley
Everest was castrated and
lynched. In 1917 in Bisboe,
Arizona, two thousand armed

deputies raided the homes of

striking miners, 1,200 strikers
were loaded onto a train and
left in the middle of the New
Mexico desert. Only the in-
tervention of army officers
saved their lives. In 1919
during the Palmer Raids,
thousands of IWW members
were arrested, hundreds of
immigrant workers were
deported.

In three major show trials,
the IWW leaders were
sentenced to long terms in
prison—they were charged
under the criminal syn-
dicalism law which outlawed
union organising.

The state raids broke the
back of the IWW and it never
recovered. lts aim of organis-
ing the mass of unskilled
workers was temporarily
defeated. The book offers no
real reasons for the failure of
the IWW. The IWW were
limited by their syndicalist
ideas, believing that the trade
union struggle alone, cul-
minating in the general strike,
would defeat the ruling class.
This ignored the power of the
state machine and its armed
bodies of men. The Russian
revolution, led by a revolu-
tionary party, became the
model for thousands of INW
activists, who joined the fled-
gling American Communist
Party. Tragically, most of the
IWW leaders, isolated in
prison, failed to follow this
path.

The main credit of the IWW
was its call for industral
unionism in opposition to the
craft unionism of the AFL.
When the Committee of In-
dustrial Organisations was
formed in 1934 many ex-
IWW members helped to
storm the bastions of the steel
and car plants to build a
mighty force of four million
union members. The last
word must go to ex-IWW
member Jack Miller, quoted
in the book, summing up the
dream that inspired so many
young workers: “We fought
for material gains like beans,
clothing and schooling, but
we had a much larger vision.
We were not making a new
building in the shell of the
old, not a new city, not a new
country—-we were building a
new world. What greater
task, what greater inspiration
could there be than that we
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workers were the only ones
who could do this? It would
be enough just to save this
world, but we were going to
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build another and better
one.”

By Richard Knights

The Social
Structure

of the Early
Christian
Communities.

By Dimitris J
Kyrtatas.

Published by Verso,
£24.95, 1987

Kyrtatas argues that Engels
and Kautsky have got it all
wrong-early Christianity that
is. Contrary to what they said,
its recruits were not drawn
mainly from the lower classes
and its message was not a
radical revolutionary one.
Rather its recruits were
‘socially mixed’. ‘Educated’
people quickly took up
leading positions with a con-
certed effort being made al-
most from the start to attract
members of the ruling class

into the church. Far from
having a revolutionary mes-
sage, we are told that early
Christianity was very conser-
vative on issues such as
slavery.

Unfortunately for Kyrtatas
the evidence that Christians
in the first and second cen-
turies AD were generally
from the lower classes is very
strong: the lists of names and
occupations given by Chris-
tian and pagan writers; or the
frequency of comments like
those from St Paul: “not
many of you are of noble
birth... God has chosen mere
nobodies to overthrow the
existing order”.

This reference to over-
throwing the existing order is
important. The nature of the
message of early Christianity
is such as to make it in-
conceivable that it could
have been addressed to
anything other than an over-
whelmingly  lower class



audience. But before ex-
amining that message in
detail, it is necessary to out-
line briefly the nature of the
lower classes in the Roman
Empire.

The economy was based on
agriculture and  slavery.
There had been slave revolts
before; eg Spartacus, but by
the first century AD the slaves
were generally ground down,
‘men without hope’. Many of
them were employed on the
gigantic estates of the ruling
class. The small peasantry
were weighed down with
debt and taxation and fre-
quently squeezed out by the
giant estates. In the towns
were the artisans and semi-
employed labourers. It was
there that Christianity had
much of its success. But there
was no sense of common
purpose among these various
classes.

Discontent

Christianity originated in
Palestine. There the lower
classes were sucked dry not
only by Roman imperialism
but also by a native aristoc-
racy that Rome maintained in
power. The hoarding of
crops by the landlords to
raise prices led to disastrous
famines in AD25 and ADA46.
The most depressed part of
Palestine was Galilee where
Jesus originated. Among the
people there was a seething
discontent and a sense of
despair at the prospect of
improving their conditions.
The success of Christianity
can be explained by the way
it latched onto both of these
feelings: discontent and des-
pair. It offered a political
saviour for those who had no
hope in making their own
salvation.

