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The general strike which completely paral-ysed Northertr frelar.d' frono

the l4th to the 2gth i,[ay v,ras o]re of ti.e most compleie and total strikes the
British Isles has ever seen. What happened showed. the power of a mass

workersr mo:rement to bntrg the er.uthorities to their knees. The irrability
of the goverrrnent to Ceal with the threat only emphasises the increasing
vul-nerabi.lity of ihe system to such challenges: as the technologl6 and com-

plexity of production develog niilitary intervention appears ham-hand-ed and.

becomes increasingly ineffective.

fn spite of all lts limitations and. the reactionary character of some

of lts components, the str:uggIe in Ulster also emphasised- the creative
potential of the worl<ing class, its ability to ensure the d.istribution of
essentiaL fooC, the organj:zatJ.on of mass pickets, the ability to control
tho movement and the alir:cation of frrel and other supplies to essential
users. Slgnifica:itly enough, joint bupply a:.nailgements for both Protes-
ta:rt and Cathclic areas began to emerge.

There can be litt1e Coubt ihat the strike, after a patchy start, gain-
ed wirtespread support from the Protestant vrorking class. Intimldation there
was: most notorj-ously ai Lame, where the II|A left no one wiih much choice
in the ma'bter. Bui, as Brenclon Clifforrl of the Yrrorkersf Association polnt-
ed. out, tWould:rrt it be remarkable if some groups of white collar workers
were defying a campaign of intimidation that was paralysing iens of thou-
sa:rd.s of hardenecr" engi-neering workers?t (Letter io Ihe- rQgeAl:Lg4 Z1th lfiay,
J-Y t+.

Support fcr the strike canre from housewi-ves, o1d-age pensioners. whole
working class families, in fact - from the rvhole spectrum of the Protestant
vrorking class. fhe tr:eturn tol,forlct on 26tb l,{ay organized by 1ocal trad,e
union officials, s.ome of them CP members, and led" by Len Ulurray, General
Secretary of the TUC, was a complete f1op. But perhaps it gave a useful
foretaste of the rofe of the TtiC in the event of a major class confronta-
tion in B::itain.

A sirnilar rlobilization for d"ifflerent political objectives, or even
for similar objectives but by di-fferent participa:ris, would probably have
::eceived. the enthusiastic suppor:t of the trad"itional left - with narches
d-emonstrations, resolutir:ns and. pe'bitions. But in this case we got the
SDLP and some other tlefties t calling on 'l,he Labour govefirment to act stern-
ly and use troops on a wide scale against the strikers.
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On the Zfthlfray, at the be]rest of the rsocialistt SDLF, troops were
moved. irrto 17 petrol stations rto ensure petrol suppliesi. The response
was a complete ban by the -riWC on all v,rork on electrlcity generation, gas,
water supplies and- sewerage d.isposal. The next day the Northern lreIand.
Executive co11apsed.. The strike had been tsuccessfulr.

Ncw that vrorkers in the north have discor.ered their own power they
will also d.iscover that their real cond"itions remain completely unchanged,
- rvj-ctoryr not withstand.ing. Vle hope that they v'rill begin to act increas-
ingly in their ovrn interests rather than for tloyalismr.

The general strike in Ulster will pro.rid"e us with no blueprints for
taking power or red.irecting society towards socialist objectives. It got
novrhere near the point of nrnning society which would includ.e actually
produclng'rhe necessities of life. It only scratched. the surface of d.1s-
tributing available supplies accord.i-ng to the immed.iate needs of the vrork..
ing class community

Hori different woul-d the situation be in Ireland tod.a"y if there had
been a socialist movement ccrnmitted. to working class i,urity" rather tharr
the slavish a^nd- uncritical support given to Catholie national-ism by the
trad.itronal left which over the years has actually contributed to vor-
sening sectarian divisions?

