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Editorial
Indo~China:
Solidarity till the
final victory

The barbarism exhibited by American imperialism in the latest wave of
bombing attacks on the Democratic Republic of Vietnam brings hame eve
more strongly & point which has become incressingly obvious since 1964,
It is a fact which many revolutionaries in Western Europe and North Amer
reflecting Lhe strength and power of bourgeois control of the means of
communication, often ténd to underestimate or gnor. Ir can bo staled
in the following way: the struggle waged by the Indochinese peoples agai
U.8. imperialism lor the last decade is without doubt Lhe mosl heroic
struggle ever waged by an oppressed peoples against their oppressors since
the advent of modern capitalism. The whole history of imperialist butch
and tyranny has not known anything like what the most powerful, indusis
ised capitalist nation has inflicted on a largely agrarian society for the last
twelve years in order to prevent the success of a social revolution.

The Russian masses led by Lenin, Trotsky and the Bokhevik Party did not
have to contend with such heavy odds either before, during or after the
Russian Revolution. The war of imperialist intervention against the Russian
Revolution took place at a time when the imperialist world had weakened
itself by & viciously contested interimperialist war and where its military
apparatus was completely underdeveloped technologically. In addition

the upsurge of working class struggles and insurrections in Western Europe
further helped to shield the Russien Revolution. The Yugoslav Revolution
took place during the *‘anti-fascist struggles™ and Tito and his partisans
exploiled fully the conflict between German and British imperialism. Of
course the Nazis commitied many atrocities against the partisans, but they
do not compare in scale or in effect to the practices of U.S. imperialism

in Vietnam loday. The Chinese revolution certainly had to face the power
of Japanese imperialism, but again in conditions of heightened intar-imper-
ialist conflict which were reflected in the local bourgesisie represented by
the Koumintang being forced to participate reluctantly in a United Front
with the Chinese Communist Party against the Japanese intervention. Even
if we leave that aside, the bombing by the Japanese of Shanghai and Canton
was a relatively mild affair in comparison to what Hanoi and Haiphong have
had to suffer, in one week alone in December “72. The Cuban revolutionaries
were successlul in overthrowing Batista and unleashing a process of permanen
revolution without any foreign intervention. The Bay of Pigs fiasco can
hardly be regarded as a serious Intérvention by imperialism when compared
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even to Lhe invasion of Santo Domingo, leave alone Indochina. Only if we
view the struggle of the Indochinese revolutionaries in a broad historical
perspective can we really appreciate the epic character of Lhe struggle Lhe
Vietnamese have carried out and the importance of this process for the
world revolution.

Heelstance to American imperialism over the last ten vears did not develop
out of thin air. It was onganised — both militarily and politically — and led
by the Vietnamese Communist Party. To believe otherwise would be to

fall prey to spontaneist illusions. I has been the sirategy and tacties adopted
by this party and its fighting orpanisations such as the NLF which have
prevented an imperialist victory in [ndochina. We do not intend to discuss
Lthe origins, history and development of this party in this article, but will

do so in a future issue of Infernational. Whal is worth stressing, however,

is thal Lthe conduct of the war both militarily and politically reveals quite
clearly that the Vietnamese have learnt some lessons from the Geneva
Agreements and the role played by both the imperialists and by the Soviet
Union and China at that time. That is why we ses that the North Vietnamese
press has in recent months been eritical, though, of course in its own allegor-
ical style of the roie played by Peking and Moscow in recent months. In
addition one of the leading theoreticians of the Vietnamese C.P., the General
Secretary, Le Duan has constantly sinee the beginning of the 80's used
formulations in his writings which have totally rejected the Menshevik
theory of “revolution by stages” and analysed differences inside the inter-
nagionsl communist movement as being “different sttitudes towards the
question whether or not to make the revolulion, whether or not to struggle
for the interests of the toiling people and the oppressed and exploited
masses, and whether or not to be determined to liquidate imperialism

and capitalism.” (Le Duan, Some Problems Concerning the International
Tasks of Our Party, Hanoi, 1963, authors emphasis).

It wouid appear that the Vietnamese have been forced to make some conces-
sions at the negotiating table. This fact reflects nol on them, but on their
two major allies, Russia and Chine, who used the Vietnamese struggle to
engage in diplomatic games with Nixon and ended up by enormously
strengthening the latter's hand inside Indochina by allowing him to biockade
Haiphong and carry out the heaviest bombing attacks in the history of
mankind egeinst a “fraternal, socialist, country,” Mo revolutionist can on

principle be opposed to negotiations. They are determined by the national
and international relationship of forees. The Vietnamese militants are
therefure perfectly entitled both to negoliate and to make concessions

in order to gain a breathing space. The lask of revolutionaries in imperialist
countries, while fully supporting and engaging in solidarity actions with
the Vietnamese, is nevertheless not to accept the right of imperialism to
demand or gain these concessions. Thet is why the British section of the
Fourth International has been opposed Lo the solidarity movement making
dennnﬁ related to the negotiations such as “Sign Now"" the main focus of
the anti-imperialist struggle. This is not based on any irop principles, but
on an analysis of the negotiating terms. If we study the position of the
NLF over the last twelve years we can ses that they have changed their
positions from “The NLF is obviously the sole genuine representative of
the South Vietnamese people: it must have a deeisive voice and a decisive
role in any settlement of the Vietnam question," (1960), through the 19
point programme of 1960, to the & point declaration of the NLF in 19656,
via the “Program of Action of the Provisional Revolutionary Government™




of 1969 which pledged itself to “abolish the disguised colonial regime
established by the US imperialists in South Viet Nam: to overthrow the
entire structure of the puppet administration; . . . . ."” to the present
negoliating pe-ition which aceepts participation in a coalition government
with the saus * uppet regime, Concessions have bean made on paper and
that is precisely Lhe reason why we are not in favour of Lying down the
salidarity movement to a piece of paper the Vietnamese comrades (eal
compelled to sign. Why? Because unless the PRG decided to disarm the
NLF and lay down its arms (an extremely unlikely variant) & situation of
dual power will continue in Southemn Vietnam. Two armed forees will
centinue to confront each other. Moreover a ceasafite is very likely to
bring about s new rise of the mass movement in the cities which the
Thicu puppet regime will not be able to tolerate. To imagine therefore
that there can be a stable or semi-permanent situation even if a “peace
treaty™ is ultimately signed is to live in 2 world of illusions. Hence we
have to engage in solidarity actions (and today even more so that in ‘67 — ‘68)
based on the understanding that the war will continue albeit in u different
form. Therefore anti-imperialist militants have to be prepared to explain
the process of permanent or uninterrupted revolution which will begin to
lake shape in the event of an American withdrawal and a ceasefire.

We have commented many times on the insufficient support provided to

the Indochinese revolution by both Peking and Moscow. The Soviet leader-
ship has supplied more military aid to the wretched ragime of Sadat in Egypt
over the last year (worth §350 000,000) than it has to Vietnam ($ 100,000,000
Ching has given Nixon important political support which has enabled the
Iatter to both defuse the antiwar movement and get himself re-elected, The
latter occasion being welcomed by Chou en Lai “because he plaved a role in
improving relations between the United States and China.”" During the Xmas
bambing of *72 it was Swedish social-democracy which reacted more vigor-
ously to the terror bombing {comparing them to Nazl crimes and atrocities!)
than the bureaucrats in Moscow and Peking. It has been the attitude of the
two principal allies of the Vielnamese people which enabled Nixon o escalate
the war In the first place, starting with the blockade of Haiphong. That is why
solidarity is needed more urgently today than ever before to break the inter-
national isolation of the revolution which Nixon has achieved in collusion
wilh Messrs Brexhnev and Chou en Lai.

The Fourth International and all its sections throughout the world have made
solidarity with the Indochinese struggle o key plank of their programme of
action for many years now. Today it is even more vital than ever before.
The seamen of Australia, the dockers of Genoa, the workers in Sweden have
pul to shame large sections of the “revolutionary" left in Britain, which
boycotied the Indachina Solidarity Conference held in the first wesk of
Secetnber *72. Even British social democracy, trying to forget its ignomin-
ious role when in government, has begun to make noises of protest. We once
again appeal to the International Socialists and the Socialist Labour League
to discard their Anglocentric economism and to participate in united actions
of solidarity in the coming months. These comrades should remember that
any major defeat suffered by the Indochinese revolutionaries will be a set-
back for the entire world revolutionary process and will modify the inter-
national relationship of forees in favour of imperialism.

1 January 1973.
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Spain: the
weak link
of Europe?

At present the weakest link in the chain of European capitalism lies in
Spain. In a real sense the political situation in Europe in the [970° will rev-
olve around the simultanecus gravitation of the llian bourgenisie towards
a fascist solution Lo that countries internal crises and the movement of
the Spanish bourgeoisie towards a decisive clash with the Franco regime.
The relative tempo of these developments will decisively alter the pol-
itical pattarn of Europe.

In 1971 the Fourth International noted in Quarrieme fnternationale that
“The present contradictions of Spanish society are created by the fact

that despite the accelerated economic growth of the 1960’ 2 by-product
of the axpansion of Western European imperialist economy, the Spanish
hourgeuisie has been essentially unable to eliminate from Spanish society
disequilibriums that produce the most explosive social contradictions in
Europe: the proletariat’s low standard of hving, the permanent crisis of the
poorest agricultural regions, Spanish industry’s inability Lo compete in the
international capitalist market, the cryingunderdevelopmentof social

services, elo.

“Objectively, the economic growth has served 1o postpone the social
explosion, but at the same time has rejuvenated the proletariat, sign-
ificantly expanded its numbers, and increased its capacity to overcome,
little by little, the trauma of its defeat in the bloody civil war, This growth
has alsa resulted in the development of valuable allies of the working class
among the masses of students in ferment and among layers of technicians
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and mtellectual workers, who are progressively radicalizing.

“The combinaticn of 1he ahove two factors means that the Spanish
bourgeoisie cannot afford the luxury of a democratic parliamentary -

or even 1 Gaullist - regime. Any democratic rights won by the labouring
masses would lead to struggles of explosive intensity and revolutionary
breadth. Hence the basic failure of all attempts to gradually ‘liberalize’
the Francolist regime, Including under the form of a constitutional mona-
rchy - an illusion that even the daily that by some mockery entitles itsell
Pravda (Truth) has just recently repeated for the n-th time.

“Uinder these conditions, the orientation of Spanish capitalism could have
but one aim: fragmenting and channeling all workers’ struggles toward
purely economic and immediate goals. For a whole period, the traditional
leaders of the Spanish proletariat, and above all the leaders of
the Communizst party, have objectively helped the bourgeoisie achieve this
aim, The appearance of more resolute, politicized ., and genecal forme of
struggle, despite the intensified repression, marks the failure of this strategy
All the Spanish bourgenisie’s roads seem to lead to a ripening of the revol-

utionary upsurge”

The principal features of economic, social, and political development in
Spain during the sixteen months since January 1971 completely confirm
this analysis.

The year 1971 saw a pronounced slowdown of the Spanish economy. At
the same time the rise in the cost of living shattered all previous records.
Banking circles calculare that price increases in 197] averaged more than
1§ percent. The fact that a country like Spain experiences in its turn simult-
aneous stagnation and inflation says a lot about the weakness of its econ-
omie institutions.

Countries with a relatively marginal economy like Span, will be
hit especially hard by the deterioration of the international capitalist econ-
omic satellites ure threatened with unamployment by the recession gripp-
ing those countries. Now, in Spain itself, unemployment is on the rise.

The third ‘development plan’ (1972-1973) projects only a | percent
annual increase in the number of jobs - less than the annual population
growtland much less than the annual increase in the size of the work force.
which is swelled not only by population increase, but also by the rural exod-
us, the ruin of the petly arlisans, and the rationalization measures that are
now beginning to spread throughout industry. It must also be stressed
that in the area of new employment the objectives of the second ‘develop-
ment plan’ were not achieved. Even according to official statistics, the
annual increase in the number employed reached only 0.9% during 1968-
1971, as opposed to the prajected 1.3% . Concretely, this means that in
1971 there were | 50,000 fewer jobs than had been planned.
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The agricultural crisis in poor regions, the crisis of the minifundia,
continues unchecked, accentuating the concentration of landholdings, the
proletarianization of small farmers, and the rural exodus. It is sufficient
1o point out that in 1970 the peasantry, which still constitutes 30% of
the working population, accounted for only 14% of the national income.
If one subtracts from the 14% the incomes of the large landed proprietors
and the new kulaks, oné geéts an  idea of the miserable incomes 1o which
the mass of the small peasantry is condemned.

The absence of any political Yiberalization’ has become more and
more obvious. Instead of “modest progress’ toward s “European’ regime,
about which every Spanish reformist dreams, there has been a regression
toward the most rigid dictatorship. This is especially marked by the adoption
of the ‘public security” law, Franco’s blunt rejection of establishing the
right of political association, the intensification of censorshup.  and the
extension of 'exceptional laws.” Juan Carlos has to guarantee the permanence
of Francoism, but withowt Franco. Only the voluntarily blind can fail to
see in the overtly Mascist and integriste agitation of Blas Pinar’s ‘Christ the
King® groups the hardening of the regime itself, This is most clearly exp-
ressed by the standing order 1o shoot strikers. After the shoating in Granada
after the construction striker killed in Madrid, after the SEAT worker killed
in Barcelona, it was two shipyard workers in El Ferrol who were shot
down by the dictatorship.

This hardening of the repression comes in answer 1o mass siruggle, and
especially to warkers® struggle. The most striking, most important element
in the, understanding of the basic tendencies of Spanish development is
that the working class is no longer allowing itself
to be intimidated by this intensified repression, and has not let itself be
lulled by economic concessions or promises of ‘liberalization’ a5 in the
past. To the hardening of the repression the workers respond, and will res:
pond more and mare, with an increazing hardening, intensification , and
politicization of their fight. In this way, the upsurge of objectively
revolutionary struggles develops in Spain.

The major events that mark the rise of the mass movernent in Spain
between January 1971 and March 1972 are well known: the movement ta
boycott the union elections; the national strike of bank exployees: the
Aslurias strike; the very bitter strikes in Pamplona and in Vittoria
(Michelin), the latter lasting forty-two days; the strike and occupation of
the SEAT factories in Barcelona and the solidarity strike of 100,000
Catalonian workers after s SEAT worker was murdered during the re-
taking of the factory; the national student actions centered around the
medical students’ strike which culminated in Madrid: the workers
mavement around the renewal of many collective bargaining contracts
during the first quarter of 1972; the explosive strike of the shipyard
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workers in El Ferrol, Galicia, which produced a real street battle bet-
ween the workers and the repressive forces.

Simply listing these fights shows their tendency both to expand to a
countrywide scale and 1o reach all sectors of the labouring masses. The
participation of layers of the ‘mew middle class’, already discernable
last year, was shown by the young doctors’ activity in the student revolt
against the "sducation lgw'. On this same occasion, and espectally on
February 14, 1972 - the day of naticial demonstrations sgainst this law
high-school students , for the first time in Spain, took 1o the streets in

massive numbers.
In the rest of imperialist Europe the capitalists have succeeded in uniting

fuster than the working class. But in Spain, the mass struggle more
rapidly borrows from the advanced forms of struggle of other parts of
Europe, while the bourgeoisie has not suceeeded in borrowing the
prevailing industrial technigque and organization.

Aside from their politicization and their tendency to extend them-
selves, the 19711972 struggles of the Spanish workers had three basic
characteristics that bring them still more mnta line with those of the
European proletariat.

The goals and limits fixed not anlv by the Francoist regime but also by
the whole employing class have been generally overturned wherever the
workers opted for direct action instead of the *arbitration’ of the state
‘unions’

Although the steelworkers of Altos Hornos in Bilbao had to settle for
a nominal wage hike of 11 percent ower three vears while the Banco de
Madrid published figures putting the rise in the cost of tiving at 35 percent
just for the years 19701971, wherever the workers were ahle to bring 1o
bear their growing combativity, the wage policies of the regime suffered
partial setbacks

The workers spontanecusly opted for unitary demands that the
revolutionary groups have vigorously projected - equal wage rises for all:
450 pesetas (about US dis 700} 4 day minimum wage, etc. In the
same spirt, the strengthening of class solidarity and the slogan of rehiring
all fired workers played anincreasingly important role in workers' actions,

Closely tied Lo this rise in the level of class consciousness was the
adoption of more militant forms of action incresingly centered around
workers” democracry. Strikes and actions were marked by the formation of
workers’ general assemblies; during the strikes the limited, permanent
workers' commissions were replaced by larger commitiees responsible
io the entire assembly.

Already there are examples in which the revolutionary Marxist demand
for the formation of rexbstrikecommitiees respansible to, and therefore
cecallable by, the broader general ssemblies have been put into practice
by the workers. Furthermore, we must call attention to the emergence
of mass pickets to extend ihe strikes - pickets that go lo neighbouring
factories or other factories in the same branch of industey to generalize
the struggle.
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It was at El Ferrol that the hardening of workers’ struggle reached a
really qualitatively new level. Passive submission to the dictatorship's
repression, which became more ferocious with the order to shoot demon-
strators and strikers, had become increasingly unacceptable to the Spanish
proletariat. Nevertheless, in 1971 it was only the revolutionary vanguard
groups , and especially our comrades of the Revolutionary Communist
League(Liga Comunista Revolucionaria - LCR ), that raised the call for
defense pickets and then began to apply this tactic, in 2 necessarily
limited way, suring the “lightning demonstrations’.

When the Civil Guards retook the Barcelona SEAT fuctories, there were
reflexes of self-defense, but the mass of workers hesitated to fight on the
hardly favourable terrain of a single plant surrounded by the enemy.

On the other hand, when repressive violence was unleashed in the streets
of El Ferrol against the striking shipyard workers, they not only responded
but passed to the counter-pffensive and even managed to clear the repress
ive forces out of part of the city. Two workers were killed, but many

‘ cops were sent to the hospital. The strikers cut off the electricily, gas, and
water, and the struggle took on the appearance of a citywide general strike,

The best past traditions of the Spanish working class, the most revolut-
ionary in Europe, were suddenly thrust to the surface again, reinforeed
and enriched by the bitter lessons of past defeats - and above all marked
by a profound mistrust of the bureaucratic apparatus and a stranger sense
of class solidarity and independence.

11

\ A hardening of the dictatorship on the one hand, and a harder and
1 harder response from the labouring masses on the other. The basic policy
of the CP - seeking collaboration with the bourgeoisie, the monarchists
and even a fraction of the army so as to overturn the Francoist regime
! peacefully. without a revolution - has been robbed of all credibility by
these lines of force in Spanish social and political development.
In an interview in the French CP magazine Nowvelle Critigue, Santiago
Carrillo, peneral secretary of the Spanish CP, described his party’s
palicy with a cynicism bordering on naivete. The Spanish bourgeoisie, he
says. no longer has any political force with which it could collaborate in
the framawork of a parliameantary regime. In the past, social democracy
played this role; today, the CP offers itself as a replacement.
This whole orientation was founded on the hope of transforming the
Francoist regime - without a revolution, solely through mass ‘pressure’
- into a bourgeois parliamentary democracy by collaborating with the
bourgeoisie, all the while solemnly promising to protect the latter’s
property and profits. The objective role of this policy. independent of the
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calculations and designs of the CP leaders, was to channel the new rise of
workers' struggle toward goals compatible with the survival of the capitalisi
regime - most notably by choosing forms of action and arganization that
fostered the reformist and gradualist dllusions propagated by a wing of the
dictatorship.

The failure of this policy is demonstrated on twn levels. The masses
increasingly came to realize the illusory character of the notion that the
Franco regime could be brought down without a revolution. In real life
they unleashed harder and harder struggles with a clear anticapitalist
dynamic. A vanguard began to emerge in the factories and in the unversities
which, having assimilated the essential lessons of the CP's neoreformism
succeeded in consciously drawing sectors of the mass movemeant toward
demands and forms of action destined o set in motion a process of
permanent revolution.

The mest striking example of this change in the relationship of forees in
the mass movement, of the CP's loss of the absolute hegemony it had
wielded for fiteen years, was the remarkable success of the far left's
campaign for a boycott of the state “trade-union’ elections. The fact
that in Catalonia and in the Basque country more than 50 percent of the
workers followed the boycott slogan, and that even in the Madrid
industrial complex - the bastion of the CP - substantial minarities of
the working class boyeotted the elections, reflected the maturation of
class consciousness among a significant sector of the Spanish proletanat.

Since cases of the workers breaking with the CP’s line on the factory
level are spreading not only in the newly industrialized areas, but also in
the old bastions, even in Madrid - at the Castellon factory - we are seemng
for the first time a similar phénomenon.

The smergence of a broad vanguard independent of the traditional
apparatisses and beginning 1o have a mass character and & mass influence
is obviously not a development restricted 1o Spain. The same phenomenon
has occurred, of is in the process of occurring, in three other important
imperialist countries in Europe - France, ltaly. and Great Brituin,

Forreasonspeculiar to Spain, the relationship of forees between this
vanguard and the CP i without doubt more favourable to the revolut-
Jonists in Spain than is the relationship between the revolutionists
and the French or ltalian CP. or, in the case of Gr eat Brituin
the relationship of forees between this vanguard and the Labour
party. The more explosive character of the socil contradictions.
the much greater objective difficulty in limiting the mrass movement o
channeling it toward reformist goals will tend 1o sccentuate still mure
this reversal in the relationship of forces;

The CP leadership thus finds itsel confronted by 3 new lask -
that of maneuvring within the mass movemenl so us 1o lirmit 1ty Joss of
influence and 1o hold back the crisis in its own ranks thateould nol help
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but be triggered by the successive breaks with its line by workers and
students. The Santiago Carrillo team must also defend i1self against the
repeated attempts of the Soviet bureaucracy Lo replace it with one
that would support Kremiin policies more unconditionally.

Al these factors explain several things: the Carrillo teamis's greater
fexibility toward other tendencies in the workers' movemnent, including
the revolutionary groups: Carrillo’s trip to Peking; the occasional united
frants the CP concludes with fardeft groups, including. at the University
of Madred, our comrades of the LCR: and the CPs pronounced inzistence
on nonexclusive unity in sction.

While attaining thiz unity in action in a favourshle conjuncture
can lead local CP groups 1o shift their orientation to the left, that is, to
adapt 1o the line of the revolutibnists, it would be false to conclude that
this is a possible line of development Tor the CP as a whole. On the
contrary, the greater Tiberalization” of this party and its evincing a clearer
respect for workers' democracy it in parfectly with its accentuated
social-democratic evolution and its increasingly rightist palitical
urientation.

Does this mean that a decline in the mass influence of the CPis in the
sight? We do not think so. Progressively, as wider and wider layers of the
masses enler inlo action, as still newer layers of the proletariat and
the youth begin to become politicized, the most likely variant iy
that the CP' influence within the vanguard will decline, but its influence
amang inexperienced and relatively less politicized masses freshly
entering into action will expand.

Numericzlly, the total efTect of these two tendencies will mean a
strengthening rather than a weakening of the CP. This must be
carefully taken into account by the revolutionists in formulationg a correct
tactical orientation toward building a revolutionary party within the mass
movement.

v

The historical perspective revolutionary Marxists in Spain defend 1s
that of the permanent revolution. They reject both the possibility of liguid-
ating Lhe Francoist regime without a revelution and the notion that the mass
movemeni can content itsell with exiracting democratic freedoms and thus
peacefully institute a traditional bourgeois-democratic  parliamentary
regime. Frgnce gnd the Francofst regime fwith or withour Sramco himself)
can be overtivowa only by a revolutiongry mobilization of the masses
thaat challenges the bourgeols stare, dissolves amd destroys its repressive
apparatus, oceupies the factories and the land, and threatens capitalist
property. The revolutionary process leading to the overthrow of the
dictatorship will immediately place on the sgenda the victory of the
socialist revolution without having to first go through an intermediate




historical stage of bourgeois-parliamentary democracy

But to speak of permanént revolution does not at all mean to defend the
caricature of this concept that says a revolution will be imedistely
defeated if it does not result in the institution of the dictatorship of
the proletariat after the first battle.