Kyrtatas does not deal with
important Christian revolu-
tionary literature when con-
sidering the message of early
Christianity, or with the
subsequent revisionism of the
-~:ird and fourth century chur-
¢n. which involved massive
cersorship and rewriting.
Ovur version of the New Tes-
tament cates to this period.

After that revision, it ap-
pears that the message of
early Christianity was about
‘religious devotion’ and the

‘promise of an afterlife’. But
the neglected evidence in-
dicates that on the contrary,
the message was really much
concerned with  material
rather than spiritual matters.

Despite the church’s later
revisionism the original plat-
form can to some extent be
reconstructed. It had three
main planks. Firstly, class

hatred: landlords are con-
demned for exploitation
(James V); the rich are

viciously condemned (Luke
VI); great satisfaction is taken
in thoughts of future
vengeance (Luke XVI).

Secondly, the Christians
called for the overthrow of
existing society and the crea-
tion of a new one: the ‘King-
dom of God’. Paul was ac-
cused of wanting to turn the
world upside down (Acts
XVII). He pledged that Christ
would “‘abolish every king of
domination, authority and
power”’. The new order was
not going to be for the rich.
Jesus said: ““It is easier for a
camel to go through the eye
of a needle than for a rich
man to enter the kingdom of
God”. The kingdom was to
be in this world not up in
heaven—and in the near
future. It was to be an age of
superabundance: ‘‘a grain of
wheat would bear a thousand
ears and every ear would
have ten thousand grains and
every grain would give ten
thousand of the finest
flour...” (Bishop Papias, early
second century). Papias’
work was suppressed by the
revisionists of the later church
until 1575! It was also to be
an age of ‘communist’ pro-
duction and distribution:
“earth the same for all, not
divided by walls and fences,
will then bear fruit more
abundantly... no pauper is
there, no rich man, nor any
tyrant, no slave... no kings,
no rulers but all share in
common”. (Jewish Christian
Syballine poem).

Finally, the kingdom was to
be an international one.
Kautsky in his famous work,
The Foundations of Chris-
tianity, emphasises the im-
portance of this interna-
tionalist aspect. It finally caus-
ed Christianity to break with
Judaism and become an in-
dependent force. Paul and

other internationalists had to
conduct a struggle against
those who wanted to keep
the movement as a Jewish
nationalist one. It is this strug-
gle which explains the
strange sounding arguments
about circumcision and food
laws. Paul was saying in ef-
fect ‘let’'s scrap these re-
quirements for membership
because they hinder rec-
ruitment’. His position was a
minority for years. Ranged
against him was not only
Peter but James, brother of
Jesus and president of the
early church.

The third part of the early
Christian platform was the
claim that supernatural help
would be forthcoming in es-
tablishing the new order. This
caught the mood of the lower
classes; they wanted revolu-
tion but despaired of their
capability to achieve it. “Who
is like unto the Beast?”’ asks
the Book of Revelation.
Christianity offered the pro-
spect of overcoming the
‘Beast’ ie Rome, through
supernatural assistance. The
Christians took up the old
Jewish idea of a Messiah or
Christ, a magical saviour who
would come from the stars
with an army of angels.

In the early days the idea of
supernatural help was a spur
to revolutionary action rather
than an excuse for inaction.
Behind the story of Jesus’
death lies clear evidence of
an attempt to nudge the
supernatural revolution along
by force of arms. Jesus was
arrested on the Mount of
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Olives, a traditional gathering
ground for rebels. He had led
a riot in the Temple and had
ordered his followers to buy
swords. The names of these
followers indicate that they
were revolutionaries eg
Simon the Zealot. The
Zealots were the main Jewish
revolutionaries at the time.
Similarly, a few years later
during the reign of Emperor
Claudius, we read of a
serious Christian inspired riot
in Rome itself.

Contrary to  Kyrtatas’
theory, Christianity did start
out as a revolutionary or-
ganisation but the conditions
of the time made its conser-
vative transformation in-
evitable. Right from the start
Christianity had its super-
natural crutch, reflecting the
simple despairing recognition
that the objective conditions
for a successful revolution
were just not present. The
supernatural element
became increasingly an ex-
cuse for political passivity.
Everything could be left to
Jesus. He was increasingly
deified while the individual
Christian was told that salva-
tion lay in abasement before
this ‘Son of God'. The
original revolutionary intent
was erased by spiritualisa-
tion. The kingdom of God
was relocated: no longer
would it consist of a new
order in this world; rather it
would be something that the
faithful would only ex-
perience after death.

By Roy Davies
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