Tl:e::e j-s clear evldence that the lvorking class in the rrorth of lreland,
whether Catholic or Protestar'tr "i s beginnirrg to act as a force ind.epenCant
of either the Britisl:. or frish r:uling class. It is beginning to show its
hostility to the na,tlonalist politicians l^hqm for so long they have been
eontent to fol1ow. Even Gfen Barr, a leader of the I..IIMC, shovred sooe aw&,re-
ness of this when ire gar.e an intervlerv to the frish Rad.io on 2jrd, June.
(See !gl4ef__!imes- JOth June, 1974.) He said tfhe Protestant community have
shown 'uherr' $illinggress to cast off the old. style politicians who waved
the thlon .Tack every five years " Yie would hope that the Roman Catholic
community would. now d.o the sarne and reject the Tricolour ivaving politiclarrs
from their sicle so that 1ve. can get dovn 'bo proper clean politics - cl-ass
poli.tlcs.rl

Th.e final outcome of ihe st::uggle is still anyoners guess. But the
i:npo::tance of the strike cannot be ignored. by any of the a.r?alysts, sooth-
sayers, manipulators and. would-be political leaclers of right or ]eft.

A11 those who have fcr so long been shouting tYictory- to the BAr now
find'theinsel-ves in a d.ifficult positicn. Their mindless generalizations
about British Trnperialism in Ulster and support for frish Cathollc nation-
alism have placed" then where they belong: arnong a}l i;he other self-appoint-
ed- lead.erships, miles arvay from where the new movement is emerging, miles
away from an;rwhere viorkers struggie for their cun interests refusirlg to
]reed. the lsaviorrrs from on hight,! :
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The positive aspects of the strike should not be exaggerated-. fhe
authoritarian a:rd- para-military UDA with its strong right wing corurections
vras stlll a d.ominant force. The Craigs, \t,Iests and Paisleys were reluctant-
ly atr-lowed. to climb aboard the bantlwagon. But the cxperience of active
involvement i-n organizing the. practicalitres of daily fife, and the d"emon-

stration of viorkilg ciass strength and solid"arity - however limited- - rlay
not be so easi.ly erased fron peoplers memories. fhis d.oes not mean that
we should rsupportt the WC or blind. ourselves to its character. We should.
'yrot kid. oursefves that sectarlanism is not sti1I a doninating facior in
the working class on both sid-cs of the religious d-ivid.e. But it is also
tareEsX (and. is far uore comon) to overstress the reactionary character
of the l\tay mcbili:zati.:on, Certainly some reactionary features emergedt
but as usual, re4lity is ra:ther more complicated than slogans.

For us, workersr self-managemen-b is the necessary institutional fo:m
for a free society, but rt must have a socialist content' It is therefcre
important to make a clear distinctj-on between self-activity, eYen on a mass

scalee and. socialist self-managementg i..a. self-ilanagement gearecl to the
objective of creating a non-alienated, non-exploitative, non-authoritarian
society in which wage labour has been abolj-shed".

"Sreal i.s dropping! Run f ar your lifalD
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Fortunately the society wh|cil we - or anyone el-se - want cartnot be

bought, but without money it is clifficult to malie our ideas lclown to more

tyrai , very few. Sol,Ld-arit{ believes 1ts i-d.eas have played at least some

part in the grovrindEilffifroritarian cllmate in soclety and- in the d-e-

velopment of C.irect-action politics over. the last <lecade or so. V{ith
society in its present state of flux and. the accompanying acceleration in
the break-d.own of trad,rtiona,l values, i-d.eologies, patterns of motivati'on
etc., we think it is particularly i-mportant to expatrd our vrork"

Over the last few months we have produced four new parnphlets: Yiet-
narn: Yfhose Yictory?, Redefining Revol-ution, [ile ],or:d.st-ovrn-S.tr-r+€;gfe, and

(ttr:-s last the fi-rst production of the Nat-
ourna! rre now prod-uce the Moto+' Bulletin

on a - not'e or less - regular basis"

Several ir,.iportant pamphieis have sold out and had tc be reprinted'
Amongst these is Cardan's I'{oqern Q vrhich should
be out in the near future in in Ji?sei-fi{no ed.ltion witir a najor new in-
trod-uction. It alone v,,il} cost us :rearly 9,1000 ano will just about clea.tr
us out. In various stages of preparation are three further ed.itiotls of
the Motor Bulletin and parnphlets on Greece, Poland. arrd a neiv a;rd. extend-ed.

ed.ition of our China panphlet.