The Spanish bourgeoisie does not want to liquidate the dictatorship
because it fears thal granting demogratic freedoms to the masses would
accelerate anticapitalist struggles rather than allow them to be channeled
toward reformist ends. But if the bourgeoisie is confronted by a revolution-
ary movement o tumultuous that it increasingly takes on insurrectionary
forms. it would no longer have anything to lose, and would have predous
time to gain, in throwing the workers the bone of democratic freedoms.

This is why the perspective of penmanent revolution in Spain does not
exclude, but on the contrary includes, the possibility of temporarily
establishing democratice freedoms as a by product of a revalutionary
proletarian upsurge. This process will begin by the labouring masses
winning these freedoms.

During such a period, the bourgeoisie would be feverishly preparing the
means to overturn the relationship of forces and crush the mass movement
by fozee . The proletarian vanguard would utilize this breathing spell to
perfect the organization of the masses into organs of dual power
(workers' councils, workers” militia) and 1o strengthen its influence among
the masses so as 1o enter the inevitableconfroniationwith maximum chance
of victory, to aceelerate the construction of the revolulionary party.

The difference between such a perspective and that of European-style
‘normalization’ - a repetition of what happened at the end of the second
world war in France and Italy as a resull of the betrayals of the
Communist and the Socialist partigsdn the context of an accelerated cap-
italist economic growth made possible by those very hetrayals. is
strikingly obvious.

To put this perspective into practice, Spanish revolutionary Marxists
must from now on apply a revolutionary strategy that has as its essential
goal preventing, or making more difficult. all maneuvers aimed at diverling
the revolutionary energy of the masses loward purely refarmist ends -
maneuvers which, in the concrete conditions prevailing in Spain, would
ot Jead to a more or less stable bourgeois-parliamentary democracy bt
to the crushing in blood of the new generations of Spansh workers and
students.

The essential elements of such a strategy are as fullows:

*Encourage all efforts to prevent struggles from being fragmentied,
scatiered. or isolated, and try, on the contrary, to coordinate vanous
struggles, not anly by sector, but also un a local, regional, and national
scale: and this not only for workers, siruggles properly so called, but for
all workers' struggles, as well as for struggles by students, high-schocl
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students, the labouring layers of the ‘new middle-classes,” and the poar
peasants. Greal attention must be paid Lo developing techniques
for extending and generalizing strikes, as well as 1o the ememgence and
strengthening of organs for coordinating struggles, which prefigure the
future snviets,

sSupport all attempts Lo go beyond purely economic struggles and
demands, to politicize strikes and workers' action campaigns, Democratic
demands, including those relating to the national question, today play a
key role in this process. The attempts of the regime and the employing
class to restrict workers' struggles to the framework of simple wage
negotiations that are thoroughly unfair - the workers do not even have
legal trade unions on their side in such negotiations - are best thwarted
by advancing systematically in the lists of demands the following
unconditional rehiring at full pay of all fired workers: immediate rel-
ease of all political prisoners: expulsion of the private police and the
public repressive forces from the factories, wniversities, and the high
schools, recognition of the right to strike; recognition ol the right to
form trade unions ; recognition of freedom of association, of the press,
of assembly, and of demonstrating.

* Push demands and forms of action that arz clearly anticapitalisl: no
speed-ups: no firings: struggle for workers’ control, oecupation af
factories, ete.

* Propagandize for and organize adequate and increasingly advanced
forms of self-defense for strikes and demonstrations against the repressive
violence of the dictatorship. its direct and indirect agents, the defenders of
capitalist rule m Spain.

* Assure the greater and greater proliferation of united organs for pre-
paring struggles - expanded and really united workers’ commissions - and
their replacement, during peaks of struggle, by representative organs
democratically elected by the masses, Thal is, prepare for the mergence of
real organs of dual power at the moment when the mass movement
reaches its culminating point,

* Prepare for a revolutionary intervention among the agricultural
workers and poor peasants.

This entire strategy can be summed up in a single slogan’ Propegunidize.
prepare, and arganize for the revolutionary general strike to overthrow
the dictatarship, murderer of workers,

v

With the formation and strengthening of the LCR a first step
has been taken on the road 1o constructing a revolutionary party of the
Spanish proletariat, a party than can only be based on the programme
of revolutionary Marxism. Propagandizing for the programme, the LCR
is today the initial nucleus of such a party. But 1o achieve its construction
it will not be sufficient merely to strengthen the LCR through intensive 15




individual recruitment. Regroupments, fusions with other revolutionary
currents, and recruitment of the best vanguard worker militants still
remaining in the CP will be necessary.

The centralizing role the LCR played on a national scale during the
struggle Lo boycott  CMS elections, It catalvtic role in the immediate
national response to the SEAT ¢vents, its exemplary role during the
student actions in Madrid made the organization known and respected
among wide circles of the vanguard and made it apole of atiraction for
revolutionary militants even in regions where the arganization does not
yel have any base.

The Fourth International is proud of the fact that militants of such
temper and courage have on their own decided to join it. 1t seex in this a
confirmation of the process the International is now axperiencing:
its transformation from limited numbers of small Trotskyist propaganda
groups into a world revolutionary movement. already able to initiate
actions that visihly alter the relationship ~f forces between the vanguard
and the bureaucratic apparatuses within the mass movement, and at the
same time able to begin to alter the evolutionist tendancies of the
mass movermnent itself,

The immediate problem that must be dealt with is the new growth
stage of the LCR. This problem involves both that of relations with
centrist and ultraleftist groups within the vanguard and that of relations
with the traditional organizations of the workers” movement, essentially
the Communist party. Systematic programatic delineation, theoretical
polemics, both political and propagandist, must be combined with the
ahility to propose and tu conclude oceasional agreements for united
action around specific goals that correspond 1o the interests of all the
labouring masses.

There is no contradiction batween these two aspects of revolutionary
politics and organization. On the contrary, they logically complement
one another. Each attains its full value only through combination with
the other.

The process of constructing a revolutionary party could also enter a
new slage around the quesiion of the workers’ commissions, The CP's
effort to transform these bodles into semilegal trade-unions under the
control of its own apparatus has failed.

This failure comes as a result of the bankruptey of the CP's whole
gradualist and neorelomust onentation. The workers® commissions were
compelled by the force of circumstance 1o expand their activities
toward clearly political questions: abd this made any semilegal existance
incompatible with the very nature of the dictatorship. The failure aqually
resulted frum the CPs loss of hegemony over the workers' vanguard, and
from the process of growing political differentiation, which often even led
to the commussions’ fragmenting into grouplets. And finally, the CPs

failure reflected the widaning ard hardening of siruggle, which led 1o the
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emergence, on the eve of or during strikes, of much broader organs
thun the workers” commissions to prepare and conduct the workers’
struggle.

From all this derives the impossibility of mechanically applying the
traditional attitude ofrevolutioniststoward frade-union work to the
attitude Spanish revolutinists must take toward the workers’ commissions.
But this in no way means that we are dealing with an crganizational form
considered henceforth to be outmoded and for which the revolutionists
must substifute a combination of factory political groups and strike
committees { or commitiees to prepare for strikes) issuing from general
assemblies.

The workers’ commissions often represent the organizational form of
permanent confrontation and collaboration of all the militant elements
of a factory that is best adapted to conditions of clandastinity ( that is,

a situation in which it is impossible to organize mass trade unions) and of

i the increasingly turbulent upsurge of the mass movement { a situation in

| which the number of active militants in a factory may vary, even doubling
or tripling during periods of action).
The workers” comiissions have the double advantage of being both unified
and flexible, and this at the very moment when events and the relationship
of forces permil the breaking of the CIs claim to political control or to
exclusive representation within the commissions.

Spanish revolutionists must therefore make themselves the most confirmed
advocates of this unified character of the workers’ commissions, which
implies the greatest respect for workers’ democracy and for the night of
representation and organization of all tendencies of the workers’ move-
ment within them, all the while taking account of the concrete reality,
without making a fetish of any specific form of united action. The fight

% for this principle today corresponds to a real development of consciousness
in the ranks of the CPitself. Far from opposing the task of constructing
a new revolutionary leadership of the Spanish proletariat, it allows for

1 the concretization of thic task for the first time before such a broud
workers' vanguard,

Francoist Spain i today the weakest link in the European imperigiist
chain. The outbreak of a revolutionary general strike, the outbreak of a
new Spanish revolution, would have incalculable repercussions on the
alignment of sogial and political forces on the entire continent. For
this reson. revolutionary Marxists and the Fourth International have a
special ubligation 1o solidarize with  the Spanish proletarial and with
their comrades of the LCR.

The crucial place of the Spanish proletariat today in the context of
European workers” struggle and the decisive importance the outbreak
of the Spanish socialist revolution would have for the proletarian
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revolution in all capitalist Europe impose on the revolutionary Marxist
organizations not only  special obligation to aid their comrades of the
LCR, but also imply the necessity of understanding that in numerous
European countries Spanish immigrant workers act today as an
especially militant vanguard force. It is therefore urgent Lo develop
systemalic work in this area and to ooent toward organizing

Spanish groups abroad sympathizing with the LCR wherever that proves
possible.

To aid the maturation of the revolutionary process in Spain; to aid in
the construction of a new revolutionary leadership for the Spanish
proletariat; o contribute 1o the strengthening of the LCR - these are
the most direct means revolutionary Marxist command in accelerating
the transformation of the new rise of European workers' struggle since
May 1968 into a new revolulionary upsurge on a continental scale,

FROM THE EDITORIAL BOARD

We would like to apologise to all our readers and
subscribers for the lengthy gap between this issue

of the journal and the previous one, The reasons

for this were beyond our control, but the problems
have now been resolved and we shall continue regular
production after this issue.

From this issue of INTERNATIONAL we will be
maoving to a regular quarterly journal. The new quar-
terly will be much larger in size and will carry regular
material on the theoretical problems confronting the
revolutionary left in Britain, the activities(and in
particular the theoretical advances) of other sections
of the Fourth International and an enlarged book
reviews section.

The first issue of the new, re-vamped INTERNATIONAL
will be available in March 1973. Regular orders and
subscriptions should be sent to 182 Pentonville Road,
London N.1. All written material for publication should
be sent to Q. Hoare, 32 Belitha Villas, London N.1
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The origins of
British reformism

INTRODUCTION

For some time now @ series of articks in The Red Mole have been trying
to spell out an analysis of the Brilish Labour Party. The essence of this
position is that the ideology of Social Democracy in its Labourité ver-
sion must be understood as something far more than a gimple ‘reformism’
which will “betray’. In fact it represenis & whole series of organistions
winch correspond to, or ‘embody’ a particular conscionsness {i.e. ardered
relation to circumstances) and that these organizations fundamentally
determine the entire charscter of the British working class movemenl.
The essence of this particular Social Democratic position isa distinetion
between trade unionism and politics drawn not on the basis o the con.
sciousness of those invalved in 4 struggle, but drawn on the basts of whete
b the activity takes place, so that the struggle within the factory 1s by de-
finition & trade union struggle, and the struggle outside, 1n particular
round elections, s by definition a political struggle. In this the ideology
of Labourism fundamentally differs from that of, for example, Stalinism,

Srated ar this level of abstraction of course this point is neither right nor
wrong, as Hegel would have said the interest lies not in the aim but in

the way in which Lhe whole is worked out in detail. The interest in this
particular point is that it allows us to pxplain with extreme simplicity
both the way in which the specific domination of the British ruling

class has been maintained, and the way in which the main elements of

the Labour movement— pariamentary leadership, parliamentary left,
trade union Bureavcracy’, rank and file trade unionisty, CPGE — allinteract
in sucha way as lo maintain that hegemony.

The key to the whole situation is understanding how the ideology of
Lahounism affects the arganisational form aof the Labour Party The point
is thal once politics has been defined as occurnng ground elections, then
there 1s no rationale far a political party to organse directly at the point
of production. The sirugglen the factory is Lhe trade union struggle
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which it is obviously the job of the trade unioms to deal with. This 15 ac-
cepted logically by even | he ¢onstituency left and al most the local par-
lies give passive support to trade union struggles, collect money el bul
in no way intervene directly ta attempt fo alter the course of the struggle. ™
The way in which the Labour Party is structurally linked to the working.
class is mol via organisation at Lthe point of production, but via local geo-
graphical units which are the most suitable form to correspond ta elec-
toral needs. However, as the Labour Party cannat afford ro be complere-
ly cut off from the working class at the point of its most acute and con-
tinuous strugele (if it were it would be soon reduced to irrelevance) the
Labour party ensures an indirect relation to the working class via the

trade union buresucracy. This bureaucracy is of course more directly
Iinked to the working class at the point of production, (Although even
here as we shall see it is necessary to make important reservations.) The
essenlial feature of the structure of the Lahour Party, which then deter-
mines the structure of the entire working clazs movement, 15 therefore a
direct relation to the working class in local units, and en indirect relation
via the trade union bureaucracy. There is however no direct link between
the Labour party and the working cluss organised at the point of produc-
tion and, of course, given its initial ideclogy there is no need for such a
link,

Once this structure is grasped then the fundamental characteristics of the
British working class movement can also be understood. The first essential
key to its stahility is the division of labour between the leadership of the
Parlimentary Labour Party and the leadership of the Trade Unions. The
essential fealure here is the fact that the trade unions used their vote ta
Ysap the right wing ir control inthe Labowr Pardy, in return for wiich
the Labour Pariy will keep aul of the affairs of the trade unions, The ald
right wing union ory of *Keep palitics omt of the trade untons™, rtherefare
has its counterpart in the Labowr Farry leadership’s cry of "'Keep the trade
untons awt af polivics” (i €, support the right wing),

“Thisarrangement within the Labour Party has historically worked ro the
odvantage both of the wnlon bureancrats and af the Perligntencary leaders,
It preventyany left chaellenge to the L.P, leadership suecedding and it an-
ables the T.U. lenders to avoid faving any politice! chaNenge within theie
wnions, Th the struggles of the 1930 it was always the trade wnian lead-
ery who used their vorés 1o defeat the Socialise Lesgue and for followers 'n
1935 the 75 amendment s of the Socielist League 1o the NEC policy docu-
ment were all defearad by rive union vore “fn phe seriggle grafngr the Rev-
anites and union buwreaucrars pever wavered (n phelr suppoare Jor vhe vighe
and rhey never hesirored raure any means they thoughr necessery, When
faced wich a hosrile audieace of Bevanires ar the 1952 anference Deakin
head of phe TG WL ar vhar time, declired rhar * You know thar vou would
listen i you wanted o get money from the trade witbons™, At the 1854
canference i is propebly that Deakin wor instrumengal in applying pressure
ro the Woodwork ers Univn Executive 1o reverge the demacratically taken
decigion of lts conference to appose (Ferman rearmament by threatening

to use fhe bloc vore (o have a repreésentaiive of the Woodwarkers throwa
off rhe NEC. The unions were gleo instrumental in secing that in 1954
Graiiskell was elected Party Treasurer afuinst Beven wnd from there went an
to be Parry Legder The importance of thfs unlon bureaucrgey wheeling
and dealing wes fully recognised and appreciared by the Labour Party lead-
ership. Bhinwell ar the [952 conferenve openly declared “Thank heaven
far the trade union mavement at this time. Thank heaven for whar is celed
the block pore" " (The Red Mole Tth February, 1972)

I8

F




Once this situstion is understood then the historieal dilemma and power-
lesgness of the Labour lefl can be undemtood. ' To acivéve any real rexuitr
in the Lakour Party it would have bed 1o kave been ahbie te challenge the
pasirions within the unlons af the buresucrais, That would have meant or-
penising polincally divectly inside the rrade unions.  Bur once the left mried
to da char df would have been forced by tive logie of itr poritions 1o take
up political poritions on all fhe strugeles within che factary. Jt would have
had to have broken with the very ideg rhar palitics is eoncerned wirh elee-
ticny phar (s at che heart of the ideqgs of the Labour Parey, {f it had been
forced to admit that ¢he extra-pariiemeniary siruggle could be a paiitioa!
srruggie then rhe doar would have been opened for the break up of every
idea af a specifieally Labowr left, [t would also hive meant (har the jgader-
ship aof any such movement couid very saxily hove passed aut of the canfrol
af the hmadiu! of Parliamentarieny who have glwa vy congidered It {heir ‘righi”
ro lead the warking ciexs. From thiy pragpest Phe 2t naturally shied avay
like the Oevi] from holy water.

From rhis picnire we gan aow see clearly the reavany for the compleie help-
lesynexy af any speafToally Labour fefr, The constitusncy feft could never
challenge the Labour leadership without firgt challenging the trade wnion fiu-
reaucracy, and Iif could not orgenice to challenge the crade Lnion hurdsucerecy
without breaking with the very idear of the repararion of rrade uniontim
and politics which are ar the very hegrr of the Labour Parry. Fven vhe best
af rhe soeialist mititants of the Labour left were campietely trapped in thix
drlemma and if rendered useless and furile ail £heir aoriviies, i s in thix
fundamenial dilemma ¢hat Phe complete powerlessness of the consfituency
teft muai be sought and nod i some Pheory of “conrciows bedrayal” on Hhe
part of the many deeply commitied soctahists which [he "left" bes gl cted
over the years.' (Ibid.).

At “the base™ perhaps the most important effect of this entire siructural
situation has been haw it has allowed a tiny and hopelessly reformist Com-
munist Party such as the CPGB to survive as a significant force within the
waorking class, cause the Labaur left has been unable, because af its whole
set of ideas, to intervene directly in the Trade Unions, the C.P., because of
the organisational ressons discussed earlier, has been orginised directly ot the
point of production.

In conseguence the Labour left, whenéver it attempted to do anything

at oll, has attempted to make alliances with the CP. This “division of
labour”™ suits both rhe Labour left and the leadership of the CPGB. It
siits the “left” because it allows them to avoud facing up Lo the funda-
mental question of whether or not to by Lo break oul of their
constituency ghetto at the expense of ceasing lo become a specific-

illy Labowr left, and it suits the CPGB because it means that it

never has had to face a challenge Lo ils posilion as the only left

wing political movemen! within the trade unions. With no organ-

ised left wing political challenge inside the unions, the €P can go

on guielly burrowing away and build up a strong position based

on & big organised network within the unions. Hence the phen-

omenon of 8 Communist Party whose palitical influence is nil,

but whose position within the trade union movkEment is




extremely strong. We can now also begin to understand the fervour with
which the " British Road to Socialism'™ is defended, and in' particular its
emphasis on *left unity’. Certainly it is the reformism of Stalinism which
produces the policy of the CPGH, butl 1o explein the fervour of its position
in Lhose terms is too simple. The British road to Socialisms conception
of left unity in Tact correspands ta the political practice and habits of
several generations of CT militants. The CP militant can pass himsell off
to te left Labourite as a foree Lo be reckoned with) and hence emjoy po-
pularity support in union elections and so on, hecyuee he knows il ever
the Labour left wants lo try to dosomething it is only the Communist
Party, not the Labour lett, which can produce the goods within the trade
unions, The price which the Labourile i reéturn exacts is of course that
the CF make no altempl lo enter and take over the Labour lell. Thus

is created the paradox that despite the fact that for consideruble perinds
the CPGB has had lur more nctive membets than the Labour lefl, never-
theless there has never even heen any serious pressure Borat to atlempt
entry work ingide the Lubour Party wheré it could easily haye become
the dominant {oreé on the left. Again the reformism i Lhwory (the need
far ‘openness and honesty’) in fact comesponds 1o a reul socul base.
There 4 tharafore another unwritten ogreement hetween the Communist
Party and the Labour left which parallels the ane hatween the Parligmein-
tary Labour leaders and the trade union bursaucracy, This particular
agreement s that the Labaur left keeps itsell out of the trade UMICNE 45
an organised group, in retum for which the CP keeps itsalf out of the
affairs of the Labour left. This arrangement is graatly liked by the leaders
of the two sides a8 it creates u quiel life fos both, Hence also the hysten
cal hatred of bath for the Trotskyiss who bave tried to combine work
inside the Labour Party with organised work in the trade unions,

We can now see how the entire framework of (he British labour move-
ment and political left has held itzell together for neaily fifty years. 1

is based on L‘&!m‘—mﬂ?]—iﬂ%ﬁ_cﬁrli!\d;m and unwritten
sgreements. 1 he agreement on the right is that between the leadership
of the Parliamentary Labour Party, and the trade umon bureancracy.
This agreement is that the Labour leadership will keep oul of the affairs
of the trade unions, in return for which the trade union bureaucracy
supports the Labour right against any threat from the constituencies.
The ‘agreement on the left’ is that the Labour lefl does not infervene in
an organised way inside the trade unions, and the CFGE does not inter-
vene in an organised way inside the trade unions. The outcome af this
whole situation is clear. It ereates simultaneously the conditions for

no real challenge fo the Labour leadership or to the trade union bureau-
cracy while permitting the existence of a left which acts as a salety valve
for discontent and & Communist Parly which can maintain and even ex-
tend itself without ever becoming & serious palitical force and hence

a challenge to the Labour lefi. A virtually perfect situation of frustra-
tion and powerlessness is created for the militant supporters af Sacial-
ism. The complete ideological hold of & senile reformist party over the
working class has heen perfectly maintained hy this interrelation of
roles,

Cince the way in which this situation has supported itsell historically is
understood then we can understand both the conditions for its periods
of stability and Tor its periads of decay and instability. The stabality of the
whole set up we have described ' iy bared on the twoe candirfons that the
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politiee! focus af the Life of the working clasr remains within the consti-
tuency partics. aid that the Labour Parly keeps owl of the affairs of the
trade wmions. If 2iher of these iwo breaks down, then the whole struc-
fure becomes completely wnstable. i the constituency parties cannot
chinnel the political energies of the working clasr, thea the trade union
bureaucraty come under imtense pressure from below end are forced for
their owa self protection. into ganfiicr with the leaders of the Labour
Parey, thus breaking one af the agreementy on whick the stabilicy of the
politival sysrem (s based, If, ta rake the other premise, the Labour Porty
leadership interferes in the affairs of the trade wnians then again the poli-
tloaal svatem bregks down. To defend chemselfves the frade waton buredis-
craty are forced o fight paditically egeingt the Labour Tegeders. In so deing
however they craate an alternarive, end in foet far mare powarful, focus for
the politice! xtruggles of the working class than that to be found in rhe
congtitwency Lebour parties. Quite obwinusly even in rermur of tie strug-
gle ingide the Labour Party the weight of the unlons §s far greater than that
af the congtitueney parties fas the experience of Bevanism showed only
toa clearly), [naddition the trade armiong can carry an the struggle in @
‘ periad wileh extends oufside the gotlviiy around eléciions,  Onee, how-
- ever, the polivical sreuggie beging ro flow through the rade uniong rhen
cive Labaour izt finds ieself isolared and helpless precisely hecguse, at we
dizctssed earlier, it is forced by itz whale ideclogy of Labovrizm naf lo
argenise divectly in the trade unlons. What in Jacl charecterises the pre-
| sent period ix precisely the simultancous ending for inrerrelared reasons
of barh rhe premises on which the old Labowr polivicyl arder was based,
Firstly, and magr abviously, the crisis of Srivish capivafism, with iti eon-
sequent need ro clobber the rrade unions, has led the Labour Party 1o be
farced divectly 1o attgck the trade unilons. This process hegan on a small
seale i the 1945-31 Labowr government, and developed into g full soale
ariack in Wilsan's government. The wage freaza, the artack on rhe sea-
men, and ‘In Plice of Steife anti-union peepesels a il directlv affectad
the trade wnion bureawcrats, Slowly but surely, from being the main
pillars of support of the Labour leadership, the trade union hureanorals
have been driven, usually against thelr will, inro being the main enemy
of the Labour leaders.