We c1o need- extra money. already trad. to make fafse economies
aird there is a dangerwith a small repnnt of The in Poliiicst

that other publications wil} be deIayed.

If I'str share our politi-cs please do anything you can to further tirem.
Although'biris appeal is, of necessity, for money first anrl foremost, we

vroul-d- also be glad of anSr ""1t"1es 
or letters you felt like sending us,

particularly on areas where you think our coverage is weak, and of extra
subscri-ptions for friend.s etc.. Please spare us as much money and tlme
as you carr afford- - it's urgent.

If you vrani to help, please send crossed. cheques or postal orders
c/a 12) Lat]rom Road, london E.6.
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MONKr)i ruS{NISS
We dontt pui:lish this article simply out of sectarian pleasure at

the difficulties of the Slorkersr Revolutionary Party. lndustrial struggle is
too inportant for that. 'i4hat happened in the ACTT was paralleLed by similar
events at the British Leyland plant at Cowley (which we hope to document in
a futr:re issue of our l\totor 3u11eth), The collapse of the industrial pollcy
of the $IRP ralses serious questions - far wider than the particular incidents
involved - about the whole node of the industrial work of the traditi.onal
Ieft, from the Communist party to the trots and maoists, which has done untold,
damage to job organisation'

iye hope ia this article to initiate an exanination of the role of
the traditional left in i-ndustry and we would welcome further contributions
along these lines.

The Association of Cinematograph, Television and Allied Technicianst
wi.th 16r!0O menbers is Bri-tainrs largest and most vociferous film union. It
is also the union in which, r::ltil recently, the Tforkersr Bevolutionary Party
had had their strongest foothold, having altogether 6 to J members and fellow-
trayellers on the 26 nember Executive Conmittee, two of the IIRP menbers being
vice-presi,lents of the union. Until it was ousted the IrRP totally dominated
the tr''reelance Shop Committee.

The British Film Industry, partlcu}arly since the end of the Second
lflorld VIar, has been in a continual state of crisis. There v'ras a short respite
in the nid to late r60ts when virtually every major American company were
producing films in British studios such as Elstree, Pinemood and Shepperton
and there inas, to a large extent, fu1tr- empS-oyment for members of the Film
Production Branch. I{owever, with some heavy losses the Americart hone;rrnoon
was soon over. Today the attraction for investors in the British Filn Industry
ls not in producing fi-Ims but in the property value of studios like Shepperton
with its {0 va}uable acres, and the high street cinemas squatting on prime
sites up a.:rd donri the corurtly" Inevitably ACTI members began to find the
available work dim:inishing.

It was against this backgtround that the T''BP gained a foothold -
largely through the apathy of the rank and filen rather than through an;r con-
niving. Once. in, they rode roughshod over the r:ank and fi1e, pursuing what
was seen - once the rank and file woke up - as dogmatic, inflexible, partlsan
policies which were at varianee - as they saw it - with their needs and
interests.
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One of the naior planks of'ffRP policy was defence of the Brltish
Filn studios, a71d resolutions along such lines were passed at Annual Conference'

Thingsca,rretoaheadinthelatterpartoflastyear.LastOctober
General Council were at the receiving end of a demonstration of one hundred

lCtt-*"*ters at the Unionsr Soho office" fhey viere protesting against the

Executive commitieets decision that a Euston I'itms productlor| - a four-waller
ieo a location nade film - at Colet House and one on a site at the Salvation

A:my citadel should be blacked and that the productions should be made instead

at trilr[irs Elstree studio, The reason given for the blacking v,ras that the sites
were unlqrgenlc and unsafe. A move to exclucle three representatives of the

Euston Films shop from particJ.pating in the discussion r"ras defeated when the

majority on the beneraltColncil a115wed them to put their case' The move to

bar them from the Ji"""""i"n '* 'which affe'cted them directly - came from the

YRP members of the General Cowtcil.

Feeting was running hlgh when a speclal Lileeting of the Film Product-

ion Branch il r,"ra rt centrar ui1r, rlestming.ter a fortnight 1ater, November

].:2, 1971, Over one thousand - Xe$r'one thousS{.dl - film prcd.uction' members

turned up to voice their feelings" The. main business of 'the meeting was to
discuss Er, series of resolutions sharply critlcal of ACTT inteztral policy and

"p""i.ii""11y 
those-pofi"i"" v,{-th regara 1o the studio an6 features prod'uction

"ri"iu. 
To a major extent these were thd poi.icies pursued by the WRP'

To quote fron the llovennber 1975 issue of the union journal, ry
and. Television Technicians ,t[he-main. target of the majority of members at the

noeeting was the fr|"iar."€ Shop Comnr-lttee and Film Production representatives
on the Executive committee nho were attacked by many speakers,. speakers who

supported. the record and aCtivity of the Freelance S[op Committee were howled

doil and were frequently preventld by t:rracking and abuse from defending

lViotions were cvervrhelalngly passed expressing total loss of confidence

in the majority of the Film Prod,r"i:.or1-Branch representatives on the Executive

of the union. Another resolution passed criled on the Film Production Branch

to convene a special meeting of the Freelance shcp to discuss the status of
its Chairrromar., Yvonne'Rrchirdsr'a 1[dP member, and the Freelance Cornmittee,

donrinated by WRP'ro"*b"ru such as Roy Battersby ancl Irving Teitelbaun'

: Thislmeeting foll-owed a month Iater, on Decembev T1, r'rhen just over
' BOO membu="- i rrrr"a upl Fighting to the last .bo retain thej'r positions on

the Freelanoe Shop Clmmittee tirJ Wnp membership eaused vrhat has been described'

as a rnear riotrr when the Cha,i:rrror'1€rlr Y''ronne Richardsr attempted to refuse

to trrut the motion that was the object of the meeting, to the meeting' It
read: ttThis Freelance Shop meetin! calls upon the officers and comn'ittee to

resign forthririth and to trota electiot" for new officers ancl a new comnlttee

at this same meeting"r'
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Or: her refusal to allor'r the constitutional motion an attempt at a

vote of no confidence in the chair was proposed and second'ed, but again she

refused to allow i_t. At this point a fiee-for all developed, flsts flying,
with var.ious struggles to gain control of the mlcrophones, which had all been

commandeered by f.. i memlers. Eventually the tiny ftrRP faction -. *'hich estinates

put at no more than 20, including-ttre lirtP-unlon bfficers -r7ere physically

ousted and the *otio" put to the froor. rt goes without saying that it fias

overwhelmingly carriecl, and a new coumnittee vras voted' in with the scriptwriter
Robert Bolt as chairman and producer stuart Freeman,as vice-chairman'

This defeat for the IIRP Was reiterated at the recent AGli of the

Freelance Shop, 17 June t 1974 rvhen their candidates for office rfere over-

whelmi-ngly defeatecl" got ttr" final, inevitable cnmch had come for them

earfier at the Unionrs AGl,{ i:r April of this year when, except for one fellow-
traveller, they ',vere voted off the Executive Committee

rrve purposely avoided. discussing the merits or demerits of the

polieles pursued b)' the liRP in regard to tfie filn production and studio

crisls, The imporiant i.ssue :-s n6t wl:at the policies were, but how they were

pr.:rsued. The total contempt sirovz, by the riVRP-for the rank and file must have

surprised even the Commgnist Party rnlmbers, nho are the major political force

in tfre Union. When it cane to the crunch the WRP could not even stltnmon a

min-imum of rank a.nrl file suppcrt.

Horever, the demise of the trtrRP, ousted for the time being fron the-

Executlve of the Union is no real- cause io, gloating. They have^left,i,.1 tneir
wake, and are by their raethods responsible for a Freelartce Shop Comnj'ttee

now dominated by a ragbag of individuals ivho are to a greater extent ua'nage-

ment orientated (;":;;;;";;";i; and Lhe overall streng:bh of the cP has' if
anything, increased'

liihilst there no!{ seems to be a healthy suspicion by the rank and

file of any uni.on policy emanating from Soho Sgoho Square, there is, at the sa^nae

;il" ;it;tX ;i;;;;-;f" ""y s"""iie rank and file actlvitv in the wake of
the ructions j_n the union. In the Freelance shop there has.arisen a loose

al-liance of people calling themselves socialists, opposing the notion that
^ ^i -1i ^*.ailiiil; ""u"0"5"i ""a-u"it"r-i"u,r"" can be seperatld. These socialists

r 6r^- ^--.r1 ^^l- -i- +,16
;;-;;";"lr*rn""",*, of the aereatea 1nB3 and. friends. The outlook in the

A

ACTT at the moment looks pretty bleak"
nes. T.