Secondly, the constituency parties have completely collapsed as a poli-
ftical focus for the political aetivities of the working clyy, We fawe al-
ready deall with the exient of this collepse in  previews article 5o we

L da nor need to recap again. It i sufficient 1o note (hat even aecording
tee hee o fficial figures ane gsixeh {17 per cent of the already deplered
ranks of individual members of the Labour Party left berween the yvears
1965 and 1969, The decline in membersivip aof the lorgext parties in A
periad was a scaggering 30 per cent, Furthermore, the drap in activities
wirs even more marked, the fall war gregrest (v working cless wards, end
the wards in middle class aregs increased in size {"The Deciine in Working
Class Politics” B. Hindess), This collapse iy nor accidental but is deter-
mined by the wiole intergcrion af the decline in Brivish capitaiism since
{945 and the pasition of the lebour lefe.” {Ibid).

Under these conditions the old ¢lements of the situation disintegrate,
Even the CPGB is caughl in the sluation. As the old Labour left weakens
there is no longer a foree for a “division-of -labour-unity-on-the-left”. Ele-
ments of the CPGB are forced to move out to fill the gap vacated by the
Labour left, The extreme reformist tendencies of the “British Road" are
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accented. Under this situation however a contradiction s sel up with the
Party’s traditional structurally delined role in the working class movement.
A situation of tension is set up between the old trade union based elements
and those under the pressure of the collapse of the constiluency lelt. A
period of profound structural crisis therefore sets in at all levels,

The aim of this article is to provide the histarical hackground to the above
analysis by exumuning exactly whal forces created the particulur organisatios;
nal and ideological forms described. 1t s therefore mesnt as an underpinning
to e main articles in the Red Mole dealing with the Labour Party (16/2/7 Iy
1/6/71. and 7/2/72 . A brief survey of the unalysis was drawn on by Tarig |
Allin “The Coming British Revolution® Chapler 2 and much of the matenial
is taken from a fortheoming book on the trade unian to be published

by New Leji Reviéw. ‘A second artick on the development ol the organ
igatiomal fTorms of Labourism and the implications for the struge b uf
revolutionaries will be published in a subsequent issue of Infernatuo il

THE EARLY DETERMINANTS OF TRADE UNION
CONSCIOUSNESS AND STRUCTURE

The elementary necessity which creales the need [or trade union organi-
sation is of course the asymmetry of power which exists between the
employer and the individual worker. It is fot necessary o be a Marxist

t understand this. Adam Smith wrote, for example, even before the

rie of mass trade unions, and only just at the beginmng of the rise of ‘
industrial capitalism: “the masters being fewer in numbers can combine |
more easily, . . the masters cun hold out much longer. A landlord, a J
farmer, B master, manufacturer of merchant, though they did not em- |
ploy & single workman, could generally live a yedr or two upon Ihe stocks
which thev have already gequired, Many waorkmen could nul subsist 2
week. In the long run, the workman may be as necessary to his master

as his master is to’ him, bul the necessity is nol 0 immediate, (1} Pul

in more concrete terms, Lhe ownership af the means of production gpives

the employer the power to iry o alter working conditions, the speed of
work, wages, hours of work and all other things affecting the life of the
worker in the factory. An employer can sack a worker with no damage

{o hit own production, he ¢an chingethe whole working conditions of

a factory, he can institute mass redundencies, and the individual worker

is powerless to resist. Even at the simple level of relations inside the
factory or in the buying and seliing of labour power, and leaving aside

the role of the state and other “incidentals”, this asymmetry of power
makes nonsense of any liberal theory of “free” or “equal” relalions be-
tween worker and employer, Marx was guile right to treat with con-

tempt such theories when he wrote: *“This sphere . . . within whaose
boundaries the sale and purchase of labour-power goes on, is in fact &

very Eden af the innate rights of man. There alone Tule Freedom, Equa-
lity, Property and Bentham, Freedom, because both buyer and seller

of a commodity, say of labour-power, are constrained only by their own
free will They contract as free agents, and Lhe agreement they come Lo

is hut the form in which they give legal expression to their common will.
Equality, because each enters into relation with the ather, as with a simple
awner of commodities, and they exchange equivalent for equivalent. Pro-
perty, because each dispozes only of what is his awn, And Bentham, be-
cauge each looks only to lumsell . .. The one with an air of importance,

22



smirking, intent on business; the other timid and holding back, like oné
who is bringing his own hide fo market and has nothing 1o expect bul—
o hiding, (2}

Even earlier, in his work of 1844, “*The Condition of the Working ('lass
in England", Engels had explainéd the situation clearly when he wrote
that: “What gives these unions and strikes arsing from them their real
importance is this, that they constitute the first attempt of the workers
to put an end 1o competition amongst themse lves, They imply the recog-
nition of the fact that the supremacy of the bourgescise is based wholly
upon the compelibon between workers themselves—that is to say upon
thewr want of solidarity and their internecine rivalries, And precisely
because the unions direct themselves spmnst (he vital nerve of Che pre-
sent social order, however one-sidedly, they are so dangerous o {his
social order,"(3)

If however it 5 possible Lo explain Lhe emergenoe of trade unionism in
texms of features which are common to ull examples of developed capi-
talist production, then this in one sense explains too much. The differ-
ent features of various examples of trade unionism cannot be ex plained
in terms of those elements which are common to them all. To explain
the differences between for example, the reformist and large British
trade union movement and the smaller but mare revalutionary French
trade unionk, it iz necesgary to deal with the historical development of
these different structures For the rest of thizs section we will therefore
coneern ourselves with discovering the historical eonjunctures which
defined the most central characleristics of the British working class
movement. There are in particular four sepurable bul interrelated prob-
lems.

1.  What were the reasons lor the failure to emerge in Britain of any
large scale revolutionary trade union tradition which would be compar-
able to that of revolutionary syndicalism in France_ Spain or the United
States?

2. Whal is the social base and historical onigin of the insistence on
the separation between Lrade umionism and politics which iz eharacier-
wstic of the tredilions of the Bnbsh working class and of labourism in
particular?

3 In what terms is this se paration made?

4, What are the effects of these combined ideclogics on the sirue-
tures af the working class movement, and how do thess structures infer-
refate with and determine the dominant ideologies of the British working
class?

THE ABSENCE OF A REVOLUTIONARY TRADITION

Il we 2o back to the early pre-Marxist conceotions of trade unions, we Tind
two quite clear and distinet trends corresponding to the confused social
base from which trade unions developed. In particular, we find the reflec-
tion of the fact that both Jacobinism, the political expression of the petit-
bourgeaisie, and trade unionism, one of the key organisational forms of

the proletarial, have Lheir social onigins in sections of sociely —artizans,
those engaged in petty commodily production, and wage labourers proper—
which had by no means crystallised apart in the period of the early deve-
lopment of “combinations,” Indeed, as E.P, Thompson haz demonstrated
at great length, in their early periodz the twe political currents are inex-



tricably intertwined.{4) What begins to distinguish the Lwo currents are
the pressures excried by the growing social polarisation of sociaty.

Jacobinism, in its most extreme form, con be characterised as an weology
commitied to the revolutionary restructuring of sociely in the direction ol
equalily bul on the basis of private property. It therefore can only corres
pond to the interests ol social kiyers wha cithier wish 1o institute indivi-
dual private ownership, i.¢., the pre-capitalist peasaniry, or those who
wish Lo assert equality so as 1o avoid being crushed by competition from
larger { capitalist) producers, i.¢., artisans/petite bourgeaisic. Az these
strate are crushed out of existence by the development of capitalism (the
artisans) . or tumed into a connter-revelutionary force by the introduction
of private ownership (the peasaniry), s0 the social basis for Jacobinism an
its accompanying ot ganisational form of conspirscy disappears. Only in
exceptional cireumstances, e.g., [reland iz thiz temporarily avoided.

I'he dynamic of trade unionism is, of course, completely different, Wher
as Jacohinism is destroyed by the introduction of large scale capitalist
production, trade unionism thrives on it, and in 5o doing, its own specific
character becames clear. However, the sogial origins of trade unionism
naturally mark its development and prgatisational form in a way that is
relatively aufonomous to the changing social base ol the movement, The
transition from associations of journgymen or men “on tramp™ 1o argani
sations of proletarians proper, may demand entirely new forms of organi-
sation, but, to paraphrase Marx, the forms of organisation of all dead gemn
ations weigh like a nightmare on the brain of the living. The traditions, i
herited organisations and ingrained ideas of the working clase are jusl as
much a material farce and element in the objective situation as the mosl
haeic Facts of cconomic life, Thus, for example, | he old “eraft™ traditio
and forms of organisation of the old semi-artisan Friendly Societies *lr;:
Lhened by the fact that trade unionism typcally gained its firs| roots
agmongst those szctions of the proletariat, skilud workers, whase condi=
tiong of existence and crafl habits, were closest Lo Lnose of the old jour- !
neymen, were later carried over into the organisations of the labour aris=
tocracy and even, in a distorted way, into the forms of organisation of
mass trade unionism. This accurred despile the fact thal the most **nat=
urzl” form of organisstion for the industrial proletariat, considered a5 a
class, is in industrial unions, (these being the strongest forms of arganisas
tion for defending the economic interests of the projetanat). _
This dialectic of the relation between arganisational form and EoOnSCioE=
ess is one of the most complex prohlems of the theory of trade unions |
{and of the theory of Marxism as a whole). Il we consider merely the
preanisational aspects of the problem, it may be obiected that it s a fal-s
lacy, or & “‘historicist" deviation to explain the chaotic structure of the §
British trade union mavement, and its determiming effect on conscious-
ness in terms of developments which accurred in periods considerably
hefore the rise of mass trade unionism. However, to raise such an ohjee
tion is Tundamentally to misunderstand the way in which rrrpr:i.w.i:unul'l
form and ideology are related. In fact, theorctical positions, even “im-
plicit™ ones, can never be separated from forms of organisation. For
example, the physical force ideology of classical Irish Republicansm
leads it inevitably to an organisational form in which the military wing
daminates. (Ses Jones, Inrermationad, Vol. no 53) Onoe this structure is’
in existence then it reinforces the ideological aspects which gave rise 10
it in the first instance. Similarly, the organisational form of “crafl

u_‘r:nniam" as discussed helow is both a product of and intensifies the sl



tiomal rather than class consciousness of groups of workers organised in
this particular form of union structure, Newvertheless, it would be funda-
mentally incorrect 1o conclude from this that at all periods revolutionaries
must suppart and agitate for the creation of industrial unions. On the
contrary, any particular slogan of this sort has to be determined by an
analysis of how the general features of imperialist crizsis are refracted
through structures which have their origin in differing epochs ol capitalism
and that the last of these epochs, thal of imperialism, exacerbates and in-
tensifies the conflicts and contradictions inhérent m the urgansalions
created in the others. Thus for example now, in a period characterised by
massive bureaucratisation of the unions and the beginning of their inte-
gration into the state, it 15 the reactionary burcadcrats and the bourgeoisic
who raise the call for industrial unions.(¥) An industrial union now al-
lows a much greater depree of vertical control 1o the bureaucrat than does
the chaotic gructure which exigts at present. A real growth of industiisl
uniong in the present pariod would almest certainly lead to a marked
decrease in the power of the shop steward, and would therefore repre-
sent & reactionary trend, Marxists would therefore not support such 4
Mave.

As regirds the actual dyname of Vhe growlh of trade unions, il is fougl-
ly true that if trade uroons develop late n (he epoch of capilalism, then

in nrder 1o survive they are virtually forced to adapt an industrial anion
form of organisation right from the begnning, but this stage had not been
reachad in Britain by the | 840z, or even by the 1RT0s ar 1RR(0s. The
possibility existed either of development along industrial lines ar far a
mare haphazard spontaneous development to take place which wauld

still reflect the influence of the old explicitly class collaborationist unions.
The degree to which either of these would oceur would he determined

by the degree of consciousness of Lhose leading the struggle for unioni-
sation, If the intervention of Marxsts did pot occur, Lhe development of
unions along craft lines, orat least @ muxture of crafl and industrial unons
wias relatively imevitable. In, for example, the United States however,
aniomsation of basic mass production industries occurred at @ much later
stage, and in order to gain any gnp at ali the unions were forced to adopt
the mast efficacious method af organisation—i.e,, industrial unions,

A regards the arganisational relation of trade unions and political par-
ties the situation iy yet more complicated. Here what i key to re-
member is that the decline of capilalism is not something which occurs
independently of the capacity of the working class to destroy it, but on
the contrary the form of decling, and hence one of the conditioning ele-
ments of the organisation and consciousness of the working class, is de-
rermined by that ability. Thus, for example, the existence of a strong
trade union movement may be one of the abjective causes of 4 capitalist
dechne which in turn Torces the working ¢lass to develop itg political pr-
ganisations. (Britain may well prove ta be an éxample of this.) On the
other hand, in countries dominated by imperialism the economic condi-
tions, mass unemployment , eic,, mav be of such a type that the forma-
tion of mass trade unions is virtually impossible and in this case trade
unionism appears largely as anoffshoot of political parties. Even more
complex varfants may be found, For example in Britain, although the
dominating fact of trade union ideology is the insistence on the sepa-
ration af trade unionism and politics, nevertheless, without exception
avery majar union ig affiliated to the Lahour Party, and all the major
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manual unions at least have explicitly political sections of their founding
documents or rule books., (For example, one of the objects declared

in the rule book of the A.E.U. was: “The control of industry in the in-
terests of the community”, and the objects of the T.CW.U., streich to
including *. . . to endeavour to control the industries in which the mem-
bers are engaged.") In general, and running the danger of sounding trite,
all that can be said is that the transformation of the social structure by
the growth of industrial capitalism produces both the ohjective prere-
guisites for the development of mass trade unions and of independent
working clazs parties. How these actually come into existence however,
depends on & whole series of other elements such as the general degree
of concentration of industry, the degree of development of the super-
structure of capitalism, the room for econpmic manoesuvre of the bour-
geoisie, the possibility of the working class actually winning gains
through trade union struggle, the development of the subjective faclor,
ete. However, the interrelation of these clements in determining the
possibilities of revolutionury developments of working cluss conseiow
ness 15 extremely contradictory. Henee, for example, o period of in
creased economic oppression may actually lead to a strengthening of the
trade unions (&g, 1900-14}, or conversaly to their decline (&g, the
1930s). The converse case, (hat of a period in which il is easier Lo

force concessions nutpf the employers, may lead to a massive streng-
thening of the trada unions, hut also to a markad dacline in palitical
consciousness, 2., the 19505, In other words, the revolutionary po-
tential of any conjuncture, and its organisational effects, are deter-
muned by, ot least, the condition of Lhe working cluss in terms of vrgani
salion and consciousness, just o5 much ay by the seriousnesy of e
counomic slualion of e bourgeoisie, However, naturally the deter mi
nants of this consciousness are not (o be measured s0 muach by s GOIT
of psychological gallup poll as by an understanding of the exact relations
belwesn organisation and idecdogy within the working cliss, and of an
understanding of whal are the weak links within and between hoth an
which revolulionaries can operale. However, conversely this identity and
uneven development of structure and ideology presupposes, as does any
process of uneven and combined development, that the complexes of
elemenis of both levels of analysis possess relative autonomy which 18
truly relative ag well as autonomaous,

ODRGANISATIONAL FORM

Thiz guestion of organisational form is by no means &n academic one,
at the level of the economic struggle itself, precisely because the work-
ing class’s anly weapon in the economic struggle 1s its organisation, any
disunity, along craft lines, is almost certain to have fatal consequences.
At the level of determinants of working class consciousness, the farmaf
ofganisation can, at cerfain periods, correspond Lo great potentials far
change in the entire outlook of certain sections of the working class.!0!
For example, the early Friendly Societies/Trade Unions did not see
their exclusive, or even their main, role as relating to the struggle over
wiages and conditions, On the contrary, activities such as providing de-
cént funerals for members, linancially assisting unemployed members,
supporting members’ families, etc. were considered equally, if not morae
impartant than more ohviously trade union activities, In performing
this type of function, such organisations were perfarming a purely
sectfional and not class role, which in essence does not differ from Uhat

26




of any “self-help” organisation of the bourgecisie, Worse still, from the
point of view of class solidarity, one of the main aims of these organisa-
tions, the regulation of apprenticeships, could only be successful if car-
ried on with the employer agzinst other workers. In other words in
their functions outside the industrial fields, these early organisations did
not have 4 specifically class character, and in at least some of their most
impartant functions they were tied to the bourgeoisie, and actively op-
posed to the interests of other workers,

In opposition to this tradition is that of the organisation of all workers
as workers i.e, industrial or general unionism. This rmeans in essence
identifying the divisions in society between worker and emplover as
being more significant than the supposed divisions between different
groups of workens, Thus, quite apart from its much greater efficacy

in the economic struggle, organisation along industrial union hnes can
represent an important step forward in breaking up the system of re-
ltively explicit class collaboration which marks the period of the emer-
gence of trade unjons and hence in the development of ideas of class
conflict. For this reason there has historically been a close identifica-

tion between revolutionary political currents and demands for iadus-
trial unjonism.(7} Lt is the conjuncture of this “all embracing™ trade

unionism, with the break-up of social conditions which would, in an
sarbier period, have given rise lo Jacobinism, which constitutes the

sacial hase of syndicalism.(8) In Britain, however, the period of the
break-up of the old petty-commodity society, and the transition of capi-
talism, was spread over a considerable period of time, and in consequence
it was possible for the bourgenisie to avoid the fusing of rising trade
unionism with any Jacobin tradition, This was despite the fact that,

as noted above, in its early period, trade unionism and Jacobin agitation
were virtually inseparable. Despite the massive repression of the early
years of the century, the nearest Britain came to seeing the fusing of the
revolutionary tradition with trade unionism was in the anaemic form of
Owenite unjonism. Much more important from a long ter m point of
view was that as early as the 1820s sections of the industrial bourgeoisie
spurred on simultaneously by fear of the growing proletariat and the
desire to guin @ mass base for a potenttal struggle against the sections of
the old land-based ruling class, were seeking allies within the working
class, In particuler, the first social group which appeared suitable for the
role of collaboritor with the bourgecisie was the skilled artisan, At the
beginning of the 1 &th century thess were a relatively numerons cate-
gory—for example in London alone it was estimated that there were
about 100,000 journeymen of all types in this period (Thompson p.260)
As regards this general social group, Thompson concludes that they were
an “elite. , . who considered themselves as “good as masters, shopkeepers
ar professional men." It was this group which the 1814 repeal af the
Combination Acts was mainly aimed at (no-one at this time believed it
was passible to organise the unskilled) and the artisans gained from it 1o
ihe extent of creating a remarkable revival of trade unionism and the
successive strike waves of 1824-25. However, from the point of view

of its historical aims, the artisans could not be important asan ally for
the bourgeoisie; firstly, thery were a declining social category, forced oul
of existence by the process of industrialisation, and secondly they were
also = very unstahle ally in that listorically the artisans have been one
of Lhe social bases of radical Jacobinism, It was the dominance of this
cluss in London in fact that created the conditions for a secular radical
27




tradition in the working class which was much more thorough-going

than elsewhere in Britain, For this reason the manoeuvres of 1824-25

were merely a short-lived episode between the repression of the early years.
of the century and that of the 19305, For.a really permanent servant inside
the working class, the bourgeocisie was forced to wait until the late 1840s
und the development of the classical labour aristocracy.

Although the représsion of the British bourgeoisie against trade unionism
dicl exist for o whole period, it is important to note that it came to an end
far earlier than in any other country, In Germany for example the final
decsion to lolerate working ¢lass organisations was not finally taken

until the end of Lhe anti-Socialist laws and the dismissal of Bismarck. In
France the reactionary *Le Chappelier” laws were not repealed until the

| B80s. In wirtually all other states therefore Lhe sluge of massive repres-
gion curried over intn a pariod when the development of large scale capi-
talist industry; and with it the eplimum social conditions for mass trade
unionism, already existed. This inevitably produced more favouruble
conditions for the development of a revolutionary tradition mside the
trade unions In addition, the working class movement, hecause in Bri-
tain the decay of small scale production oceurred so slowly, never really
stood a chance of Tusing ity own weology with that of revolutionary sec-
tions of the petite-bourgeoisic, peasantry or artisans, Instead of a fusion
of Javobinism and trade uniomsm what vecurred was that the whale pro-
cess, which in Russia, France and rthe United Stutes wuy lelescoped, in
Britain was extended over o period of a century.  First the basc was ]
knocked out of Jacobinism by the combination of facts that (a) Lhe bour
geoisie already held economic power and therefore never needed Lo un-
leash a struggle dgainst relics of the feudnl elements which might have
created a situation wherehy the artisans and pessantry were let loose; (bl
1he early development of the factory system meant that, although numers
ous, the artisan had nothing like the sam¢ importance and social weight
as he had  dome in France at the time of the revolution. Jucobmsm
having been socially destroyed Uus meont that when elements of mass
trade unionism did appear they were nol fused with an artisan revolu-
lionary tradition; and in any case they developed so early that they had
no steam behind them even when rarely they did. At the pericd when
Jacobinism was a significant socal force, 1e., i the very early 19th
century, the transformation of the social structure had not occurred to
the point to which it would have heenanything other than utopian 1o
conceive of trade unions embracing large sections of the working class.
By the time the social conditions for mass trade unionism did exist,
roughly speaking by the | 870s, the sacial transformation 10 & society
hased on large scale production had progressed to the pomnt where no
social base existed for Jacohin or neo-Jacobin ( Proudhonist, Blanyuist,
ele. ) move ments. In Britain therefore by the onsel of lisscz-faire no re-
volutionary tride union tradition and consciousness had been created to
combat Lhe reformism and separation of pohtics and trude umanism ine-
vitably created by thet epoch, It is hardly surprising that the characler-
tgtic feature of social democracy as regards the trade unions, namely that
politics and trade unionism are separated by the lields in which they oe-
cur, should have become a touchstone of Brtish trade union Labourism
thought and later of Labounsm, As was noled above, there was nol even
the situation where the weakness of the bourgeoisie forced the stale to
play a leading role in the economy right from the heginning, pand there-
fore nat even an “etatist'” political current, similar to that of the trend in
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German trade unionism and socialism which finds its intellectual origin in
Lassalle, was created.