4try
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Regublicans should throw in their
weight wnere they can, to see that the
Robincon Conraception Bilt does not
become law, They strould do so lor
two reasons,

On its msrits ths Bitl should be reject-
ed, fu well a$ thst, there arn special
reasonr wlry Ropublicans mone thEB
othars rhould fight it,

The thesis of Wo!1e Tone that the
Brrtrsh connec'iion is the principal
soarce of ailour ills is as rrue today
os it was two c€nturies ago and it is
as true of our morality as it is of our
econemv. lt is coly when the Brirish
r:onnection has been finaliy srnashei
thot yve can hope to foster and safe-
guard our mora! and cultural heritage
and develop our economy eliectively.
There will be little point in lrish free-
dom and unity if we have proved our'
selves more British than the British
oetore we win it.

It is essential to the Free State parties
if they and their 13r;tish rnasters are to
defeat the Provisionals that people in
the 26 counties, especially ihe young,
are provided with a surfeit of drink,
drugs, fags and sex.

The politicans won't put it in these
words but instinctively they know th€
conscience of the rration can only be
deadeneC in our present crrcumstances
if it is pervertod and degraded by a

diet o{ bread and cirluses, by the
excesses of drugs, drink and sexuality.

It wiil suit British political strategy if
the.Free Sta{ers succeed in werkening
rhe fibre of the lrish people. lr will
also suit the British contraceplive
industry if they can help to create
and supply an lrish market lor their
rasily produced and highiy praf itable
ilrod'.!c1,6,

At present. Leinster House, 8.T,E.,
and many commercial lrish newspapers
are virtually run by British interesrs
and are compietely subservient. This
is rhe ideal time. in their view, to re"
rnove all restraints upon high pressure
techniques in advertisi ng, advocacy
a*C sales cf contraceptives.

The lrish people never asked for con-
lraceptives and have rrever been con-
suiled sbout them in an election or
reierendum. The British contraceptive
lobby in Oublin is csnvinced that
given a good send off now by Leinster
House it won't matter in a few years

whether the people are consuited or
not.

It should be nored by all Republicans
that in personnel, financing and G,H,O.
the British contrace'Jtive lobby are
nrost intimateiy relatsd with the lrish
l'lumanist Ass., The Language Free-
dom ty'lovement,'"Wornen's Choice,"
the teenager's "Nikki," "Sunday
World" and indecd with everything
"liberal" in Dublin.

lf there is anything to be discussed in
the wEy of a Consritution for a 3?
County lreland, the time to do ro ii
not now but afier thB British have got
out and lrishmen are talking exclusiv.
ely to each other about the matter.

The present Eritish Conservative $ev-
ernrilent and the previous Labour one,
have done much to destroy the virtue
of purity in their own people and to
undermine the diginity of wornen and
the happiness of rnarried li{e. /r ri
outrageous lhat $uch a government
should attempt to lqitlate on any-
thing whatevw for the lrish p*ople
and be axisted by the Leinster Nousa

rNo $ex Please,
IYer re Irishl

Regicteror, at ths G.P.O, as a Nrwspapor

SI,rURDAY, 9th flEBR {JAR'{, I gT4

CB}*TR&(HPTfiWH ffiffituffi
(THIS ARTICLE r's writren bv a member of Sirrn Fein in Dubtin. Whitt
these are his ourn pers,onal views and do not comrnif the Republican
Movenent, all good irishrnen and women shoulC Aive thern serjcus
thouqht.- Editor.l.