This point is of particular importance as il tends (o be Torgotien rhat Lhe
classical “ proletarian” revolutionary movements of the 19th cum early
20th century were in fact virtually all movements in which petit-hourgeais
and proletarian currents combined in various configurations. For exam-
ple, the first example of the dictatorship of the praletariat, the Parns com-
mune, represented the coming together of every conceivable Jacobin, uto-
pian, socialist and Marxist tefidency. [t Is for this reason that individuals
such as Blanqui could assume such a tremendows role even although in any
idenlogical sense they were hopeless anachronisms. The conjuncture
which forced topsther the petite-bourgeoisie and the bourgedisiz was how-
gver a peculiar one. It represented, as we noted, the fact that although the
proletariat proper had played little or no role in the French Revolulion
from then an, and with increasing rapidity after 1848, the bourgeoisie
began to fear above all else that any revolutionary movement would ine-
vitahly lead lo a proletanal uprising. As Engels states about | B4E] Yevery-
where, there appeared behind the victorious bourgenisie, the threatening
shadow af the proletariat which had really won the victary. ™% In 1848
the proletariat was too weak to take power and ils intervention merely
had the effect of throwing the bourgeoisie into the hands of reaction.
However, the fears of the bourgeoisie were greatly strengthened by this
experience, and of course, their speculations were entirely confirmed by
the events of the Commune. From then on the issue of proletarist against
hourgeoisie was well and truly joined, 1t was precisely because Lhe bour-
geoisic was forced into taking violent measures aganst any revolutionary
movement, that the petite-bourgeoisie found its own revelutionary mo-
vements linked with those of the working class, An analogous, although
not identical, process underlay the development of syndicalism in various
countries. In Britain, for the reasons discussed earlier, the social condi-
tions did not exist for such a meeting of Tacobinism and the political
currents of the proletariat. Meither was there any foreign crisis compar-
able to say that of the Franco-Prussian war which disturbed the relative
social calm created by the long industrial hoom of 154%-73. The

only foreign crisis which really deeply affected the consciousness of the
working class was the American Civil War, but this was too distant to
really break up bourgois hagemony (100

In its task of preventing the Tusing of revolutionary tradition and work-
ing clask organisation the ruling class was also greatly helped by the par-
ticular timing of the change over from the varving types of exploitalion
which are characteristic of the varying epochs of capitalism:n parti-
cular, the transition between the periods of the rise of capitalism, the
ascendancy of capitalism. and the epoch of imperialism. In terms of the
characterstic structures and ideclogies of these periods we can make a
rough classification as fallows: The penod of capitalist rise strocturally
sees the dissolution of the feudal mode of production and the creation
of a capitalist social structure, i.e., divorce of the working class from

the means of production on the one hand and concentration of the
workers in units of production based on the wages systém on the other.
In economic terms it is 8 period characterised by “primitive” extensive
methods of exploitation such as wholesale swindling, enforced child
labour, ete. This extreme oppression, which further dictates a policy af
exlreme state repression, is dictated by the necessily to generate suffi-
cient surplus value for the initial capitalist expansion, In terms of the
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omganisalion of the proletariat the extension of power production and
the introduction of the factory system led to the early Friendly Soci-
cties becoming more and more involved with defending their members
from hardships associated wilh low rates of pay, wage cuts, poor wurk-
ing conditions and unemployment. This transformation of {unclion
coincided with seething discontent on the land and general political
ferment created hy the French Revolution. In this situation: “Every
mesting of workers was potentiolly a conspiracy, Public discussion con-
tained the seeds of revolution,” (Uited R M., 24.4.71). Faced witha
potential revolutionary threat, and excited by fears of s spread of the
French Revolution, fram the 17905 onwards the bourgeaisie hegan to

gct more harshly against the embryonic trade vnions, Records af pro-
secutions become more frequent. In 1798 Loadan pnnters were sen-
tenced to two yvears impnsonment for conspiracy for meeling together
to discuss wages and conditions. The Combination Acts of 1799 and
1800 codified the whole process. Although at this period the econo-

mic and political thread from the trade unions was virtually non-exis-
tent except in the fevered minds of the bourgeoisie, nevert heless the
fundamental fear of the solidarity and combination of workers was
already present. Il found a particularly fierce expression in the re-
pressive years of the early 19th century. Here in a vestigal form was the
fusion of features which later coalesced into syndicalism. There was a
combination of an oppressed agricultural population, an artisan class
which was being crushed by large scale factory production, a proletariat
which was relatively new and not used to the “'disaipline” of factory
production, all coupled with the beginning of a concentration of workers
in industry which made possible the beginning of real trade union organi-
sation. Of course, the fact that the factories themselves, and therafore
the concentration nf workars, was far less in the late 19th arearly 20th
centuries, the fact that the ideas of socalism had not yet been developed,
the fact that foudalism had already been destroyed prevented this con-
juncture af processes from having anything like the explosive potential

it was to hawve later in, for example, Russia or the Asian Countries. Bul
nevert heless, the situation, inflamed ~ by the necessity of extreme repres-
sion in order to generate sufficient surplus valve Lo continue the early
processes of industrialisation, was quite bad enough to keep the bour-
geoisic in @ semi-permanent state of fear, The repression which this fear
led to, of course, only inflamed the situation, bul in the carly decades of
the century the sacial conditions for trade unionism, large scale produc-
tion, concentration of the proletariat in large numbers, elc., did nat

exigt to the extent whereby they made inevirable & lrade union mave-
ment. The period to 1825 js therefare one of disjoinled action rather
than of syslematic organisation. It is more accurate to say that there
was political activity and oceasional trade union organisation rather than
the fusing of trade unionism with political activity. Throughout this en-
tire period however the bourgeoisie s attitude to (rade unions was far more
characterised by the Tolpuddle Martyrs and the execution of a boy of 19
for knocking the hat off o member of the Baring family during the 1830
upsurge of agricultural labourers, than it was by the repeal of the Com-
hination Laws in 1824, This type of repression produced a response hy
the working class which in the form of Chartism took it beyond the bounds
of the inlerests of the bourgenisie. Although Owen’s Grand National
Consolidated Trades Union developed toa early to either achieve political
clarity or even to last for any perind of time, nevertheless it was quite big
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enough to give the hourgenisie slee pless nights, and to give a foretaste of
the type of revolutionary syndicalism that would inevitably have arisen if
the policy of repression had been maintained into the second half of the
19th century, Anabandonment of mass political repression against trade
uniens could however not succeed unless there was also some let-up of the
assanlts on the working class in the sconomic sphere. A situation of de-
creased repression but of continued extreme barbarities for the entire
working class in industry would have been a recipe for certain revolution
Therefore from cirea 1850 onwards the bourgeoisie turned its attention
from “extensive” methods of exploitation to more “intensive” ones.

This change-over occurred far earlier in Britain than in any other state.

It was another important element which worked in the bourgeoisie's
favour in preventing a revolutionary dévelopment within the trade umions.

Having examined these characteristics of the period of the emergence of
trade unionism, it is possible o see the beginnings of a particular early
revolutionary dialectic. This is one between craft unionism and industrial
unionism on the one hand, hoth, of course, characterised by union orga-
aisation of some sort, and traditions of Jacobinism and Industrial union-
ism on the other. both characterised by concepts of social clashes or con-
flict. Where rhere is na point of contact at all, except in the penod when
any unionisation is in itself revolutionary, is between cralt umonism with
ideas of class collaboration and Jacobinism.

The precise dialectic of these elements, which of course have only so far
been dealt with in a schematic way, depends on the precize development
of the social structure and political struggle. 17 the social and political
structure is such that it can develop in such a way as to avoid the ceinci-
dence of conditions for the creation of a Jacobin movement and the growth
of trade unionism, then the main elements in the dialectic will be cralt
unionism, and class-based organisation, Here the class collaberation of the
farmer inevitahly affects the development of the latter. 1f, however, the
conditions for the development of trade unionism are crealed in a period
when [he social base still exists for the maintenance of semi-Jacobin currents,
then the soctal pressure lending Lo class-based organisation may become
fused with the revolutionary tradition of the non-proletariat strata to
create a syndicalist ideology. Altematively, the trade union movement
may split betwean a reformist and a revolutionary wing. This second

type of development is precisely what occurred in, for example, France,
with the nise of the C.G.T., and in the United States, with the split be-
tween the Knights.of Labour and the AF.L., and liter between Lhe
LW.W.and the A.F.L. In Britain, howewver, the whole tendency of so-

cial development — the symbiosis of the two sections of the ruling class
rather than political revolution, the early break up of small scale pro-
duction, the absence of foreign crizis — all created conditions wherehy

the bourgzoisie succeeded in almost completely cutting off the develap-
ment of trade uniomsm (1om even an embryonic revalutionary move-
ment, It was this thal created the conditions for the complete asoen-
dancy of the Labour aristocracy and later trade union bureaucracy,

For British capitalism, as noted above, the perind after 1848 was, as |
Engels put it: “the dawn of a new industrial epoch.”( 14} Through the
next guarter century Britain hasked in the warmilh of ils greatest peri- {
od of industrial dominance, It was the period which marked the tran-
sition from a superionly based on textiles to one hased on steam pa- I
wer and iron technology, and the one which saw the rapid develop-
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ment of British imperialism.(15) With an increased room for economic
magoeuvre the bourgedisie was in & stronger position from which 1o
make concessions to the working class than It had ever enjoved before.
The ruling class was also quite conscious of the necessity 1o make these
concessione. Sir Robert Peel, for example, noted that: *1 do feel thal
the point at which all aught ro strive I8 to improve the canditions and
elevate the feelings of the great lahouring class. [ tell vou il is not safe
unless you do it " (16D

As regarnds the political needs.of capital, this renewad period of expan-
sion could not have come at a better time. The discontent within the
working class had already produced one nasty shock with the Chartists,
and the wave of revolutions which swept Eurape in 1848 was another
indicator of what might be in stor2, These events showed the desirahi-
lity of a change towards a more flexible policy regarding the working
i:lass, while simultanecusly the 2x pansion al the proletariat made the
likely consequences of unlimiied repression even more disturhing than
previousiy (17Y The bourgecisie now hoth had the appartunity, and the
necessity, of winming to its side a section of the proletanat, As Engels
put itz *, . . the manulacturing capitalisis . , . were learning more and
more, thal Lhe middle class can never obtam full social and political
pawer over the nalion excepl by Lhe help of the working class."*(18)

Al the crudeést possible level, the classical anstocracy of the 19th cen-
Lury, particularly as found in the metal industries, were actual exploilers
of labour, This system, lermed "“co-exploitation™ by Hobsbawm, found
its expressions in such things as the system of lnbour hiring by Boiler-
makers in the shipyards, and the “Butty™ system in the steel industry,
which are hoth fairly recent examples of arrangements which approxi-
mate to this system. 1 9] Less crudely, Hohshawm gives at least six cri-
tena for the labour anstocracy.!29) These are (i) level and regulanly
of earnings, (1) conditions of work, (uz) prospects of socal sécunty,
(iv) rélations with otheér social strata, (v) general conditions of living, (vil
prospects of future advancement. [t is not possible to go inta the de-
tails of the development of the classical labour aristocracy here, hut it
is important 1o nole how the divisions involved, and awareness of the
divisions within the working class marked the consciousnass of even re-
valutionary militants. Tom Mann, for example, describing John Bumns,
at the time when Burns was sfill a revolutionary sociahst nofes that:
“He looked well on a platform. He alway: wore o gerge Soit, o hlack tie
and g bowler hat.  He looked the engineer all over ., .. (21} The dif-
ferences between the labour aristocracy and other secitons of the work-
ing class were even noticeable in lerms of physical appearance ag well
a5 dress.  Burms gave g déscription of the 1890 T.U.C, which showed
the characteristicy clearly: “Physicallv, the'old” (arstocratic) unions
were much bigger than the new . . A greal nomber of them looked

like respectable city gentlemen: wore very good coals, lurge walch chains,

and high hals, and in many cases were of such splendid build and pro-
portions that they presented an aldermanic, not to say magisterial
form and dignity." 122)

By the time this labour aristocracy was becoming well established, the
industrialists were beginning to understand the predise ways in which
unions of skilled workers could he lived with, Indeed, for example, Lhe
1860 repori of the National Social Seier ez Amooation noted thal:

“leaders of a strike, where there is no regularly organiged (union) society,
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are likely 1o prove more unreasonable and violent than where there is” (23)
In addition, the increasing capital intensiveness of indusiry made wages

a lower proportion of total costs, and therelore any stoppage or dispuate
mire expensive, This gave employers a considerabhle incentive (o secure
“arderly” relations with their key workers. (i 24) Lxamples of this Lypes

of developmenl had become very marked by the time of the middle
18605 when, for instance, same of the most pro-gmion evidence given Lo a
Hoyal Commission sel up lo investigate trade unions came frem AL L.
Mundelia, 3 Nottingham kesiery manufacturer, whe also continuted to
emphatically push the unions'case after the repart of (he Commizsion. (231
An excellent 2xample of the arrangements and accommodations made
hetween amployers and labour arslocracy in this perind s that in the
steel industry, In steel the real beginningz of trade vmomsm appearcd n
1862 with the founding of the Assocuated lron and Stec] Workers ol Bn-
tain.( 28} This union exisbed in an indusiry where the puddlers, shinglers,
fumacemen, rollers, ete., were in fact lurgely contractors puid al lonnege
rutes who the mselves hired labour.!271 In this situation the trade unions
of the “aristocrats’ could guite plausibly see themselves as having just

as much, if nol more, in common with the employers than with the oiler
segtions of workers, [t was heightened in this fesling by the nascent ten-
sion between the older established wons of lronmen, who supported
the contraet system and John Hodges' British Steel Smelters Union
which was formed in 1886 and which opposed the system.(28) This was
just one symptom of the situation of: *the high praportions of skilled
men in the industry who earn eomparatively hig wages and fear, more
than anything clse the mvasion of the unskilled.™ %) |n this respect, the
anstocracy of labour in the Iron and Steel industries were just one ex-
ample of the general situation whereby the most important forms of
union organisation “suifed the artisans in indusings waere the compe-
tition of less-4Killed labour was a constant threat, and where the employ-
ars had ta be induced 15 respect a favenired section of the workers hy
acoepting restrctions on apprenticeship or some other device to keep the
‘non-society’ or ‘illegal” men at bay,”(30)

In thigsitvation explicit coaperation between umons and employers L
grew very rapidly, By 1R69 this cooperation hecame [ormalised whan
Yohn Kane, Secretary of the Amalgamated dallesble Ironworkers, jomned
an arbitration board far the Northern [ron trade sel up by the employer
0. Dake. Thos was merely one of a whole senes of such boards which had
been created after the founding of Mundella’s Hosiery Hoard in 1860 and
the Joint Commitiees in the Walverhampton buildmg frade in 1RG4, L1
marked a great change in policy by the bourgeoisie from that of the ear-
ly 18508 when, for example, they had turned down flat a propasal for
arhitration made by the A S.E.(31) It was a tum to a quite expliat
policy of collaboraling with the skilled gmons. The developmedits in the

iron and steel mdustry were just particularly glaring examples of a com- |
mon patlern.

The “logical” oulcome of the arbitration boards was the institution of

the sliding scale agreements.{32} These had a crippling effect on Lrade
unicnism, not merely in the sense that they sccepled ideologically that
samehow the workers were responsible for, or at least must suffer far,

the prohlems of the capitalists, bul in Uhal they left the unions with
virtually no functions. 1t was therefore no surprise to Ond that the

Royal Commussion on Labour noted that the great advantages claimed

for the shding scale system were that*™( 1] 1l obviatk¥ disputes about




wages, al any rute, during fixed periods; (2) that it promotes a feeling

of co-pertnership and common interest between employers and em-
ployed "33} Even more éxplicit forms of class collabaration, of course,
existed, —for example, the co-partnership schemes which developed in
the 1890s in the gus industry,—but for a whole period it was Lhe arbilra-
tion houards and the sliding scale agreements which provided the real
focus for class collaboration,

While, of course, it would be totally wrong to base a theory ona “cons:
piracy” theory of capitalism, nevertheless there is no doubt that repre-
sentatives of capital understood quite well the impartance of cullivaling
the reliability of the leaders of the unions, Hence, for example, the chim:
pagne breskfasts given 1o Alexander MacDonald, the miners® leader |

by coal owners.

I'he men who ran  the unions that functioned in such explicit  class
collaboration were well suited to their role. For example, Broadhurst,
sccretary of the Parliamentary Committee of the T.UC. from 1875,

had as his assistant & man disposed of a private income.!34) Interchange
between state and trade unions wag establivhed at an early date. Prior, of
the carpentess, as early as the late 1870s could resign his post to become
a government inspector. The policy of class collaboration of course con-
tinued intey the sphere of politics, When Mundells was selected as o can-
didate for parlisment, A pplegarth, leader of the Amalgamated Engineers,
declared that *The Sheffield workers have selected as ¢ candidate for
Parliament ane in whom they have [ull confidence, and in whom they
believe they have o Taithful representative of their interests . . . he is an
emplover who . . . has won the position which he now occupies and 1
equaliy respected by his fellow manufacturers as he iz by his workpeople.
MacDonald of the miners declared that “1 think there is not a bady of 600
men in which more kind-nearted men are to be found than are to be found
in the House of Commons, 36}

¥y

This relation between Lhe labour aristocracy and employers was almos| per:
fect as far as Capital was concerned. By the 1870s the bourgesisie hud sues
cessfully made the difficult transition between a rule based on oppression of
the entire working closs, to one where its rule was based on the support of a
section of the working class {tself. Having made this change it could afford
to, and indead it was expedient 16, granl [urther nominal concessions such
s the various Parliamentury reform acts of Lhe late [860s, 1B70s, and early
1880s. Writing in 1835, Engels summansed the change that had been inade
by noting that *, . . the greal Trade Unions . , . Lhe engineers, the carpenle
the joinérs, the bricklayers, are each of them 4 power. Lo that extent that

in the case of the hricklavers and bricklavers’ lubourers’, they can cven suc
fully resist the introduction of machinery, That their conditioning has re-
markably improved since 1848 there can be no doubt, and the best proof
Lhis is in the fact that for more than fifteen years nol orly have Lheir emp
heen with them, but they with their employers, upon exceedingly good ler
They form an anstocracy within the working class; they have succeeded in &
forcing for themselves 4 relatively comfortable position, and they aceept jLa
final, They are the mode! working=men of Messrs, Leane Levi und alfen, u
they are very nice people indeed nowadays 1o deal with, for any sensible ca
talist in particular and the whole capitalist class in general." 37) 1t was agai
this rather uninspiring background that Marxists begzn io deal theorelicilly
with the gusstion of trade unionism,




THE PLACE OF THE TRADE UNIONS IN EARLY MARXIST THZORY |

The earliest real discussion of trade unions in Marxist theory a j?ears to he |
in Engels” ““The Condition of the Working Class in England."(358) In 1844,
however, Lhe trade unions were of little significance, and Engels rightly pays
far more artention to the activities of the Chartists and confings himself to

a mere description af Lhe activities of the embryonic trade unions. No spe-
cial theoretical treatment would have appesred neécessary al Lhis Lime. 5i-
milarly, when Marx turned his theoretical attention (o Che subject he did so
primarily in the context of 3 discussion of pohtical economy, and his main
aim wae ta destroy Proudhon’s acceplance of the theory ol the wage fund f39)
Marx's thearetical statemenls are confined to the famous, bul hardly com-
prehensive stalement Lhat “Economic conditions had first tracsfoarmed the
mass of Lhe people of the country into workers. The combination of capitat
has created for this mass a commen situation, common interests. The mass

is Lhus already a class as against capital, but not yet for itseil.ln the strupgle
of which we have noted only a few phases, Lhis mass hecomes united and
constitutes itsell as a cluss for itsell. The interests it defends become class
interests. But the struggle of class against class is a political struggle,"(40]

The establishment of this point seems to have satisfied Marx, and in writing
the Communist Munifesto he merely paraphrased his earlier remarke(41)

While Marx clearly demonstrated theoretically the key role which trade

unions could play in the economic struggle, he was well aware of the himited
nature of their struggle 42} He and Engels becama even more so after the
beginning of what Marx described as “the period of corruption since 1848,"(43)
Amongst the evil productions of this period, he noted that the working class
followed “venal trade union leaders."(#)  Nevertheless, Marx realised the
importance of the emergence aof relatively mass trade umons, and in the es-
tablishment of the First International he noted as 4 great triumph Lthat: “We
have succeeded in drawing inta the movement the one really big workers' or-
ganisation, the English~Trades Unian™."(43) However, Marx and Engels had
few illusions in the leaders of the Britsh trade unions. Indeed in 1874 Engels
noted that it had been a sign of the weakness of the principles of Lhe Interna-
tional that “even the leaders of the English trade unions thought the programme:
laid down in: the preamble to the Rules gave them a basis for entening the move-
ment, "3} These feelings were strengthened by the long period of the domina-
tion of British trade unions by craft interests, and Engels in 1879 concluded
that: “Fora number of years past {and at the present time) the English working
class movament has been hopelessly describing a narrow circle of srrikes for
higher wages, not, however, as an expedient of means of propaganda and orga-
nisition, but as the ultimate sim. The trade unions even bar all political action
on principle and in their charters, and thereby also ban participation in any
general activily of the working class a5 o class . . . One can speak here of a
lsbour movement [ proper) only m 3o (ar as stnkes take place which, whe-

ther they are won or not, do not get the movement one siep further. To in-
flate such strikes . . . into sirugeles of world importance, 25 is done for ins-
tance in the London “Freileit™ can, in my opinion, only do harm."(47)

A marked chunge in altitude oceurred in 1889 however. The cause of

this change was the emergenee of trade unions amongst the unskilled.

Now Engels, far from urging Bernstein to pay less attention to strikes,

states that: *In your next issue you aught to take up the dock labourers’
strike, It isa matter of paramount impartance to us here "145) He talks

with the grearest enthusiasm of * _, _ this giganiic sirike of the lowest

of the outcasts, the dock labourers |, , [T this stralum can he organized
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that is a lact of the greatest importance.”" The importance of this upsurge
was that while “Formally the movement is al the moment o trade union
movement'’, nevertheless 1t was “tetally different from that of the old
trade unions, " 149} Engels insmsted that his political supporters ook the
rmast 1etive role possible in the new movement (300 Yet even at this time
he noted the . . . bourgeois ‘respectability” bred into the bones of the
workers . . . | amnot ot oll sure, for instance, that Joahn Bums is not se-
cretely prouder of s popularity with Cardinal Manning, the Lord Mayor
and the hbourgeoisie in general than of his popularity with his own class,
... Even Tom Mann, whom | regard as the finest of them, is fond of
menlioning Lhat he will be lunching with the Lord Mayor."(31) Never-
Lhebess, Engels, sounding a slightly spontaneist note, concluded thal ™. ..
it will not help the bourgeoisie mush if they do succeed in enticing some
of the leaders Into their loils, By that time the movement will have be-
comie strong encough to overcome this sort of thing."(52) However, En-
gels soon overcame this feeling, noting that while things were definitely
maving forward, the Bntish working class was showing its customary
congervatism. (33}

|
OF all Engels’ later writings on the trade unions, perhaps the most inter-
esting is his 1885 article “England in 1845 and 1885."(2%) This is of par- |
licular importance in that Engels attempis for the first time to give a |
structural periodisation of the development of trade anionism and the
forms-of oppression of the working class in terms of the development of
capitalism itsclf. In terms of the later development of Marxisi theory im 8
this area Lhis constitotes an important theoretical breakthrough,

SOCIAL DEMOCRACY AND SYNDICALISM ;

Underlying the degeneration of working class consciousnass described by
Marx and Engels and the apolitical nature of the trade unions was of course
the lang period of economue prosperily already described. 135) Under con-
ditions where it was possible (o win economic concessions without politi-
cal action, and virtually the entire increase in wages in the second half of
the 19th century was won without such action,[28) the diréct pressures on
the trade unions to undertake any other political action than of safe-guard-
ing their own position was virtually nil. In addition, the period of laiswez-
faire was not even conducive to the formation of an etatist current within
the working class comparable to that of Lasszlle in Germany., Under these
conditions trade union activity counld be carried on with virtnally no refer- 3
ence to politics al all. Henve, by 1879 Engels could note that “"The Trade
Unians even bar all political action on principle” 137} This represented,
even in the trade union field, a retreat from the positionsof the 18405
when both Marx and Engels had remarked that it was precisely the inter-
twining of trade union and political glruggle which gave the movement for
Lhe |-hour day its power 158} Even the briel interlude when same of

the British trade unions were involved with the First International did not
really reflect any real change in attitude, In fact, Engels later thought it a
sign of how vague the principles of the International had been that

even the leaders of the English Trade-Unions thought the programme laid
down {n the pre-amble Lo the rules gave them a basis for entering the
movement,” 5 ¥ Insofar as they had any political aspirations at all the
British trade unions were merely concerned with extending the franchise,
This is illustrated in, for example, the following “*Address to the Trade
Union,* which was probably wrtten by Applegarth, the Secretary of the

A malgamated Carpenters. It stated that they did not “, . .wish to tum
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our trage societiet into political arganisations, to divert them [rom their
gacial objects; but we must not Torget that we are citizens, and as such
should have citizens® rights. Recollect also, that by obtaining these rights
we shall be able more effectually to secure our legitimate demands as
Unionists,” (521 This Last point is particularly noteworthy as when at
long last in 1900 the trade unions did take some political actions it was
still only for the extramely limited purpose of defending themselves
againet laws againgt trade unicnism. When the umons did periodically
enter into a struggle for the extension of the franchise, for example in
1865 1in the Reform Leéaguc and at the end of 1866, they were always

at grenl pains to declare that they were in no way becoming political or-
ganisations. Thus when, for example, the London Trades Counci] passed
it resolution in Tavour of the extension of the franchise it also passed one
stating that “'While advising the greal bodies of trude unionists thus to
act, w2 have no desire to make our soceties channels for political agita-
tion " (60} Even in 1889, vear of the most important union upsurge of
the 19th century if not of British history, @ miners’ delegate to the T.U.C.
received loud appliuse for declaring that the Socialists in paying attention
to the trade umioms merely “wanfed a house that had been built by some-
one ehe." (81} Similarly the only real conception held by the trade un-
iong of an International was in terms of international co-operation against
scabbing in sirikes, such as had been shown in rhe support organised in
1867 for the Pans bronze workers, the 1 868 strike of Geneva building
workers and the |87] engingering sirike in the North East of England.
The English trade unions alfiliated 10 the Intemational took no real poli-
tical netion however, I'n the minures of the Intermational it can be noted
that the contributions of the English delegates were almost always on

the subject of organisation of trade union solidarity, (63} This tradition
was carried over inlo the period after the collapse of the First [nterna-
tional when representatives of the T.1.C, attended both conferences
called by the Possibalists in Parts. In addition, the T.U,C, held its own
international worken® congress in 1888, This excluded all representatives
of socialist organisations, and delegates from the socalist parties of Bel-
pium, Holland, Denmark and France were allowed in only as representa-
tives of their trade unions and not of their parties, (93} The ahverse of the
view Lhal politics should be kept out of trade unionism s, of course, that
those engaging in politics should have nothing to do with trade unions,

In other words, if you accept the basic prohlematic that politics is distin-
guished from trade unionism by the place in which it oceurs (one being
concerned with industral struggle and the other with the hallat hox),
then there are 1wo things that you can do one igto abandon politice and
the other is 1o abandon trade uniomsm. This latter 18 precisely what the
West European parties of the Second Internalional did. The effects of
this in Britain are dealt with below, bul il is imporiani to realize that this
was a generalized phenomenon of the Second International. Krupskaya
notes, for example: . . . living as an emigree in France, | ohserved how
during the tremendows postal strike in Paris, the French Socalist Party
st completely aside, and did not intervene in (e strike. [t was the
business of the Trade Unions they said.” (%% Thus, we can see that from
the point of view of the political parties of social democracy and from
the point of view of the 19th century trade unions their entire proble-
mmiic condensed on one point: the neuirality of the trade unions in the
political struggle. This has, in fact, become the key note of the social
demovratic atlitude towards the trade unions. (93} 1t is expressed in clear
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terms in statements such as that af Frank Cousins to Lhe 1956 Labour
Pacty Conference when he declared that: *‘l told you last year not to tell
the unions how to do their job, and | am cerlainly not going to tell the
Labour Party how to do its job." (66) Thus when, for example, the
T.U.C, declared, following Lhe election of the 1951 Conservative gavern-
ment, that: *, ., we shall continue to examing every question solaly in
the light of its industrial and economic implications,” (871 it was ex-
pressing one of the most deeply felt beliefs of every social democral, This
pogition was spell out in its classical form at the Zurich Congress of Lhe
International when a resolution was passed, with all the weight of the
support of Kautsky, Adler and Bebel behind it, which stated that: “Hy
political sction we mean that the workers' parties should make full use of
political and legal rights in an attempt (o capture the legislative machine
and vse it in the interests of the working class and for the capture of
political power."(88) Here the basic problematic of social democracy on
the question of the trade unions is fully set out. Political action is
defined as such action by the type of activity, usually electosal involved,
i.e., “capturing” the legislature. Trade unions therefore are merely work-
ing within the system and their activity, because it oceurs in the wrong
place and is the wrong type of activity, cannot by definition be palitical.
This theoretical conclusion was clearly spelt oul in, for example, the do-
cuments of the German Social Democratic trade unions which talked of
the “political activily carried on by the Workers® Party,” in conirast to
the unions which “being circumscribed by law are unchored in present
day bourgeois society.” (69) With their roles thus being defined as com-=
pletely different, the scene was of course sel for Lhe complete growing
gpart of the trade union leadership and the political leadership within the
social democratic parties. |n the case of Germany, the long period of
internecine warfare culminated in the 1906 Congress of the Party which
declared that the trade unions were “of equal importance with", which
in practice meant “were virtually autonomous of"’, the Party.! M On
this basis the totally sutonomous trade union bureaucracy became legi-
timised. (71
In Britain the entirely incorrect problematic of sodal democracy with
regard to the trade unions combined with the backwardness of the work-
ing class and the general philistinism of British culture to produce a virtual
caricature of the Second International’s position. Hyndman, the leader af
the 5.D.F. and hence controller of the most significant Marxist organisa-
tion in Britain, was notorious for his positions on strikes. Before the de-
velopment of the trade unions after 1 B89 he had allowed some liberty
of agitation by members of the 5.D.F., and even afterwards individual
5.0.F, mikitants such as McLean did tremendous work within the trade
unions. However, the S.D.F. as an arganisation had its positions accuralely
reflected in statements such as Hyndman's that: “We are opposed to strikes
altogether ... They never were a powerful weapan, and now they are
guite out of date.” “We of the Social Democratic Party and ‘Tustice” are
opposed to strikes on principle” and "“Can anything be imagined, more
foolish, more harmful, more in the widest sense of the word unsocial
than a strike . .. 1 have never advocated a strike . . . | have never known
. a successtul strike, (72} This posilion was buttressed by a crude ver-
sion of the “iron law of wages", a refusal to understand the difference
between the nature of an organisation and the nature of its leadership! 73
and a verbal ultraradicalism (74}
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Ornee the basic problematic of social democracy with regard to the trade
unions is understood., it can be seen that certain problems immediately
become insoluble within that framework, Ir particular, it 15 impossible
1o grapple with the question of the General Strike. The sacial democra-
licargument can only run as follows: What ig 2 palitical action? One
concerned with the legistature, Whalt is therefore a palitical General
Strike? A strike which Is connected with, or at least keads o, some action
concerned with the legiglature It was therefore entirely within this frame-
work that the social democracy discussed the General Strikef73) and in
conclusion it conld come up with no even plausible theoretical position
regarding the question (76Y Al this was of course despite the tremendous
fierceness of the clashes involved in such strikes(™7) which eventuallv led
to the sbandonment of the discussion as being ton dangerous ! 78) From
then on the discussion on the General Strike became subsumed under
more general questions such a5 that of the political neutrality of the trade
unions in party terms,|79) the debate aver whether reforms could alter
the nature of capitalism(80) und the dehate insudz the Russian party over
“sponomism”, Fqually imporiantly in several eountries, nolahly France
and the United States, the forces of speial democracy were faced with &
formidahle rival in the form of syndicabsm. This new challenge was bolh
@ result of the degeneration of 1he Second Intemational and & Iragis Til-
ure to hreak with its theoretical and effective problematic

The theoretical origins of syndicalism vared from country Lo country. In
France the influence of Proudhon was perhaps dominant /81 [n Spain it
was that of Bakunin (820 1n the United States it represented the coming
togethe r of a whole series of native strands which can prabably be traced
back to the early Labour parties and the Knights of Labour (83) In fre-
land it took its inspiration fairly directly from the LW .W. B4} In all coun-
tries however certaln Tundamental features existed,

Most importantly, the essential problematic of Lhe Second International
concerning the relation between trade unionism gnd polilics was not ne-
jecied but accepled. Inother words, Lhe division béetween political and
trade union struggls on the hasis of the area in which they occurred was
actually emphatically affirmed by the syndicalists, Thus, for example,
Vincent St. John, the 1. W.W. leader, stated, in terms that would probably
have been acceptable to any British trade union bureaucrat thai: *To
those who think the workers will have to be onited in a political party,
we say dig in and do so, but do not try to use the economic organisation
to further the aims of the political party.” [B3) In arder to reaffirm this
attitude, the |.W. W, removed from its famous pre amble the seetion which
had originally dealt with political action (86} An entirely similar attitude
was expressed by the C.G.T. in the Charter of Amiens,(87) 1t was of
course possible (o eclectically combine trade union action with politics
lefined in the social democratic sense, (881but this of course in no way in-
dicated a change in basic problematic. 1n conséguence, although syndi-
calism was undoubtedly & revelutionary trend within the workers' move-
ment ma way that the reformist soaal demoerutic parties were not, and
it was for this reason thal organisitions such as the |.W.W. were invited
to join the Third Intemational en blog, nevertheless, its acceptance of the
hasic problemalic of the Second International rendered it no more able
to deal with the relation of trade unienism and political action than were
the ideologics of social democracy. All the other weaknesses of syndical-
ism, for example its utopian conception of the General Strike, were s2-
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condary to this, (891 What aspects of syndicalism were of importance at
the time, for axample its tre mendous development of the actual technigu
of industrial struggle, were elements which could be incorporated into |
theares of Communism with relative easé. Syndicalism itsell became a
reactionary ideclogy after 1917,

As has already been noted, syndicalism developed most in countries or r
glons dominated by small scale production. In Britain the conditions fo
this hardly existed. In addition, by the Lime syndicalism became an im-
portant current within the international workers' movement, and the C.
was not founded until 1825 and the | W.W. until 1903, the traditional tr
unions already had a considerable grip over the working class. To the ox
tent that syndicalism meant anything in Britain, it thereforz became 8 m
ment for amalgamalion between the existing trade uninns and the estab

ment of rank and file movements within them. %0 Syndicalism therzfos
never hecame a decisive force in Britain in the way that it did in Franee,
and never shaped the consciousness of a whole generation of mulitants in
way it did in the United States.

W hat however did have a permanent #ffect in Britain was the mistakes
by the 5.0.F. in pursuing to its logical conclusion the social democratic
tion on the trade unions. In the years before and during the great hurst
unionisation in | 889-91 socialist militants had played a leading role in al
the industrial struggles, Indeed, perhaps the ideological inspires of the e
movement had heen Tom Mann's 1886 pamphlet **What a Compulsory
Eight-Hour Day Means Lo the Workers.” Thishad roundly declared that
trade unionists, | desire o make a special appeal. How long, how long
you be content with the present half-hearted policy of your unions? |
grant that good work has been done in the past by the unions, but, in H
name, what good purpose aré they serving now? All of them have large
hers out of employment even when their particular trade is busy. None
the important societies have any policy other than that of endeavouring
keep wages from falling. The true Umionist policy of aggression deems en
tirely lost sight of; in fact the average unionist of today is 4 man with &
fossilized intellect, either hapelessly apathetic, or supporting a policy t
plays directly into the hands of the capitalist exploiters." (311 Furthe

no matter how distorted the S.D.F s version of Marxism might be, it sti
provided a clearer key to the understanding of the importance of the
new mass trade unions than did the general commonsense nonsense ;
prevailing in 1889, let alone the ideclogies of craft unjonism. Incon- =
sequence, the initial upsurges in 1889 were led by members of the 5.D.F
such as Tam Mann, George Evans, John Burns and Wil Thorne. How-
#ver, the absurd policies of the S.D.F, meant that these men remained
jsolated, and no revolutionary tendency was built within the trade unio
and within the working class, and the comhbination of this with the re-
pression which the new unions faced in the 1890s led to the new trade
unions falling rapidly into the hands of men whose function was that of
a burcaucral, whose main abilities were admanistrative, and who model
Lheir methods on those of the old craft unions. This tendency was
heightened by the way in which the original labourers’ unions were dri-
ven back from organising Lhe labourers to a concentration on workers i
large established unils of production and with some regularity of emp
ment. %2} In union after union the original socialisis were replaced by
men whose real strength lay in administration or in control of finances.
This is shown clearly in @ union guch as the Printers” Labourers’ Uniom,
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In 1 889 its secretary had peen a member of the S.D.F. Yet by 1900

the union had changed its name, sign of the times, to the Operative
Printers’ Assistants Society on the instigation of a protectionist Liberal,
Eddie Smith, and as part of a move to change the “image" of the union.
Smith's main contribution to the union was (o operate a rational bank-

ing system Tor the society, the mstallation of a telephone, the hiring of

an office clerk and @ general tightening upnfefﬁciency.@ﬂ By 1907 he had
decided that it was expedient lo levy 2d a week on the membership to
finance a new and relatively opulent headquarters,(99) He was succesded
in 1909 by George Isaacs, who was to remain General Secretary until 1948
and who was (o preside as Minister of Labour during the attacks made on
the working class by the 1945-51 Labour Government. He was, with Ernest
Bevin, one of the first group of trade union burcaucrats to becames pro-
perly integrated into the machine of the Labour Party, and then into that
of the State. It is notable, however, that his initial claim to fame inside

the union had been his handling of the financial affairs of the union,(95)

A similar pattern can be seen il we take the example of the Workers

Union. This had not been formed at the time of the great upsurge of
LBAY, but it expressed relatively perfectly the ideals of that period, ang

its orginal leading figure, Tom Mann, was of course ane of the key figures
of the period of the development of the new unions. Yet by 1901, only
three years after foundation, this union had come 1o be led by Charles
Duncan, who had very different ideas te the concentration an an idea of
... the ultimate realisation of an [ndustrial Commonwealth™ which had
been written into the union’s founding documents by Mann. Hie emphasis was
placed not on the rapid transformation of socicty bul on persuading the union
members to contribute to the »anous finandal funds run by the union 196}
His position of dominance in the union was established by his ability to put
the finances on a sound footing despite a fall in membership.(97) Duncan
too naturally placed great e mphasis on extending the union apparstus and
his idea of union amalgamation, one of the declzred sime of the Workers
Union, was not thal of a revolutionary union e mbracing all workers on a
class basis, bul of a financial manoeuvre to be carried oul by adminisira-
tive means.(98) Fairly naturally, when Mann returned from Australia, he
did not bother lo engage in anything other than nformal contact with a
union which he more than anyane else had helped Lo estahlish and of
which he remained nominally vice-president until the 1920's

This process of the formation of a leadership of the new unions which was
based on administrative abilities and whose aims therefore became bound
up with the existence of the administrative machine under their command,
was a general phenomenon, In a survey of this period, Hobshawm concludes
that except for the case of the early leaders of NAUL, the Birmingham Gas
Warkers, and the Nutional Amalgamated Labourers’ Union, it was the
revalutionary socialists who supplied the leaders of almost all the | 559
unions, (99) He contrasts the penod of upsurge of 1889-92 with the “cau-
tious, limited and conservative “'zsectional™ unionism of 1892-1910" and
cancludes that “The “new unionism’ of 1889 thus became uncomfortahly
like the ‘old unionism’ it had once fought; Ernest Bevin, not Tom Mann,
was to dominate the dockers after their second expansion, The gas-wor-
kers, a very markedly “party-dominated” arganisation, whose leader was a
protege of Engels . ., . became the body of the Rt, Hon, J. R, Clynes."(100)

The importance of the disastrous mistekes made in this period by the 5.D.F,
cannot be overrated. Certainly at a later period a mass reformist party a‘lv;:rm



something like the Lnes of the present Lanour Party would have been es-
tahlished. and undoubtedly no matter how correct the 5.D.F."s policies
were, it would have lost its preeminent position during the repression of
the 1850s, but right from the beginning any mass reformist party would
have been faced with a challenger with real roots in the working class. The
Labour Party could never have established the ahsolutely complete politi-
cal hegemony which it enjoyed for a whole historical period. During the
penod of trade union upsurge before 1914, which coincided with a period
of extreme reaction inside the Labour Party itsell and even more during
the war, o Marxist orgenisation could have developed which would have
been a real foree in shaping the conscioosness of the working class. The uli
mate development might have been that Britain would have enjoyed 3 mass
Stalinist party instedd of an insignificant one, but that in itsell would have
signified a qualitative change n the consciousness of the Brtish working
class. The period around 1889 was undoubtedly one which fitted perfectly
Marx's dictum that *there may come days in which twenly vears ate em-
bodied.”(101} By the 1880s the effects of the industrial revolution had
worked Lhemselves out to the point where the objective eonditions for the
modemn labour movement — mass trade unions, independent pulih:u.l. party:
existed, and where, for & unuue mament in British history, a sufficiently
large Marxist organisation wilh a good implantation in the decizive sector
of intervention existed. I'he objective development could have been shaped
by its intervention. It failed the vest, and not twenty Bul eighty ycars later
the effects are still being felt. 1f ever a confirmation of Lenin's famous thes
concerning the relation of revolutionary theory and practios were needed,
then such a confirmation was given by Lhe S.D.F.

The effect of the 5.D.F."s failure could also be seen, although ad mittedly
in & much less decisive way, in the field of the actual organisational form
of the trade unions. As mentioned earlier, the most effective form of
trade union orgamsation for the economic struggle is that of the all-embrac
ing or industrial union, By the late | 8805 the ideological effects af the
early period of trade unionism had declined somewhat, and even non-Mar-
wists within the new union mavement saw the need to break with the old
craft structures and develop at least fairly comprehensive general unions.{!
the §. D.F. coull easily have sccentuated this trend, and a rational and effe
live trade union structure could have been estpblished for al lenst the new
unions. Instead, after the initial upsurge the unions developed in a “spon-
taneous” (Le, chaotich way. There was not even the same development of
primitive theorising which characterised, for example, Lhe rise of the ClOo
in the United States. What in fact evolved was Lhal curious melange of
craft, industrial and general unicns which has dominated British trade
umion structure to the present day. This confusion was in gomplete conlr
diction to the needs of the working class whose social position demands in
gle the greatest possible organisation at the point of production, Asthe
“official” trade union structure could not supply it, a powerful impetus
wils given towards organisation at a rank and file level. In consequence, in
strongly organised parts of industry, in particular in engineering, the shop
steward system grew rapidly. This in turn became a powerful and definie
t of working class consciousness in the turbulent period during Waorld
War 1.0103) [n other words, in & certain sense we can say that the trade
union structure which emerged from the key period 1889-92 was so man
festly unsuitable for the conditions of industrial struggle existing in the
twentieth century thal in time a parallel movement of trade union organk
cition developed. This defines the firs| great disjunciure within the or-
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ganisations of the working class, that between the official and the “'un-
official™ trade union movement. The dialectic of this diguncture, and ils
implications, is one of the key themes running through the British trade
unions, By crealing a relative aulonomy between twa complexes of ele-
ments this development gives to the Brilish working clasz movement certain
characteristic features which are not malched elsewhere. These character-
istics are increased by the fact that this first disjuncture within the trade
union movement combines with, and develops in an uneven and combined
way with, a particular type of disiuncture between the trade unions and the
main political organisation of the working class, the Labour Party,

The trade unions stand in a very different structural relation to the working
class than does any political party. A party can act in'a seclarian fashion, it
can act opportunistically and, most importantly, it can enter or become a
government and attack the working class, If it does these things, then wor-
kers leave it or swilch ther allegiance to another party. The trade unions

on the other hand remain & basic weapoen agginst the economic gttacks of the
capitalist class, and while the workers can “escape” from a party they can-
not escape from the economic attacks of the ruling class. In particular, in

a period of intensified class struggle the internal life and authority of the
trade unicns can only increase,

Having said that the relation of political parties to the working class differs
from the relation of trade unions to the working class, it would néverthe-
less be a mistake to helieve that all political parties fall in the same catego-
1y, in that they all have the same structural relation to the working class.
That this 1s very obviously not the case can be seen by comparing, for
example, a social democralic and a Stalinist party.

As was noted earlier, the characreristic feature of the social democratic
distincton between trade unionism and politics i in terms of the areas in
which they occur. For the social democrat, politics is defined as activity
around the legislature amd strikes, etc. therefore belong to the realm of
trade unionism and not politics. The counterpart of the social democratic
politician who consigns sinkes to the reaim of the economic struggle is of
course the industrial milifant who helieves that “palitics” muost be kept
out of trade unionism. The effect of this ideology does not shaw itsell
merely at the level of attitudes, beliefs, ideas, etc, It also shows jtzell at
the level of organisation, 1f strikes, etc,, are in the realm of trade union-
ism and not of politics, then of course it is not the job of the political
party to intervene in strikes, to organise ite militants ar the point of pro-
duction in arder to intervene in the economic struggle, for the political
organisation to defermine the policy to be pursued in strikes, etc. In fact
in the framewark of ideas af the zacial demoeral, it would in fact make
na sense to do these things, As a resull, a social democratic party does
not logically hase itz local arganizations on the point of production, Its
direct link to the waorking class is via loeal constituency or similar organi-
sations, Al the same time, such a party, for example the Labour Party,
has to tie itself to the trade unions in some way, so it does so by a direct
relalion with the heads and bureaucrats of the trade amons.

The situatjon for a Stalinist {and Bolshevik) party is different. One of

the feunding principles of Balshevism was that although it saw & big dif-

ference between trade union and political consciousness, it saw no dif-

ference between political and éeconomic struggle with regard to where they

were carried out. Whether a strike wasg political or not was determined

by the consciousness of the people involved, not by the fact that 1t was &
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“irade union” alfmir. In fact, one of the hasic principles o communism
was the necedsty 1o organise the struggle of the working class at the poinl
of production us a political struggle (104 (Sey Krupskaya's “Memoirs of
Lenin™ and the Resolution on Tactice af the Third Congress of the Co-
mintern.) Given this hasic principle, it follows at once both that the poli-
oy to be pursued within the trade umons iz an affair ot tecision by the
politicul organisation, and alse thal it is necessary [or the party to be or-
ganised directly 3t the point of production so as (o be able to fight Tor
the carrying out of the decision. In other words, the structural realtion
between the working class and a Stalmist and a Bolshevik party is diffar-
ent Irom the relation between the working class and o social demoeratic
party such as the Labows Party. This profoundly affects the political line
of such organisations and determines (o 3 considerahle extent the dialec-
tics of political struggle within Lhem.

To take just one example, this different gelation to the working class
means that the policy of a Stalinist party is directly affected by the strug-
gle at the point of produclion in a way that is not the case for a social
demacratic party, Thus, [or exa mple, during the recent Renault sirike
everyone thought it perfectly natural that the Central Committes of the
P.C.F. should declare its position on the struggle and formulate a policy
far the strike, 1t would never oGeur 1o, 01 fit in with, the Labour Party
to discuss the policy of members of the Labour Party during a strike. In
fact, even if the Labour Party decided on a position vis a vis industrial
struggle, it would have no way of putting it into effect and no T.U. mili-
tant would tike any notice.

T he relation of & Stalinist party 1o the workmg class means that its pali-
tics can he drastically affected by the state of the struggle in the work
place. The most dramatic example of this was in Rengult in 1947 when
the P.C.F. had to change its entite strategic line because il feared ber
outflanked to the left in the industrial struggles withun the company 105)

Furthermore, the militants of a C.P, think the trade union policies of the
party are an integral, or even the main, parl of the party’s politics. This
means thal Lhey judge the party by its policies in the industrial struggle
and can in fact keave orjoin the party because of them. 173 C.P. militant
were attacked for the policy of the party in some particular stnke, he
would naturally consider that this would be a valid point to discuss in
way thal it would ncver appear 1o be 50 (o 4 member of a social demo-
cratic party. There exists a whole layer of militants in a C.P. whose pali-
cies within the party are determined by the attitude of the vanous politi-
al currents to the industrial struggle. This, as we are seeing in the Britisk
¢ P, affects the whole dynamic of the internal party strugele.

Because a C.P. is directly organised at the point of production, il also
means that there is relatively little room for manocuvie by 3 C.P, trade
union leader in a Stalinist party. Because party policy in the trade unon
field is determined by the political organisations ol Lhe party and becaus
the party can carry out its hine al the point of production and therefore



polentially bypasses @ trade union leader, the T.U. leaders of C.P.5 have not
nearly the same room for maneeuvre and scguiring an independent poli=-
tical role as T.U. leaders in a social democratic party. A good example of
this would be what happened to the group around Hanninglon in Lhe €.P.
in the late 1920s.

The relation of T.U, leaders and those of the C.P. is of course slowly
changing, and T.U. leaders in the C.F, are heing able to play an indepen-
dent role, Bt there still does not exist the possibility of T L, leaders
playing the independent role thal Lhey can in the L.P

Il we consider merely the case of the trade union leader, then we can see
that his position is much more anulogous to thal of the Stalimst purty Lhan
it is to the socinl democratic party. He is structurally connected to the
working class at the point of production, and his organisation is more or
less continuously involved in some type of struggle, he is continually having
tor deal with the working class in a gituation where it is in struggle with

the hourgepisie. These featlures together create a situation where trade
union leaders are directly under the pressure of the working class in sirug-
gle, and like the C.P's he musi rame hizs policies accordingly.