FIVE PENCE

Apart frorn helping to safeguard to-
day rlrr va jues of the lrish pe<.rple,
Sinn Fein has somethrng to gain polit.
ical!y lrom opposing the Bilt either as
a Movement or through individual
rnernbers. We in Sinn Fein know it is
the only lilationalist party or fi1ove"
rnenl irr lreland today which stands
sincerely for those things that are
stii; close to the hearts of the majority
of irishrnen {ns matter who rhey may
vete fori, ihe unity and,freedom of
our country and its developrnent,
culturally and spiritually, as a place
for trishmen to live in.

We know thar rhe British-orientod
parties control the media and thit
most lrishrlen vote for therr enerniq$.
The Robinson Eilt is an unmisrakeable
issue. The Fianna Fail, Fine Gael,
Labour, Officral S.F., and S.D,L.P.
parties have all publicly and strongly
supported the lobby to legalise the
advertising, advocacy and sale of ever
sort oI contraceptive, Only the Provis
ionals have not; only the Provisionals
stand where the lrish people do.

The eyes of many lrishmen and.lrirtr.
women can be opened on this issue;
many of our people can be shocked
into seeing who their friends might
really be in economics and politics as
a whole. This opponunity should not
be lost. Whatever the Republican Mov-
ment cari do there iS no reason why
indivitJual Republicans should nqt be
in the vanguard of the still yery small
campa;gn to defeat the Bill. We can
lose nothing and we iand lreland
Consequently) can gain rnuCh.

i:::: {.."*.*--rw4

partie, ifi 0 daing.

ls brought to you by Sell"gag':.Ug"
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: Selected l'trrit ed. P.Berresford E11is. Pelican Books

rtThe great only appear great because we are on our ktees: let us risoitr
This statenent, attributed to Conno11y, (although Camille Dosmoulins apparently
said it first) used to apFear among the banners jn Civil Rights marches in
Iroland. It is perhaps ironic that Corrnolly himself should be so much the
ttgraat mantr among frish political thlnkers, scmething like lilarx among leftists
as a r^lho1e. At leas'u thls new selectj-on of hls r^rritings provides, in the
absence of a complete Collected Works, a useful gu:r-de to the sort of thi-ngs he

actually said.

RELIGIOIJ
The longesi single item jn the book is irlabour, Natlonallty and

Religionrr tpp.57-7-W, written in 1910 to refute a clerical attack on socialism.
Here Connolly is stiongly critical of priestsr attitudes and the record of
the Catholic Church as-an jnstitution, and applies materlalist analytical methods
to religlous history. His personal pdsitj-on on religic,n, however, remained at
best ambivalent (1). lie maintained that rtsocialism is neither Protestant nor
Catholic, Christian nor Freeihinker, Buddhist, Mahometan or Jewl it is only
HUMANIr (i.117), and that personal religious beliefs were not relevant to politics.

This is to ignore the function of religious ideo1ory, as a; reactionary
soeial force and a factor in the individualts repression and authoritarian
conditionlng, Anyone who denies, either from a mechanistic materialist outlook
or from conCentralion on rrpoliticsrr as such, that such psychological influences
are highly signifieant, runs the rlsk of perpetuating all sorts of ruling_class
assurptions. Connolly uag not alone in falling into this trap. The results are
apparenb throughout his i^rritings (Z)"

(1) See Cor:no1_]f_ln_SuggicA by M, OrRiordan, Irish Cornmunist OrganisationrJ.gll;
and ffi by 0.D. Edwards, GiI1 & l'lac-.:ni1lan, L)7L.

(Z) ugs a rule the socialist men and r^ronen are ... immensely cleaner in speech
and. thought ... devoted husbands and Ioya1 uives ... industrious workorS...rl
from Uorf,sirop J3]ks,, quoted in Voice of the Peop1ervol.2tno,6.
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\NO^t E h!
A good illustration of hotr received ideas can operate simultaneously