Giiven that, lhor historical reasons already discussed, the division between
politics and economics is more accented inside the British Labour Party
than inside any ather social democratic party, it s obyious that the dialectic
of trade union bureaucracy and labour leaders is one of extreme complex-
ity, It isthe second great digiuncrure which runs through the structure of
the Brilish working class movement and will be analysed at length in a later

article. One thing can however be nofed at once. This is that precisely hecause

the Labour Party, for profound historical and declogical reasons, is not
rovted in the working clas< at the poinl of production, irade union struggles
very frequently by-pass the Labour Party organisationally. However, this has
a dual effect: the fact that the Labour Party is not rooted in the working
class at the point of production means that the industrial struggles of the
working class can dévelop a great depth and intensity in a way that could
nol be the case with such a Aght-wing party organised directly in the
trade wmions, but on the other hand (he fact that the mibitants in

these strugples can orgamisationally ignore the Labour Party also

means that there 15 little tncentive for them [o break with Labour Par-
ty structure, and this in turn helps (o prevent them breaking ideclo-
geally with Labounsm, Thos, -the very same structural features which
allowed the industnsl struggle to assume such an acute form also

helped retain the ideological hold of social democracy over Lhe work-

ing class, Such is the cunious dialectic of the British working class
movement, [t has created, together wilh the shop stewards” move-

ment and the consequent digjuncture within the trade union move-

ment ilself, a great tendency towards rank and file organisation,

With the founding of the Communist Party, the C.P. could draw on
these tendencies in order to build the Minority movement, While

the natre of the Labour Party facilituted the creation of big auto-
nomous organisations, it, however, meant that there was little in-

centive for workers to actually organisationally leave the Party. This
helped to widen still further the gap in thought between “#concmic’
and “political” struggle, and between “politics” and trade  unionism”™
which was in any case an integral part of Labourism. Duée 1o the apal-
ling t heoretical hackwardness of the ("P.. sven in its early periods, (106}
the party did nothing ta overcame this. There remained, therefore,
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a tremendous gap in consciousness between trade unonism and poli-
tics which led to the situation which is so clearly the case now, where
t he organisational hold of the Labour Party over the working class,
and its effects on their trade union actions, is virtually nil, but ideo-
logically Labourism still dominates the working class. However, in
arder to be able to deal in detail with these later points, which are
essentially concerned with changes in capitalism, and in parti-
cular the decline of British imperialism, it is necessary 1o analyse i
detail the changing state of (he economy itsell and the way in which
this has interracted with and determined the disjunctures which exisl
inside the working class movement. This we will do in a lster article,

A Jones

(11 Cited Red Mole 24 4.71.

(% Marx ~ Capital, Vol.l, p.176.

i3 Engels = The Condihan af the Workimg Class in Eegland , in: Marx &
Engels on Britaln, p.154.

(4) EP. Thompson — The Making of the English Working Class, p. 273L.
This is not to sccept a1 all, of course, 1l ol Thompson's conclusions, most
of which ane designed to recreate @ justification for populism. (Hence, far
example, the peculiarly progressive rolke nasipned 10 Luddiom.) Tl rpson
however forgets that populism, with its disselution of social chus into the
“peapie”, the “oppregsed ™. the “nasses”, ete., 1y, in sdvanced capitabist
sacety, nel an undevslaped and mor “understandahle” brand of social-
ism, but is in fact counter-revolutionsry and the mainstay not ol the work-
iy class ideologies, but of fascism and bonapuriist demagogy of the Huey
Long type. For o devastating critique of Thompson's populism see P.
Anderson — The Myths of Edward Thompson, NLR, 35, especially p.32-39,

(51 See ). Moctimer — “The Structure of the Trade Union Maovement®, So-
ciakisi Register, 1964,

{61 1. P. Cannon — “The I, W, W.: The Great Anticipation”.

{8) The social base of the CG.T, was amongst the small workshops of the re-
latively undeveloped French capitalist structure (see Ridley, op. cit.p.15).
Similarly, the base aof the LW. W, was never in the develapad industry of the
Eastern States of the U.5.A. bul always amongst the migratory warkers of
the West. (See Cannon, op. dt,p.20 and Kombluhop. at.,p.65). This
whaole problem of the relation of social base, idealogy and organisatianal
form is of extreme complexity. Although organisatianal form and theo-
retical positions have a certain relative sutanomy from social base never-
Lheless that autonomy is precisely what it says, merely relative. We there-
[ore have to examine three elements, at least, in any onganisation; its orga-
nisational form, its theoretical positions {implicil or explicit) and 1ts social
base, An examination of the diaketic of these elements is necessary 10 pel
a first approximation to the luws of mation of any object of study, Far
example, the classical soclal base of & social demacratic panty the privi- |
leged layers within the warking class of capilalism, {.2,, the lubour aristocracyy
The labour Party differs (rom a classic Sacial Democratic Party howewer,
in that it has contained, from the period of the decline of the Liberal Party
at Teast, a considerable element of representation from layers ouisde the
working class. The resson for thisis primarily that the extreme socl pola-
risution of the British social structure allows no real social base fora reforme
ist parly based on the petite-bour gealsie and therefore these elementis are
forced, initially unwillingly, inte a party whose sodal basc s the working
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class (See for example Hobsbawm on the Fabians.) Mevertheless while this
wing of the Labour Party in practice exercised considerable influence il did
not, ot keast unlil recentiy, ever succeed in replacing the representatives afl
Labour ansiocrucy or trade union Bureaucracy, Le., elements whose social
base of suppart was inside the warking class, as the real controflers of La-
bour Party policy. It is a complete myth that, lor example, Fablanism cver
exercistd any determiming role inside the Labour Farty  (Hohshawm, ibid. ),
let alome that if waz anly the intervention of Sidney and Beatrice Webb,
Barnard Shaw, et al , which prevented the Labour Parly being capiurcd by
Marxism. In facl, ihe dominant idcology of the Labour Party, at least until
the pericd of Wilsonism, was directly determined by the spcial position, and
ideology cormsponding ta it, of povileged, in differing wavy, sections of the
warking class. In the case of syndicalism, however, the relation of social hase
and ideclogy k fakrly clase, The relation of social buse and organisaliomal
form is far more compiex. The transilionzl steps can however be seen in
some of the older “all embreang” trade union movements where, lor eam-
ple.in the Kniphizaf Labour, the conspiratoral forme characteristic of the
petite-baurgenitie are clearly visible, In others the orgemisationsl charscter
prabubly stemmed from the petite-bounmoisie allraction lo “cooperativism”.
Engels — The Role of Force in History, p. 30,

This point 15 of considerable importance a4 it would be 3 fundamental érrar
to belivve that the focus for increasing econamic oppression of the working
class s Always increased economic clashes between labour and capital. On
the contrary, the focus is typically found in structures or deologies posses-
ing & high degree of relative sutanomy fram the strupgle over surplus value,
An increase in the militaney of the proletariat does not Jead 16 o direcl
“averaged” increase of militancy, straggle or apposition (o reformist leader-
ships. Itis mare 1y pically some overfly political event, for example, &
foreign war, which provides the focus for an explosion, The 1505 revolution
in Hussin is an excellent example of this. In other cases it may be a ccandal,
e g the Dveyfus affuir, or actions in some other section of the population,
g students in May 1968 in France, which provides the palitical focis which
creates the explosion.

E. E. Thompson, ibid..p. 260,

Ihid., p. 263

Sex Hobsbawm, op, cil.,p. 232, )

Engels, in Marx and Engels, ap. cit., p.18

In the field of industry s greatest expression was the railways, and the poli-
tical precondilions were laid for this period of expansion when, in | 846, the
industrial bourgeoise drove one more nafl into the coffin of its old allies,
the landowners, by forcing the repeal of the com laws, In trade some idea
af British capitalist dominance can be ganed from the fact thal in the 1880s
three quarters of all shipping using the Suex Canal was Britih awned. (D).
Thompson, p. 140} The 19th century saw o phenomenal expansion of Bri-
tish trade. For example, in the period 1851-71 exports tripled. {Ibd., p.140.)
By 1870 British tmde per head of population was three times as great as that
of Germany or France and four times that of the United States (Hobshawm —
indusery and Empire, p.135). From the se¢ond decads of the 19th century
tothe ninth decade the avernge rate of growth of British industrial produc-
tion was 33% per decade. (Hobsbawm, ap. ci., p.6R).

Cited 5.1.48.

Between 1851 and 1891 another 209G of the population moved to the towns
iHobsbawm, op. ct, p.13),

Engels, 1892 Prefuce to The Condition of the Warking Clzss in England.
Marx noted this development when he wrote in 1878 that; “The English
working class had been pradually becoming more and mare deaply demors-
lized by the period of corruption since 1848 and had at last gol o the point
when il was nothing more than the tail of the Great Liberal Party, i.c., of its
oppressors the capitalists. s dircction bad passed completely inta the hands
of the venal trade union leaders and profesdional agitators. Theése fellows
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shouted and howled behind the Gladstones, Brights, Mundelis, Morleys, ang
the whole gang of factary owners. .." (Merx fo Liehknecht, 11.2.1878, my
emphasis].

Cee FLF. Fennick — The Conpradictions of the Steel Indusery, in: Inrernational,
Vol. 1, No.2. The “lump" is of course an example ol Lhe systemat it still opers
ules,

Hobsbawm — Labonring Men,p. 273,

T. Mann, Meroire, p.l6,

Cited Pelling, op, cit. p.104

Thid., p58.

Engels notes: ** . . the larger the concem, and with it the number of hands,

the greater the loss and inconvenience caused by every conflict between mas-
ter and men: and thus a new spirit came over the masters, especially the large
ones, wiich taught them fo dvoid unnecessary squabhlzs, Lo acquiesce in the
existence and power of trade vnions . . . The larges! manefacturers, logmerly
the leaders of the war against the working class, were now the foremost o
predich peace and harmony.™ (Engels, op, cit., p.19)

5. end B, Webh, op. cit., p.282.

J. Banks — Murxist Socology in Aenion, p, M.

Hobshawm,op. cit., p.299 und Banks, op. dt., p.73,

5. and B, Webb, ap, cit., p.491.

RBanks, op. dt., p.92.

Pelling, op. dt., p.76.

Ihid., p.337.

Agreements based on 4 sliding scale of wages hased on prices, L2, explicit

class collaboration, must be distingusshed from sliding scales based an the cost
of living These latter generally aperate in the mterests of the working class
Banks, op. ¢t p.oL.

Pelling, op. dt., p.85.

Cited Mrernations] Soctaiivm, 48,

1bid.

Engels, in: Marx & Engels, op. vt., p.28.

See in particular the sections in Marx & Engaly on Bnitain, p.2 501,

Mark = The Poverry of Philosopihy,pp. 144-152, Despite his treatment of

the subject here, Marx was still fighting against variants of the theory m L
LB&S and 1875, See forexample: Wages, Price and Profit | and Marx to 1
Engels, 20th  May 1865 { Selecred Corespandence, p. 2L1) for the pole- 8§
mic against Weston, as well as the tamous condemnation af Lazallz’s "lron
Law of Wages™ in' The Crivigue of the Gotha Frogramme,

Marx — The Powerty of Plalosophy, p.150, Marx on several occasions made
statements of the same type: “Buot wath the development of industry the
proletanat not only increases in number, it beeomes concentried in greates
mases, its strength grows and il feels that strength more . . . Thereupon the
workem begin to farm combinations ageinst the bonrgemisie, i, the nal
fruit of the battle lits not in the immediate result but in the expandmng union
of the warkers™ (M.E. 1.,p.143) and "successivaly rising and falling wages,
coupled with the resultant conflicts between industrialists and workers, fose
them into a onited powerful force against the encroachments of the govern-
ing cluss and prevent them from becoming “pitiful mare or less well nou-
tished instruments of production™, (M.E.1., p.150).

“Sefected Works™, p. 43, 1t is interesting 1o note here however, thut Mar
alters considerably the theoretical emphasis placed by Engels in his original
draft of the Manifesto, Engels simply states that the Further the process of
concentration of capital **, .. the greater is the pressure exerciscd by big
industry on wages, which . . . sink to their minimum and therewith render

the condition of the proletariat mereasingly unbeuruble,” {Engels — Principles
af Cammuminn’ pd0), Marx, on the other hand, stresses that no malte
how frequently defeated are the organisations of the proletariat ™ .. . il grows
up again, stronger, firmer, mightier. 11 compels legislative ecognition of par-
ticular interests of the waorkers by taking sdvantage of the divisions hetwesn
the ‘bourgealsie ftself. Thus the ten-hours bill in England was carnied,” (435
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This may reflect some differenge of opinion o Engels nad earligs gxpressed
rithe r similar views to those in the first draft of (he Munifesta when he

wrote that *“The history of thess unions i lang series of defeats af the work-
ing men, interrupted by a few isolated viclories, All these efforts naturally
cannat alter the sconomic law according to which wages are delermined by
the relation between supply and demand in the labour market™. (Merx and
Engely on Britein |, p.2521.

“They {trade umons) fail generally from limiting themselves ta a guerilla wair
aguinst the effects of the existing sy stem, instedad af simultaneously trying

to change it, instead of using their organised forces a5 4 lever for the final
smancipation of he working class”, (Marx = Wages, Price and Frafit |
Seleeted Works, p.229).

Marx o W. Liebknecht, Fobruury L1th, 1878 in:Marx and Engels on Brirain,
p. 555,

Lo,

Marx to Kugelmann, lanuvary | 5th, LB66 — Selected Correspondence p.113.
Engels to F.A, Sorge, | 2th Seplember, 1874 - Selected Correspandence,
p-350.

Engeli to E. Bemnstein, June | Tth, 1879 — Marx and Engely on Britain, p.550,
Engels 10 Bemstein, Angust, LRES — Marx gnd Engely on Britain,p, 556.
Engels to F.A. Sarge, December Fth, 1889 — lbul,, p- 367, Indesd, Engels
become rather euplionic and added that . . . unhke the ald trade unions,
they preet every suggestion of the jdentity aof intercst belween capital and
labour with derision’,

Sex Lislow

Engels, op. cit.

Ihid.

In 1894 Engels noted that: . . . thinge are moving Jhoughsiowly and In Zigeags.
Take far instance Mawdtley, the jeader of the Lancashire 1extile workers, He's
a Tory: in politics Consarvative and in religion a devoul beliewer, Three years
ago thess gentry were violently opposed 1o the eight hour day; today they
vehemently demand it. In a quite recent manifesto Mawdsley, who last year
wis a fieree oppanent of any separale polity for the working cluss, declared
that the textile workers must fake up the question of direct represcntation in
Parlinment . . . As you see, it s the tride union that will enter Parament. 1
is the branch of industry and not the vlass that demands representation. Stll,
it is a step forward™, Engels 10 G. V. Plekhanoy - Marx anel Engrele om Brifain,
p. 583, In this letter Engels expresses an EX tremely crude view when he writes
that: *As soon a3 o dozen brafches ol industry am represented (in Parliament)
class consciousness will ayee of 1fll™.

Engels quotes from this extensively in his 1892 Preface to Condifion of the
Warkfng Class in England.

Nairn concludes that: “This time of collapse and frustration, fram the 18405
to the 1 880s, was decisive for the whale later pattemn of the class-struggle . -
The reason for the extraordinarily formative influence af this perlod is thul in
it the exhausted quiescence of the class struggle coincided with the maximum
florescence of British sociaty in the workl outside. While at home the workers
had been defeated and anoesthetised, and the bourgeoisic had settled into its
heritage, abroad the pawer of Brilsin's écanomic system penctrated into every
corner of the globe . . In this unigque conjuncture, the British SConomic revos
lution was carried oulwards suceessiully whilé 1 social counler-revolution -
umphied at its head and heart.” T, Nabm — The Fateful Meridian, N.L.R.60,
o e S

It for example the period | 850-75 wages pose by approximately one third,
{Cole & Postgate — The Cammon People, p.351.) This represemts 1 consider-
able contrast to the period of the 18305 ar 18408 when it appears that rhe
standard of living of the working class rose practically not gt all and may sc-
tually have fallen, (Fora disenssion see Hobsbawm, op. cit,, Ch. 3 &7

In political terms hoswever mare important than the absolute increpse was the
difTerential increase which accompanied the formation of the laboer aristo-

cracy.
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Engels, in: Marx and Engels, op. cit., p.533. Such o dendency had appearsd
even carlier hwever, For example, a “no politics™ rule was introduced into
the Miners Association in 1842 (E.F. Thompson — "7 Peculfariries of the
English" in: Socialist Register, 1965.)

See Engels in: Marx & Engels, op. cit., p.204.

Cited Pelling, op. cit., p62, my emphasis.

Thid,, p.63.

Thid., p 119,

1, Braunthal — Hiscory of the fntermationsl, Vol.1. pp.114-1164.

1bid., p.198.

N. Krupskaya — Memoirs of Lénin, p.21.

The Communist International nated that: “Among the bourgeoi ldsas with
which the ruling class has succeeded in inoculating the working musses s the
idea of the neutrality of the trode unions, the idea ol theu a-polideal, non
party character,” (Theses on the Trade {Mnine adopted by the Third Cong
reis of the Communist [nternational]

A. Flanders — Trade Urians, 157,

Pelling, op. cit., p.234.

Bmuonthal, op. @it 251,

H. Greling, op. dt., po3.

Nettl - Roar Luxemburg, p. 134,

in Germany (ts incamabion was Karl Legien, the “yrohitect™ of German frade
unionism and first chairman of the General Committee of German Trade Linis
oms. Lepien was notable for gddressing 200 United States congressmen in a
speech which did not mention sodalism onee and was picked out Lor spedal
attack in Lenin's “What should ot be imitated in the Geérman Labensr Mowe-
trent”, (Lenin — C. VoL 20,p-231). In the vonditions of pre-1914 Gennay,
however, even the completely reformist policies of Legicn were abie Lo bring
sucoess in lerms of members and woge increascs. By 1913 the Grerman {rade
unions were involved in aver 13,000 wage negotintions unnually, Wage in-
creases totalled nearly 100% berween 1885 and 1910 and o grateiul member-
ship paid up dues untll by the beginning of the second decade of the twentieth
century the funds of the trade unions totalled 20 limes those of the puriy.
Naturally, there was opposition to Legien's policies, but given boom candi-
tion in Germany for most of this period, and given the enormous gpparatis a
prestige of the 5.P.D., attempts lo &1 op mare pelitical unions campletely fuiled
Cited in W, Kendall — The Brifigh Revolutionery Movement, 1 900-22,p.29,
When Tom  Munn ruised in 1885 the question of the 5.D.F. and the trade
unions and the involvement in the agitation for the eiphi-hourday: “This brou
Hyndman to his feet, He eriticised me severely for my championship of the
trade unions. What were these precious unions? By whom were they led?

By the mast stodgy-brained, dull-witted, and slow-gning time-servers in the
country.” (Mann, ofcit-, .40,

*“The neat speaker was John Ward, the present Col. John Word, M.E. . ..

He was ready to lake action for a physical foroe averthrow, and was certainly
not going o spend time over anything so paltry as an elght-hour day,” (Ihid,
p.d4).

There were, for éxample, General Strikes in support of the saffrage in Belgum
in 1886, 1887, 1891, 1893 and 1902, A General Sirike for wndversl franchise
was held in Sweden w 1902, Interestingly enough histoncally the first context
in which the General Stnke was striausly posed was also cancerned with the
franchise. This was at the Chartist Conventlon in February 1839, This had
been merely in the context of some sther wild talk concaming forms of act
However, the ides did begin to be seriously discussed and on the rejection of
the second chartist petition calling for adull male suffrage a group of workess
in Ashton-under-Lyne, who were on strike (or a totally different reaton, dec
lared the necessity for a strike to implement the charter, They were al anee
supported by workers in Manchester, and the rest of Lancashire, the Patterics,
areas of Yorkshire and Wales and by the Scoitish miners. The strike was -
bataged by the middle class keaders of the Chartists, and as o result 1500 pec-
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ple were arrested and 79 transported to Apstraliu. Nevertheless, the seeds

of the thought of stike action lor political ends had been sawn,

Schmidt of the German delegates at the Amsterdam Congress of the Interna-
tional simply declared that the question of a General Strke was not even dis-
cussahle, (Braunthal ,op.cit., p.2948),

For example, the lollowing is a description of the 1886 Belgian General Strike:—
“For some dayx the province of Halnaut presented the dramatic spectacle of a
Fullscale war, Martial law was prociaimed in the lowns, town halls were oc-
cupied by the army, soldics were camped in the vards of factores and around
pit-heads, squadrans of cavalry patralled the streels. The shals af the soldiers

. put down the workers' nsing in lerron,™ (H. Pirenne — Mieroire de el

gigue, cled in Braunthalap.cit., n2100, State repression wis massave with
lezderr belnp gven 20 years solitary conlinemmenl. In 1893 bivody clashes again
brake out in snotherGeneral Strikelor the ranchise. The climax in Belgium
cam in another General Strike of 1901 This had its arigivs in spanlanoos o p-
risirgs arlsing from fury at the bowgesisic's blocking of electoral reform. 1t was then
made aflicial by the party, The povernment wis agnin well prepared and used
ever 60,000 troops in the struggle.

See. La Lwite de Rose Luxermnburg conire b bureascratie syndioele alle raande
in; Ve lo bureawcraiic, Cahiers Rouge, Na.3).

Sex Lenin — Trade Union Newtrality, C. Works, Vol. 13, p.460.

See Rosa Luxemburg — Sacial Reform ar Revolution, section on "Coaper
atives, ks, De pmcracy

SceF. F. Ridley = Revolurionary Syndicalien: b Franee, p.25, and the review
of the book by P, Frank In: defermarionel, Yol1, No.4.

Seo F. Morraw — Revedurian gnd Connter-flevolurion in Spain, pp.31-47,
Trotsky — The Revolution in Spain; and Trotsky — The Lessons af Spain,

See A, Whitman —Labopr Farfics 1827.34; 1. Lasletl — [Labour and the Lefr,
especially p.241-279, L. WollT - Lackous, p. 14, 1, L. Kombluh - Rebel
Faices, Chapt.l; and LP. Cannon — E. V. Debs—The Socklivi Morement of

iz Thine,

See A, Jones —freland before 1906" in: Imtermatfonal, Vol 1, Na.§, espedally
pp- B4,

V. StJobn —Political Perties and the ] W. W, cited in Kombluh, op.at. p.43,
el Foatnote 61 above, Haywood similarly went out of his way ta deny that
the 1.W. W, was o politiczl organisbion - ibid. p-50.

1.P, Cannon ~ The First Ten Years of A merfam Cormaunism, pp. 288-292,
Ridiey, op.oit., p.S0

For example, James Connolly defines 2 political party as *men and women who
meet topether to formulate & policy and a programme to vote upon” (Socalism
mzde Fagy, p,29), and states that he is opposed to this and insizad looks “lor-
ward 1o the time when évery economic organisation will have its Palitical Com-
mitter, just as it has its Organisation Commitiee or its Strike Committes.™ [Ibid.
P29} He shows the particolar distingtion he has in mind between politics and
economic struggle when he stales thal: “'IT IS THEREFORE ABSOLUTELY
INDISPENSABLE FOR THE EFFICIENT TRAINING OF THE WORKING
CLASS ALONG CORRECT LINES THAT ACTION AT THE BALLOT BOX
SHOULD ACCOMPANY ACTION IN THE WOR KSHOP." (Ibid. p.28). Here
again, just as for the Social Democruls, politics and trade unionism are seen as
parallel petivities s pamled by the arena in which they occur, (See also D, R.
O'Connar Lysaght —“The Unorthadoxy of fames Conmolly®' in: Internasional,
VoL, No,3, especially pp.14-19). A similarly eclectic formulation ean be found
in Haywood in the following passage. When aiked if the LW.W. has the same
attitude to politics as the A F.L. the reply was: The Industrial Workem of the
World I8 an economiy arganisation withoul any alfilintion with any pelitical
party or any non-poblitical sect. 1 as an industrialics zay that Industrial unionism
is the broadest possible political intespretation of the working-class political
pawer, because by anmnizsing the workers industrially you st ones enfranchise
the workers in the shops, you at onee give the black men who are disenfranchised
polilically @ voice in the opermtion of the industries; and the same would extaggd
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to every worker, That to my mund is the kind of political action athat the warl
ing class wants. You must not be contenl to come to the ballal box on the fis
Tuesday after the Mrst Monday in Nowember, the ballol box erecied by the ca
talist class, puandal by the eapitalist henchmen, and deposit your ballot to be
pounted hy the Mack-minded (hugs, and say, “That i3 political action™ You
musl protect your ballot with an organisaton that will enforce the mandajes ol
your cliss. T wanl poliical achon Ehal counts, | wanla warking class that can
hotd an election every day if they want tv." W. Huywomnd — The General Srrike
in: KEornbluh, op.cit., p.45. MHere also, despite the confused formululions, Hej-
wood acoepis the delinition of pala izl action as concered with "f"ﬂliﬂﬂ'. This
all the more important in that Haywoed wos probably pulibonfly ome of the
mast clear of The LW.W. lemders, He wad, for example, ong af the fow (o re-
alise the imporisncs of the Communist Party. (See J, P, Cannon — The Firmi
Ten Years of American Comnumirm, p.303, und Haywood's autobiography
Chapt. 24.)

An example of the completely utopian concepts of the General Strike pre-
valent amongsi the syadicalists in the following description by Eugene Gue-
mnd. *Inan altempt to defend factodes, workshops and warehousey, the

army would disperse Its forces. ‘The mere threal by the warkers te destzoy
railway lines and signalling equl prent would compel (he government to

spread fts troops over 39,000 kilometers of the French railway svstem. An
army of 300,000 men defending 19 million metres of railway truck wouhl
mean one man to geery 130 metres, with |30 matres sparating each man
from his neighbour. In these conditions the government would be unable

to protect the warchouses and fuctones. The tawns waold be 12l undeden

ded and the revolutionary workers in the towns would have the leld to
themselves.” Cited Braunthal, op.cit. p.291.

In practice, even the doctrinaire de Leonite S.L.I. was foreed in Erilain 1o
scrept the exiting union structure. (See Kendall, op.at., Chapt.4). The
Workers Union similarly was soon forced to drop its explicit Muming ol eoo
nomic wnd political erganisation. (See Hyman, op.l, ChaplI).

Cited Pelling,op.cit.. p.94.

See Hobgbawm — Labourtng Mewn, p. 179,

). Morran ~NATSOPA- Sevenip-Five Yeord, p.30

hid., p.34.

Ibid., p.42

R. Hyman — The Workery Union, p.9%.

Ibid., p.16.

Ibid., p.73.

l'll:llﬂlll'i\"l'lh up,ul,,p. | 32 ﬁj'h‘l 18 1 ‘?ﬂ..

hid. p.191.

Marx to Engels. 9.4.1863, Selected Correspondence, p.171.

Hobabawm, op, cit., p.179.

See Kendall, op. cit., Chapt, 142, and B. Pribeceyic — The Shop Srewards
Movement and Workers Congrol 1910-22. passim.

Krupsikaya notes for example, thal “Vidimir llyich was interested in the
minutest detail describing the conditions and life of the workers. Takmg

the features separately he endeavoursd to grasp the life of the workerasa
whale-he tried (o find whal one could seize upon in order betler (o ap-
proach the worker with revolutionary propaganda. Most of the inteliecinals
of those davs badly understood the workers. An intellectual wauld come o

u circle and read the warkers a kind of lecture. For o long time a oxnuscripl
of Engel’ bookket, The Origin of rhe Family, Private Property, and the State
was passed round the ircles. Viadimir llyich read with the workers from
Marx's Capisal and explained it to them, The second hali’ of the studies was
devated o the workers' questions about their work and labour conditions,

He showed them how their life was Enked up with the entire stracture of sa-
clety, and told them in what manner the existing order could be transformed.
The combination of theary with practice was the particular feature of Via
dimir llyich's work in the circles . .. The method of agitation on the basis of



the wotkers' every day necds hecame rooted deeply in aur worl."™
1K.rumkllrl,lop.:tt..p.11}. She alko criticises Ihal:;]':mrmlh --ET: implication
other Wen I:.urpp&an Socialist Parties because: “They thought the work of
the Party was simply the pulitical struggle. They had not the slightest notion
i:;:;r I;- n;:!-;l}' far connecting up the econamic and political suu#h:."
. Seg esalution an Taclics of the
(185} See P, Bois —FLg grave Rénaiale @ aveil ré J;'—-#M.{d wArERE
(106} See H. Wicks “Britfsh Trorskyizm in the "70r™ in: rernatfonsl Vall, Nod.
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The Permanent
Arms Economy

Omne of the by-products of the current resurgence in the class struggle has
been an increasing concern o develop and criticise Marxist Theory, Con-
sequenily, many old dogmas fostered by the lefi are beginning Lo wane.
Bul theoretical battles are not won automatically; an miensive and deh-
berate struggle for the development of Marxist Theory is a pnme necessity.

The International Socialisin group has proctaimed two major shibboleths,
the theory of state capitalism and the theory of the permanenl arms ¢co
aomy. During recent months the latter theory has faced criticism from
inside, as well as outside, the IS group. As testimony to the level on which
the dispute has been conducted by the 15 leadership, so far they have con-
tinually delayed publishing D. Yaffe's important article on the subject n
their theoretical journal. YafTe raises a number of zignificant points, bul
an the whole our analysis differs in a number of imporiant respecis

Analysis of the theory has not only been inhibited by censorship. The
failure of the IS leadership to produce an adequate and rigorous statement
of their theory for over a decade and a half, despite the fact that they have
preached on the role of arms from many a pulpit, impairs any lull debate
on the nature of modern capitalism.

POSTULATES OF THE i§ THEORY

About fifteen years ago T. Cliff produced a short article on the economic
effects of arms production]. His argument was clearly based upon the
underconsumptionist notion of crisis, backed up by a quotation from

Marx. According (o CIiff, capitalist crises arise because a greater and great-
er propostion of the social income falls into the hands of the capitalist classs
end this is devoted 1o the accumulation of capital. As this produclive po-
tential is amassed . after a period of time acewmulation leads to the rela-
tive overproduction of consumer goods 2.
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The effect of the arms budget is to generate a number of workers’ ncomes,
partly from the arms industry itsell, and partly from the consumer and
service industries required to meet this increased demand. This increase in
purchasing power, Cliff asserts, temporarily alleviates the crisis of “over-
production” and prevents violent recessions in the economy.

Chil provides a number of reasons why arms production, rather than any
other government expenditure, is the most effective stabiliser of modem
capitalism: it does nol compete with private interests, it maintains the lavel
of production of heavy industry which is otherwise more subject to severs
fluctuations, it does not add to the productive capacity of capitalism or the
output of mass consumer goods, it is an important factor in the defence
and extension of capitalist markets, and finally all major countries are
forced to enter the arms race and bear the economic disadvantages, as well
as the advantages.

Having briefly expounded on the stabilising efTects of arms production,
CLlf proceeds ta list the consequent economic and social difticulties. He
suggests that arms production may stimulate an advance in production tech-
nique, which in turn would require a greater proportion of the national fo
be spent on armaments. In this situation the capitalist class would face the
chaoice of either increasing arms expenditure and risking social unrest, or
reducing it and falling into a slump. In addition Cliff suggests that the pres-
sure of world competition could force the capitalist class to reduce arms
expenditure.

Despite the fact thal CHlT makes many sensible assertions, his the., y is
based upan the dubious notion of underconsumption; and it is not integ-
rated into the tradition of Marxist economic theory. The rate of profit is
not mentioned, or Marx's hasic theory of capitalist crisis: “the law of the
falling tendency of the rate of profit’, It is not a Marxist approach that is
evident from the work, it is permeated with 1M, Keynes' theory of effec-
tive demand, 1t was the latter economist, not Marx, who suggested that
planned government expenditure could rid capitalism of severe slump and
high unemployment.

Another staterment of the theory was presented by M. Kidron only a few
vears ago 3. Unlike CIiff, this writer tries to relate his theory to the rate of
profit, although the underconsumptionist aspect still stands supreme.

The new argument that Kidron dewelops is concerned with the effect of
arms production on the formation of the general rate of profit in the eco-
nomy. (The general rate of profit is the Marxist term for the resultant rate
of profit in the economy after it has been equalised in every sector.) In the
third volume of Capitel Marx argues that the general rate of profit is formad
by considering the social capital as a whole, hence in Marx’s mode! all sec-
tors of production play a part in determining the general rate of profit. In
contradistinction, Kidron adduces the arguments of L. von Bortkiewicz4
and P, SraiTa® that the conditions of production in the “luxury™ sector
play no part in determining the general rate of profit, and as arms do not
enter into the production of any other commeodity, they can be considered
as "luxuries”. Kidron then asserts that the average organic composition of
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capital in the economy can increase asa result of arms production, withoul
any decline in the rate of profit. (For a discussion of the concept of the
organic composiLion of capital, see Appendix 1) In this way arms prodigs
tiom averls any crisis due to @ rising organic composition of capital, which
in other circumatances would cause 3 decline in the rate of profit, and

capitalism iz stabilised.

Kidron's theary is considerably confused, and as a result, 3 great deul of
confusion has been perpeirated. Much of this stems from the inadequate
development of Marxist economic theory, so we musl devote considerable
space to this aspect,

But first we shall deal with the real comerstone of the theory —the notion
of nndercomsumption.

THEORIES OF UNDERCONSUMPTION

Rosa Luxembirg was one of the first Marxists Lo develop a theory of under-
consumiption® . She argued that the capitalist sysiem depends upon rem-
fiants of other non-capitalist forms of production for its strvival, In par-
ticular these non-capitalist-societies provide murkers for goods produced

in capitalist economies. As capitalism exiends its own power and influence,
espacially through the vse of militarism and war, it destroys e veny elements
upon which its survival depends. Asall ot herformsol productionare crushed.
and capital pains universal power, the system breaks down as a resull ol its
own inherent diffienities in the sphere of the circulation of commodities.

Her argument, however, has a dubious foundation. It 15 based upon her
erroneous assertion that unadulterated capitalist re production is impossible,
even in theory 7. Her assertion flows from several setious mistakes: she,
makes some crucial arithmetic errors®, and, as Bukharin pointed out9. she
risunderstands the process of expanded reproduction and assumes that an
increase in the value of labour-power does not affect the hasic condition of
expanded reproduction.

The central thread running through Rosa Luxemburg's analysis is that she
shifts attention from the process of production and concenlrates on the
problems of cinculation. Unlike Marx, who thought that the crisis of the
capitalist system was rooted in its relations of production, she argues thal
the process of circulation is decisive. And this is the central element in all
theories of undercomsumption; they break the conpection between produc-
tion and circulation and regard them as independent processes.

[he error is displayed in the crude underconsumption theory, which suggests
that since the workers receive as wages only part of the new value they pro-
duce, the development of the market always falls behind the scale of prao-
duction. Such an argument is not uncommon on the Marxist left. Propo-
nents of this theory forget that the surplus can be disposed of by other
means, The capitalists can purchase goods for their own use, of accumulate
(invest) the surplis. The crude underconsumptionist view serves (o demon-
strate the existence of permanent overproduction and the irmpoissibility of
capitalist reproduction.

Perhaps the most popular version of the theory, however, is thal presented
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by P. M. sweezy10, He claims that the ratio

rate of growth of output of consumption gonds

rate of growth of means of production

remains approximately stable, whereas the capitalisis invest in such a manner
that the ratio
rate of growth of consumption

rite of growth of means of production

steadily declines, It follows that there would be a tendency lor consumption
to lag behind the production of co sumer goods, resulting in overproduction
and crisis,

In addition, Sweezy produces a sacond, mathematical, argument for under-
consumption, based oo the work of Otto Baver. His thesis rests on the as-
sumptions that there is & steady increase in ssvings az a proportion of incomes,
and thal capitalists’ mcome as a proportion of tolel income also increases.

What is the empirical justification for these assumptions?
Ficstly, several sets of data indicare that the ratio

mte of prowth of vutpul of consumption goods

rate of growth of means of production

has not rerained stable, on the contrary it has clearly declined!!, The oul-
put of means of production has grown at a much faster rate than the output
of consumption goods. Sweezy’s first formulation of a theory of undercon-
sumption falls like a house of cards, as the first assumption is refuted by the
facts,

Secondly, empirical evidence does not confirm the assumplion that savings
as a proportion of tolal mcome have increased 11, Furthermore, thisis a
highly unrealistic and rigid assumption.

Lack of empirical verification, however, 13 not the only fault of undercon-
sumption theory. It is also completely unsound from the methodolagical
paint of view.

There is no doubt that the phenomenon of unsalable stocks of goods is evi-
dent in all serious capitalist crises. Bul is there a long term trend towards
the accumulation of unsalable stocks? The question must be answered in
the negative. since, during 1 boom most commaodities are in short supply.
Production and consumption interact during the trade cycle; in part, one
determines the other, whereas Sweezy and the other underconsumptionists
charactenistically break the ties between production and consumption.

Thirdly, if overproduction is associated with crises, that does not prove that
underconsumption is their cause. In reality it is largely a result, Marx asserts

repeatedly throughout Capital that capitalist erises are rooted in the relations
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of production that constitute the essence of capitalist production. The
whale revolutionary content of Capifal rests on the assertion thal capitalism
contains its own cause of crisis: “The real barrier of capitalist production
is capital itselr,” 14

In the Marxist sense, capilal is o social reletfon, and as underconsumiption
theory is not rooted in this relation it must be discarded, for methodolog-
cal reasons, & the essential cause of papitelic? crisis

THE RELEVANCE OF THE TRANSFORMATION PROBLEM

We shall now tum to Kidron's major argument; that the arms sector of
production plavs no part In forming the general rate ol profit, To con-
sider this we must deal with the transformation problem.

A greal deal of the confusion over the tansformation problem arises
from (he fact that different authors have ditferent views ol what the
problem actually 15. All authors agree that it deaks with the issue of com
paring values with prices in circumstances where they cannot be equal.
They all agree that for the purposes of illustration i s permssible o
assume that the rate of profil is equal in every firne But they canaaot
agree of it is justifiable, or even necessary, 1o assume that the econamy
s in equilibrium, and if so precisely what type of cquilibrium?

Let us first consider Marxs solution: In the third volume of Capital
Marx presents us with examples of different sectors of production with
different organic compositions of capital. The crucial assumption thar
Marx makes is 1o consider the whole svonomy as “a single 1otal capital213
This assumption seems reasonable, bul Marx supplies no jusiification fo
it. In fact, elsewhere, Murx repentedly asserts that capital cannot exist
except in the form of a number of separate capitals  From Marx's assump-
tion it follows the generl rate of profit (the actual rate of profit formed
alter il has been equalised between sectors of the economy) is equal 1o
the average rate of profit for the whole economy

The prices of production are then formed by distributing the surplus
value amongst the sectors of the economy in proportion to the size of
their capitals, that is in proportion to the total constant and variable
capital invested

With these assumptions it follows that total value is equal 1o 1otal price
of all commodities. However, Marx supplies no reasons why this equali-
ty should hold. His assumptions musi be regarded as being convenienl,
hut not necessarily vahd,

What is the snag in Marx's solution to the transformation prohlem? Lel
us consider the next production cyele, after prices and profits have been
determined in the manner described above, The rate of profit, especial-
Iy from the capitalists’ point of view, will not be conceived of in terms
of value but as a ratio between prices. Hence, duning the next time peri-
od, the relative prices of production of different commodities will enter
into the computation of the rate of profit. This refutes Marx's mathad
of computing the rate of profit in terms if its average value compos-
ition, Marx's soluticn is not an equilibriurn solution, for prices will
change in a disproportional manner (rom one production period Lo

the next.
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E. Mandel 16 has put forward an example of the transformation of
values into prices, based upon Marx's solution, which suffers from all
the forementioned defects. In addition, the solution imposes arbitrary
changes in prices, and the organic composition of capital, in the different
sectors. Mandel, in defending Marx, has failed to supply an equilibrium
salution to the problem.

L. von Bortkiewicz presented his solution in 190717. Despite several

| inadequacies, his solution is essentially an equilibrium solution. because
I the prices of each unit of embodied labour remain constant. 1t ix not
necessary (o deal with his solution in detail, but the important advance
he makes is to define the rate of peofit in terms of prices. whilst the rute
of exploitation and the organic composition of capital remain defined

i terms of values. Bortkiewicz's solution thus expresses the dicholomy
and contradiction between value and price, an essential aspect of the
Marxist analysis of capitalism

An imporiant corollary follows from Bortkiewice's solution: the gener-
al rate of profit is not directly determined by the conditions of produg-
tion in those industries which do not directly or indirectly contnbute

to the make-up of the real wage. In other words the organic composition
of capital in the luxury and armaments industries do not directly affect
the general rate of profit. From this Kidron concludes thal the organic
composition. of capital in the armaments industry can increase without
any decrease in the general rate of profit, and without crealing the con-
ditions for a crisis,

Before we examine Kidron's assertion, we must continue Lo discuss the
validity of Bortkiewice's solution, There are twa important objections
to the latter. Firstly, Bortkiewicz assumes that the #conomy s in sum-
ple reproduction, and secondly he excludes the cost of constant capital
stock from his definition of the rate of profit. In reality, capital stock,
as opposed 1o used up capital, or capital flow, is the largest single com-
ponent of investment, and the largest single element forming the rate
of profit,

A third objection, that in this solution total price does not equal total
value, is based upon the same unsubstantiated and unproved assertion
made inCapital . This objection can be dismissed on the grounds that
the definition of the price unit is an arbitrary matter, what concems us
Is the ratio between the prices of different commodities of value one
unit, Also, in the real world, this assertion denies the possibility of ge-
neral price inflation, without a similar increase in values,

Other wrilers, such as Mandel, argue that a solution to the transformation
problem should contain the phenomenon of changing prices. But unless
the prices all rise or fall a1 the same rate, or remain static, such a hapha-
zard phenomenon cannot be included in an illustrative solution to the
transformation peoblem for a static or expanding economy in equilibrium.
However, the dynamic interrelationship batween prices and values, in a
situation of disequilibrium, is an important area where empirical and
theoretical research is needed. The transformation problem, as we have
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interpreted it, covers the limited and abstract ground ol cconomic equ-
libriurm.

In 1948 J. Wintemitz altered the Borikiewiez transformation =o that il
also applied 1o expanded reproduction ! ¥ rhus removing one of its defi
ciencies,

Yaffe, Dobb 19, and May 20 have argued that none of the items in a re-
production scheme can be considered as independent of the others, and
hence the conditions of production in all industries play 8 part in deter-
mining the penesal rate of profit. This is not true il constant ¢apital
stock is included in the scheme.. The amount of ¢onstant capital stock

in the luxury and arms sector is not dependent on the values in the othes
departments. In other words if the conditions of production in the other
departments are defined, no feasible amonnt of constant capilal stock in
the luxury and arms sector will rulz out the possibilily of econamic equi-
libriunt. In general, the Bortkiewice corollary is valid if his solution o
the transformation problem 5 cortected

Despite all this, Kidron™s repetition of the corollary is completely irrelevani.

If the general rate of profit is directly affected only by rhe conditions ul
production in those industries that are directly or indirectly invelved in the
production of the real wuge, there is nothing to slop the vrganic compos-
tion of capital in those industries rising {or falling), indepeadently of rhe
conditions of production in the arms industry, thus causing a fall (or rise)
in the rate of profit, even if an ¢quilibrium state is maintained

Kidron has not shown that the existence of extensive armiarments produes
tion can inhihit ar postpone @ fall in the general rare of profit. On ilie con J
trary, new rechniques of prodection brought inro the arms sector, associared
with a high organic composition of capital, are ikely to diffuse into oiher
sectors, as Kidron himself asserts2) causing @ more rapid decline in the rate
of prafit. 21

ARMS PRODUCTION AND IMPERIALISM

The “Keynesan Kevolution™ in economic theory has been associated with
a declared polity of successive British Governments since the Second
World War 1o mmintain unemployment at a low level by state expenditure.
In practice, as in most of the developed capitalist countries, these expen-
ditures have largely been devoted to armaments. For instance, in Britain
6.5 per cent, and in the USA 10 per cent, of the Gross Mational Producl
consisls of military expenditures,

Cliff and Kidron offer no explanation of the motivation for this expen-
diture. This state of affairs can only be understood if we accept the view
that since 1917, portion after portion of the world has been torn from the
grip of capitalist imperialism. In these areas, non-capitalist states have bee
established without the scourge of capitalist overproduction and slump.
The capitalist class feels threatened by the impending march of revolution
which will purge these evils from more areas of the world. The mainte-
nance of near full employment has become necessary, from the point of
view of the capitalist class, (o maintain their ideological dominance, and
check the mass acceptance of socialist ideas.
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The IS leaders suggest that the economic benefits of imperialism are expen-
ded, and that arms production has replaced imperialism as the new ' stabi-
liser™. Apart from the fact that their analysis of imperialism is not in ac-
viord with a eritical analysis of the avalable data 23 | ithe acteal morivarion
for arms expenditure is ignored, instead they concentrate exclusively on
the funceion of arms expenditure. Their methodology, therefore, bears

a close resemblance to that of bourgeols social science.

Arms production is nol unrelated to the historical development of imper-
ialist capitalism, it is not a new Lwenty-year miracle cure for capilalism’s
problems. It is related 1o the desire 1o safeguard the world market from
the challenge of the non-capitalist bloc and the colonical revolution. The
dynamic of arms production is directly and inseparably related to imper-
falism.

In an attempt to bring Marsasm “up to date’, Cliff and Kidron have erected
a vulgar un-Marxist theory of underconsumplion, and completely misunder-
stood the nature of the imperialist epoch in which they live. Bul if we re-
ject their theory, the crucial role of arms production must not be ignored.
This exposition would be inadequate if we did not examine the true role

of arms in the development of modern capitalism.

ARMS PRODUCTION AND CRISIS

The recent phenomena of rapid price inflation, recurrent financial crises,
and relatively high unemployment have led the IS leaders 1o understate the
slabilizing effects of anns production. In 1968 Kidron regarded such ele-
ments of instability as 2 “smudge on the horizon™24, In the lead article in
International Socialism 49 (Autumn 1971) the “close of a prolonged peri-
| od of stable and relatively peacelul conditions™ is announced 25,

Furthermore, an interesting change in the theory takes place. Whereas ClifT

in his 1957 article2® suggests that arms *‘may encourage a big advance in

general technique and with it increasing pressure towards a stemp” | in inter-

nationgl Socwlism 46 we are told that “inventions become relatively more |
specialised and less useful for non-military purposes™. As a result “the ex- |
pansionist effect of the permanent arms economy declines aver time™ 27,

On one hand we are told that arms production brings technological advances,

(and presumably a rising organic composition of capital and a declining rate

of profit) thus preparing a slump. On the other hand we are told, more re-

cently, that after an initial impetus given to technological advance the effect

wears off, restraining increases in productivity and producing a lower rate of

growth. The conclusion is the same, but the theory regarding the cause is |
completely different. In characteristic fashion, 15 theory accomplishes ano- |
ther zigzag, but pretends that the truth has always been known, |

We sugpest two reasons for this change in the theory. Firstly, the complete
inahility of the IS leadership to use their theory to develop a perspective for
western capitalism, (witness Kidron's “smudge on the horizon™ statement)
has meant that they have had to alter the theory to fit the facts. And se-
condly, the inadequate state of their theory has led them to borrow the no-
tion of the expansionist effects of technological advance in the immediate

post-war period, from other, more eminent, Marxist economists,




® What in reality, has been the effect of post-war technological innovation on
the rate of profit? Unfortunately only a little empirical and theoretical re-
search has been done, and a final anwer cannot be given. However, 5. H. M
has produced some stalistics for the US Economy which show a number of
clear trends. This data, which is in accord with data from other sources, is
partly reproduced i Appendix 2. Inspection of this data shows that there

has only been a slight increase in the organic composition of capital since the
War, it the rate of exploitation has declined significantly. As a result, them
has been a fall in the rate of profit, muinly due to the decrease in the rate of
exploitation,

It is avident rhat the technalogical advanees in recent years have oaly pro-
moted & slight merease in the organic composition of capital, Marx assumes,
without explanation, that the advance of mechanisation and technelogy will
bring a large increase in the organic composition of capital. This was rrue

fior the USA, at least up to 191928 Bur it is true no longer. The reasom tor
this, in bourgeois aconomic hargon, is that technical inpovation has becnme
maore “capital-saving” and less “lahoursaving''29 |n Marxist tarms this means
that the walue of the constant capital involved in the production of one unit
of a commodity decreases more than that of the varisble capital, Hence “ca-
pital-saving™ innovation can cause a fall in the organic composition of capital.

Despite many predictions and assertions, the increase in the productivity of
labour has not enabled the capitahst class o merease the rate of axplairation,
One thing above all has maintained this state of affairs: the existence of low
unemployment levels.

There is no doubt that arms production has been the largest single direct
cause of low unemployment. Furthermore, in providing a positive lower
limit, or *floor’, to investment, arms production eliminated severe economic
fluctuations in the past twenty years. The forces leading to depression have
bean checked by state expenditure: State financed incomes set a lower li-
mit to consumption, and state promoted investment maintained a level of
economic growth. By deliberate policy, an attempt was made to counterba-
lance any sudden reduction in private investment by an increase in invesi-
ment in the staie sector.

However, whilst reducing the severity of economic fluctuations, stale inter-
vention has not eliminated the trade cycle altogether, or much reduced the
extent of the drop in production at the onset of a recession. Mandel has
shown that in the first nine months of every penodic recession in the USA
since the Second World War, industrial production dropped between 7.4 and
13.1 per cent, whereas in 1929, in the first nine months after the Great Crash,
the drop in industrial production was 15.9 per cent, 30

The continued existence of the trade cycle is largely a result of the delay in
progessing and producing economic data for govemment use, For instance,
it may be several weeks before the state perceives an important drop in pri-
vate investment, by which time the crisis has already gathered momentuni.

In preventing severe crises arms production has also reduced the extent of




the boom. For econumic slump creates the very conditions for econamic

recovery. unemployment tends to Inhibit the struggle of the working

class for better wages and conditions, and it is usually assocmted

with u rise in the rate of exploitation and u corresponding rise in

the rate of profit. The unextensive use of constant cupital stock during a

recession tends to lower interest rates and eventually provide another spur
to economic recovery and boom.

In addition, by lowering the rate of exploitation and restricting the amount
of surplus value available for accumulation, state expenditure has lowered
the upper limit, or ceiling, to the rate of growth. (5ee Appendix 1.) The
truncation af boom and slump has reduced the difference between the maxi-
mum and minimum rates of economic growth,

Arms production has also given rise o sustained high rates of currency in-
flation. An increase in armaments expendilures can increase the amount of
purchasing power, by employing more workers, without ereating an additional
supply of commaodities on the open market. Total income increases withoul

a corresponding rise in the numberof goods. In such 2 situation prices are
likely 1o rise.

Inflation is also encouraged when the preduction of means of production and
consumer goods falis. whilst the level of arms production is maintained. In
this situation prices tend 1o rise because total income is declining fess rapidly
than the outpur of goods destined for the open market. As government poli-
cy usually ensures that state investment will actually increase whilst produc.
tion In general declines, the inflationary effects can be exacerbated.

A highly interdependent economic system, and low unemployment in the
past, have viled the wheels of inflation set in motion by the increase in arms
expenditure. The recent recession, and the increasing militancy of the work-
ing class, have not allowed the wheels Lo stop.

In a situation where cyclival variations are not allowed to reach their full span,
the existence of persistent inflation can only lead to economic stagnation, pune-
punctuated by frequent currency crises and recessions. High rates of invest-
ment gre discouraged by high interest rales, nsing prices, and economic un-
certainty. Arms production can only be continued al the expense of the

forces working lowards the recovery from stagnation. The reduction of arms
production would bring the system near the abyss of severe crisis,

Mande!l writes: “The dilemma confronting the state in the age of declining
capitalism is the choice between crisis and iflation. The former cannot be
avoided without intensilying the latter." 31

We can start to understand the nature of the current crisis if our analysis
combines the following elements: Arms production, the continuance of
muffled cyclical variations, unabating inflation, and the existence of a con-
fident working class emerging (rom twenty years of ¢conomic boom.

Unlike the pronouncements of the 1S leaders, such an analysis will not be

used 10 cover every eventuality. In the 1950 the theory of the permanent
arms econonmy was uséd to explain the boom, in the 1970% it iz used 1o ex-
plamn the recession. Without recourse to factual data, and a concrete exami-
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nation of the development of modern capitalism, such a theory is a void, 2
g,gg..h.ﬂdgui and an impediment to the development af a Marxist understand-
ing of the world in which we live,

G. Hodgson
March 1972,
APFENDIX 1.
A Note on the Fundamental Quantitative Ratios
Wa shall let,

v = variable capital,

5 = surplus value,

¢ = constant capital Mow, i.e., used up constant capital,

k = constant capital stock
The rate of exploitation is usually defined as s/v, but it is preferable, lor
mathematical reasons, to define it as 5/(s + v}, We shall let

where e is the rate of exploitation.
Definitions of the organic composition of capital abound, such as k/'v and
cf(c + v), but these are dependent on the raal wage. Il we intarpret the or-
ganic composition of capital as ‘stock of constant capital per man’ in value
terms, then
Y
T siv
where g is the organic composition of capital. Another useful ratio would
be
I-. -
F+ W
this we shall denote by the letler 1.
The rate of profit, according to Marx’s definition 32 s given by the tollowing
gquation

]

Tktcty

where p is the rate of profit, as long as we assume that the turnover period
is unity. It follows that

Three more variables are defined as follows:

g = the rate of growth,
3, = accumulated surplus value,




L

1 a=_" = the rate of accumulation.
5

Now s, = [k + ¢ +vig. 1t follows that

E=ap.
As the maximum magnitude of the rate of accumulation is unity,
when all the surplus value is accumulated, the maximum rate of growih
is equal to the rate of profitin value terms.

AFPENDIX 1L

Data for the US Economy

The following data was prepared by 8. H. Mage The value definitions for
¢ and q are the same as Appendix |1, The rate of profil, p, is not the general
and actual rate of profit, as it is computed in value terms, bul il displays a
close correspandence with the katler, The actual rate of profit is deaoted

by p.
| Year e'% q p % [Es
1500 19.7 367 1k 129
1905 318 Llb 12U 1352
1910 4049 318 129 5.0
1915 319 3.51 1.1 127
1920 29.6 3.65 h.l 9.6
1925 29.9 195 7.4 0,4
1930 0.9 447 (TR 9.0
1035 22.7 4.92 4.5 6.5
194} 25.6 4.04 &3 9.6
1945 23.0 .64 8.7 11.1
1950 19.8 345 5.7 7.0
1955 212 3.64 5.8 B0
1960 19.7 4,20 4.7 0y

It is likely that the high values of the organic composition of capital in 1930
1935, 1940, and 1960 are attributable to underutilisation of constant capital
stock, On this hasis the slight upward trend in q is even less significant.
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MARX & ENGELS ON IRELAND,
Lawrence & Wishart. £1.50 p.

It is pleasant to be able to congratu-
latz the C.P.G.B. for something more
than its re publication of the late Mi
Juckson’s masterplece an |rish feudal-
ism. During the past year, its publish-
mg houw has produced two warks of
gréater rebevance thon his. Indeod thoy
are books of absohite importance for
any sovialisl student of Irish history
C. Desmond Greaves,'Liasm Mellows

& the lrish Revolution and the collec-
lion of Marx & Enpels’ writings ¢
the Irish question, A purist might
remark that this rush of publicatons
is prompled by the topical situation:
that indeed the scond one should
have been published long ago; but he
would be merely nit-picking The
books are well worth the waiting,

Mr. Greaves® book will be reviewed
elsawhere. OF the Marx & Enpele” col-
le¢tion, it most be sadd firstly, that
every Lnsh Soclalist with pretensions
to Marxism must read i 1 be can®t
afford the price, he should borrow it
froam the library. Here there is much
that fas been published belore bt
grven @ new and revealing context,

somw [hat has been published, but
only in imited drculation and o ol
particularly on the period of the domi-
nancs of the Irish Pariamentary Party,
thal has not been published previously,
in English. As a2 bonus, there are the
famous letters of ], Williams™

[Jenny Marx) that played wich a major
rile in the relesss of Jepemiah O Dana-
van Raisa and of his fellow Fenian
prisoners.

Through this werk, the Disbechical Ma-
terialist method is used 1o ils best ef-
fact 1t is clear thot had Ieeland's
home-grown Marxists had this work 10
hand, several long and time-destroving
polemics would have been avouded:
would have been seen fo be pointless.
Thus on the long srgament as o the
causés of Irish economic bockwardness
inative weaknes or colonial opprey-
daon?), Predoech Engels cuts the Gor-
dian kot :

“. .o A country whose cdal deposits

are eroded, placed near o larger country
nchin coal is condemned by nalure to
remain for a long time the farming
country for the larger countlry when the
utter is industrialised. That scntcnce
pronounced milllons of yesrs ago, was
curried oul in this century, We shall see
luier, moreover, how the English msist-
ed nature by crushing almost every

wed af Iish industry as soon = it ap-
peared™ - “History of Ireland,” p.174.

To the clums of certain Marxians who
have, during the past decade, been siros-
sing the intemationally reactionary role
of the [rish nutional struggle to 1778

(if not, inderd, lnter) Enpels provides a
vreiul corrective: —

“L'lriande Is Vendes da I"Angheterns
{La Vendes was a cenlre of agrarian and
cherical reaction in revolutionary Francs—
Reviewer) Ireland was Catholic, Protest-
ant England Republican, therefore fre-
land-Englich Vendee., There ishowever
this little difference that the French
Revolution intended 1o give the land to
the people, the English Commonwealth
mtended, in Ireland, to Gke the land
from the people.

“The whole Protestant reformation, . .

apart from its dogmatical squabbles

and quibbles was o vast plan lor & confis-

cation of land, First the land was taken

from the Church, then the Catholics, In
6¥



courilsies where Protestantism was in
power, were declared rebels and their
land confiscated.

"Now in lrelnd 1he cuse was peculiar. ..

“The whele agrazian history of lreland

is a reries of confiscations af Irish land
to be handed over o English settlers,
Thess seitlers in 2 very low gencrationd,
under the charm of the Caliic wociely,
turned more Irish than the alwor gines.
Iheeii a new confizcation gnd new colo
nisation took place, and 55 in infinitum.

“In the 17th century, the whole of Lre-
land, except the newly Scotchified
Worth, was ripe for a [resh confiscation,
So much so, that when the British [ Pu-
ritan) Parliament accorded Lo Charles |,
an army lor the reduction of [reland, it
resalved that the money lor Ui arma-
ment should be raised upon the secu-
rity of 2,500,000 acves (o be oonfisca-
ted in Irsland. And the “Advenluners’
who advanced the money should als
appoint the oflicers of that army. The
bl was ta be divided amongs] (hose
gdventopers: so that 1,000 acres should
be given them, if in Ulster for £200-ad-
vanced, in Connmught Tor E300, in Mun-
sier for £450, in Lelnster for £600. And
if the people pose agninst the heneficient
plan they are Vendeens!™ Letter lo Jon-
ny Longeer, 2th Fehruary 1381, pp.
322328

However. (and az was to be expecied
with the Stalinites) Lhere are prounds
for criticism as to {he editing of this
collection. In the Introduction, it is
stated that Marx & Engels" * precis and
nates on Irigh history and economy are
given in part only, since substanlial s o
tions of thess preliminary summanes are
still in process of deciphering. However,
this book comprises teir most pertinent
statements on Lhe subject af hand and
presénts & comprehensive piclure of their
views. Al this may be true, bul the treat-
ment af the collection by it Stalinite
gompilers leads one to doubl if,

The editoral distartions differ be-

tween those of the Russians (Golman)
and the emigrant Lrishman (Greaves).
The first {in the Introduction) pro-
clains the revalutionary natuse of his
subject’s views on [reland, The sec-

and {in the Foreword), while not de-
nying this, émphasises, in his brel
mention of what Marx actually wrote
the continuing relevance of the lat-
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fer's speailic economic view ol [re-

land in the 1 Be0s “Thus (as will-be
shown) he castrates Marx"s gmeral

political view considerably.

It 93 troe @5 Lessn rommrked (ol Murs
& Engels came to support tho [rish
people’s struggle for natianal libera-
tion, a4 muach In the interests of the Bri-
bish as of the nsh workers, Butl il is
also rue thal Engels held oul litlle
hope for this hoursenis strugghe with-
aut the pid of the English workers

thus Marx wrote!=

“Thee queshion now w, what shall we
mivise e English workes? In my opm-
nion they must make the Repeal of
the Union {n shore, e affaic of 1783,
ulllj- e miicaa liseil il dl!.ll.l'lll 1 the
gomditions of the time) an article af
their promenziamento. This is the anly
Iegal and itherefore only possible form
af Irfsh Emancipation which can b ad-
milted in the programimes af an Fnﬁ.iﬂ‘l
party™ - letter 1o Engele, J0th Novem-
ber, 1867, p.L48 (Emphoses in the on-
ganall.

“But since the English working class
undeubtedly throws the decisive weighl
imto Qe smwibe off scinl smancipation
generally, the lever has 1o be opplisd
here™ - Letler (o Ludwig Kugelinann,
29th Movember, LB&T, p. 281.

And Enpeals:

“When the Fenian (Lrish-republican
Hebellion of 1867 had been quelied and
the military leaders af the Fenians had
cither pradually been caught or driven 18
emdgrate to Amenca, the remnants of the
Fenian conspiracy soon last all import-
anee, Violenl msurrection had na  pros-
pect of soccess for many years, af least
until such time as England would again
be involved in serdous difficulties abroad.
Hence o bepal movemen! remained the
only possibility . .. “The English Elec
tions™ p.311.

“Om Ireland | shall only sy the follow:
ing: the people are much too dever not
to know that a revolt would spell their
min; it could tmve & chanoe only in the
event of a war belween England and
America™ - Letter to Edward Bermatein,
I 2th March, 1881, p. 339,

“Sany Fendans have donbiless now re-
tumed and restored the old ormed ar-
ganization. They form an important ele-
mént in the movement and Torce the Lib-




erals (o more decisive action. But,apart
fram thal, they cannol do anything but
scare John Bull. Though he gows notice-
ably weaker on (he outskirts of his Em-
pire, he can still ensily suppress any Trieh
rebellion so close to home. In the firsd
place, in Irefand there are 14,000 men of
the “Constobulary™, pendarmes, who arc
armed with zilles und boyonets and have
undergone military raining. Besides ther
are about 30,000 regalars, who can sasily
be reinforced with an equal number of re-
pulars and English militis. In addition, the
Mavy, And John Bull iz known for hiz
matchless brutality in suppressing rebel-
Bans. Without war or the threal of wa
from without, an  Lrish rebellion has not
the slghtest chance, snd only iwo po-
wers can become dangerons in this nes
pect: France and, still far more, the
Uniled States. France is out of the gues-
lmr LR

“However, il there should be danger of war
with America, England would grant the Irish
open-handedly everything they asked for
only not camplete ndependence, which i
not at all desirable owing Lo the peographi-
cal position,

“Therelore all that is left (o lrelund 15 the
constitutional way of gradually conguening
one position after the other”, . . Letier to
Bemnstein, 26th June, 1882, pp.3315-336.
Emphases in the ongnal.

This analysis was based on the concrete
situstion of the last century, howaver, in
particular, there was an outstanding
weaknes in lrelnd’s position vis-a-vis
Britain. This was the fact mentionsd by
Enpels abowe, of British power in the
warld,

Murx analysed this situation deeply and
agrecd: -

“England cannol be lreated simply a5 a
country along with other countries. She
must be treated as the metropolis of capi-
tal" - “Confidential Communication™ -
p.161. Emphasic in the original.

This was nol the case even twenty Years
after Engelfdeath. The national struggle
between 1916 and 1921 4d not win all
the gains posmible, but this was probably
because of pelty bourgeois ladership
rather than Britain’s strength,  And car tafn-
Iv that country's power to-day, when it
had 10 sue Tor entry into the EEC, izeven
farther then previously from its power

100 years ago, when Marx was writing.

Iri foct, Mark and Engels were writing
before capitalism had entered itshighest
stape: imperialism, Asil hapgan o soen-
ter, a changs began 1o take place in “the
special made of capital accumulation dis-
cerméd by Marx over a hundred years aga®™
thatl, secording to Mr. Greaves “is by no
means defunet to-day™ (Foreword, p.135.)

Engels described it thos:

“This American revolution in farming.
topether with the revolutionised means of
transport as invented by the Amencans,
sends aver 1o Europe wheat at such low
prices that no European farmier can com-
pete with fi—at lewst not winle heisex-
pected lo pay rent. Look at the yenr
1879, when Lhis was fitst felt. The crop
was bad in oll Wostorn Eunape, i1 wis a
failure in England. Yet, thanks o Amer-.
fan corn, prices remained about mation-
ury. For the first time the Botish farmes
had a had crop and low prices of whesi

ut the same time, Then the farmers be-
gin o stir, the landlosds felt alarmed,
Next year, with a beiter crop, prices
went lower still. The price of corn b now
dietermined by the oost of production o
America, plus the cott of transpoart. And
thii will be the case nior and more every
year, in proportion as newprarisknd s
put under the plough. The agedcultural ar-
mies required Tor that operation—we find
them ocurselves in Exrope by sending over
e grants,

Sow, farmerty there was this consolation
for the farmer and the landlord, that if
carn did not pay meag would, The plough-
lnd was tumed into gprass-lnd, and every-
thing was pleasant apain. Butnow that
resource is cutl off loo, American meat
and American cattle are ent over in ever-
increasing quantities.

*[t iz & pecubiar effect of this American
competition that it renders not only lurge
lnnded praparty, but alsa emall landed
property useless, by rendering bath unpro-
fitable, . .

* .. Before this thing s exhaused it will
have lived lang enough to kill all the land-

fards of Europe, great and small, at least
twize over”. "Amencan Food and the
Land Question™ pp.316-317.

Marx noted the first stage of the resull of
this:

“It is @ very fine trick of Gladstong—only
the ‘stupid party’ does not understand it—
o offer at o moment when landed pro-
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perty m Ireland (as in England) will be de-
preciated by the import af corm and catile
iram the U1.5.—to offer them o1 that very
momeni the public Excheguer where they
can soll that properiy at a price it does na
longer possces!’® Letler to Jenny Languet,
2%th April, IBR1, p. 331.

The ending of landlordizm was no. even
half finished at Engels” death, Nonethe-
less, it meant eventually o change in the
outlook of the Lrsh worker from that
which he described in the New Yarkes
Volkseitung nterview -

“A purely socialist movement cannot he
expecied in lreland for a considerable
time, People thers want first of 3l io be-
come peasants owning a plot of land., . ™
New Yorker Volksreitung, 20th Sepi-
ember, 188A, p. 343, Emphasis in the
oripnal

Where Capitalism, rather than landlordism, 3 Revolutionary is to capture the flavour

is ruining the peasantry, the worker has
little incentive to join lts ranks. A loop-
hole to avald Socialism is blocked.

By their inustence an the continuing re-
levance and revalutionary significance of
Marx and Engels’ descriptions of the facts
about lreland rather than on the method
uscd by the two great theorists, Mesers
Cralman and CGreaves are not necessarily
being stupid. For, if Ireland cannot be

liberated by armed struggle, then the fghe-
ing in Northern Ireland is pointless and Lhe

C.P.'s panacea *The Northern Irish Bill of
Rights™ is the only possible answer 1o the
problem. II Socialism ks not yet possible
in Ireland, the two (or more) stage theory
s of abiding relevance.

But despite the editing, this book s still
vital reading.

[LE., O'Uonnor Lysaght

LIBERALISM WITHOUT THE POLICE

It is extremely difficuli for a revalutionary
to read anarchisi literature of the presen)
period without a feeling of distaste. To
remd o book lke Krapatkin's Memoirs of

of & whole epoch. We may disagree vio-
lently with a man who finished up capi-
tulating to Czarst nationakism but some-
one whno spent kall his Uifz in exike ol

least had the spirit of o (roe evolu ionany
to recommend him. The prailling of the
‘mew anarchists’ of the Apter and Jall and
Stansil and Mairowitz books on the other
hand simply represent the spoill children
of 3 bourgeaisie which no longer even he-
lieves itsell it has & mission in life. Howe-
ver, not content with deopping into the
dustbin of history peacelully, they insist
on paradirng their self conceit in public
The book Bamn need nol be dealt with at
kength, Presumably at some poind in time
il may become an interesting exhibit ina
revolutionary mussum marked ‘death ago-
ny of capitabsm®, The material coversd
ranges from the "London Street Commune”
which we are infarmed “was o have a g
impact on Londan™, a glorilication of the
maost reactionary aspects of tkinheads on
the basis of the cult of action, to the “inter-
nal strictre of the Crazies agganization™.
which is apparently based on an interac-
tion between the "Cung Fu Assault’ and
‘Cultural Vibeations."

The Apterand Joll book has more 1o offer,
in particular a Kistorical background to the
most significant anarchist movements,
Pride of place here must of course go to
Spanish anarchism. However, this chapter
fortunately is politically corious to sav the

We are informed that “The artitude of the
i the problem of collaboration with the

stale (ie., refusing (o admit its existencs)
and with bourgeods institutions innoculated
it againgt bourpeais influence" (p.79). INor



an orgamsabon whose members entered
a bourgeois povernment dunng the Spa-
nish Civil War this is rather a remarkahie
statement to maks [1! Equally revealing,
in & camplelely different way, is Joll's
final chapter. Here we haye the classic
anarchist statemnent in relerence (o Ha.
kunin:"many conlemporary revolulion-
aries ghare his belief that the revolulion
will be made podsible by the action of o
militant elite of people totally dedicated
ta the revolutionary cause, In shopling
this attitude the evalulionury beomss
an outlaw in practioe as well as an oul-
law emationally. He identiles with

the bandits, tharobbers and the people
Who atteck  bourgeois socicly direclly
by stealing or destroying other peaople’s
praperty.” Apart from the ridiculous
palilics of Chis statement {for from mab-
bing = attacking bourgeols socictyv.on
the contrary it means warking within
it) here we have  perit-bourgeois
anarchism shown perfecily. By an m-
dividual act af will the anarchist will

lift hims=tf above the flth of capital
izl somety and roam in @ classiess.

realm only answerable to hiz own gpa,
meanwhile "the peapke’, whom the
anarchist professes to lowe so dearly,
will wallow around in flth weiling 1o
be “pulvanised’ by the ‘exemplary scts’
of the “elite”. All this, of course, in the
name af opposition 1o the substitution-
Is1 " Leninists!!)

To tum to the Kroptkin iz a hizssed
relief, Here at leacsr is the voles of
someant capable of thought, The des-
criptive pussages in the book are worth
the poee alone. Particulucly notable are
the secounis of relations with nihilisis
(. 296-300) and how many revolii-
rionaries would have admitt=d 1o
pouring avidly over Stankev's “How

I discovered Livingsiane™. Also hril-
lantly oapetunedd i the immomse con-
fuaed clemental force of the poasant-
ry. Indeed, thiz ix in a sense the imags
which dominates ihe book, The follow-
ing passage sums it up perfectlys*Some-
times Serghel, whie Enew the New
Testament almost by heart, spaks 1o
the peasants as o religous teacher,
proving to them by quotations [rom
the Bible that they ought to have a
revolilion, Somatimes he formed s
arguments of quotations from the ¢co-
namists The peasants listened to the
twio men a3 real apostics, took them
fram one house lo another, and re-
fused (o be paid for food”. (p.3220.
Anyone who wanis to understand

haw Bussin  oould produce in a short
pericd men as anlike g3 Tolstoy, Kropat-
kin znd Lemin could do no betier than
read this hook.

R. Mossgeil
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