with revolutionary intentions i-s provided by Connollyrs atti.tude to the
emancipation of lromen. In the secti-on on rWoments Rightsrt the editor presents
us with (pp.]8%'195) an excerpt from rrTho Rooonqueat If frefan6rrr1Ql5. fn it
Connolly follows Engelsr explanation of the rrOrfgin of the Famil;in, describes
the specific economic oppression of woroen in society, and in freland in parti-
cular -not without pereeption and syn'rpathX-rand exprresses support for the
uomenrs movement. rrButrl , he concludes, uwhosoever carries the outr^rorks of the
citadel of oppresgion, the worlcing class alone can raze it to the ground'r, which
assumes a separation between women and the working class, and accords only mar-ginal status to womenrs struggles. A similar attitude wis apparent in the eon-
troversy with De Ieon o-rer:iufust Bebelrs book j,roman : Conn611y was not under
the illusion that eeonomic re,rolution wcul,l bring the solution to all woments
flgbtm!, but neither diC he see sexual ancl psyc[ologicaI questions as having adlreet bearing on ihe revolution itsel-f. 0)'

It i,rould be a mistake tc thinlr that rrothing more could be expected, even
from conseious socialists, ix the first decade of tnis century. .Already the longtradition of sexual repression was meetjng fundamental challeiges, not lnly intheoretical works 1il<e Bebelts but in the life styles of women ana men (4). Evenin freland we have an example of a more genuinely radicai approach in the life
and writings of Francis Sheehy--skeffington (il. - 

Conno11y, lrlw"vur, continuedt9 make assumptions about nmcralityrrrrr[u1yrr'ind the aesiraUif1ty oi monogamy
which har,-e quite counter-Ii-beretory lmplications (6).

STND ICAL|SM
lfhat Connolly did regard as vital to the struggle for socialism wasindustrial organisation. He ascribed the r"realqless of the existing trades unj.ons,

as ueapons of defence and as neans of raj-sing cJess consciousrress, to their
organisation on a craft basis, and became u strong advocate of industrialunionism' (pp.1z*7-185) For this reason he is oflen described as a sJmdicalist,.especially by syndicalis'Ls. But his ideas were in many respects different from
those of anarcho-s;mdicalists"

For example, although he.saw the conquest of economic pouer, throughindustrial unionlsm, as primary (p.f6f), ur"n considering that'rrthe Sociallsm
which is not an outgrowth and expression of that economiJ struggle is not wortha momentrs serious consi.derationrr (p.155)r he also consideteO ii nAnSOtUIELy

G)

\4)
$)

(6)

go ottv in amerlggr PP'15-17" I.cr Solidarityts views on rrThe lrrational in
Politicisu see-:odr pamphlet of that title, priie 15 p.
see, Hiddeg frern-His.tory by sheila Rowbotharn, pluti press, Lyl3,
1"'9,,tE-Ea9,leg RilliGl "0. O.D.Edwards & F.iy1e, McGibron a KeorL%8,
lncludes ttFrancis Sheehy-Skeffingtonrr by 0.Sheefry-Steffington, und 'il.in'OpenIetter to Thomas McDonaghrr by Franeis Siieehy--skeffington it o expresses the
opinion that the erclusicn of ,rornen from the VotunteJrs Lras aeeply significant
Connqllv-in _tlmelic4 pp. 1:6-W



-'i't
ND]SPENSIBIE EOR THX EFFICIENT TRAINING OF fI{E \\TORKING CLASS AIONG CORRECT

LINES TIiAT ACTION AT Tifl BALLOT BOX SHOULD ACCOMPANY ACTTO}I IN TIM $iORISHOP''

(p" 159, his emphasis). Later, of cogrse, he chose to make the bid- for po1-

iiicaf-power by means of insurrection instead., considering that revolutionary
action rlas approproate to extreord-inary times.

In considering the future society, Connolly envisaged 'rsocial democracyl'

proceeding from the bottom upvrards, but tradministered. by a committee of experts
elected. from the ind.ustries and professions of the Iand." (p.151). This was i-n-

tend.ed. to avoid. bureaucracy, and extend- the freedom of the j-ndividual, blending
lthe fullest d.emocratic control vrith the most absolute expert supervisionrr (p.
L52). In fact, as subsequent history has sholv-n. reserving a special role for
Itexpertsrr invi"bes a ]1evr bureauc::acy to create and perpeiuate itself .

The same id-ea that sertain people, whether called lead.ership, vangr:ard or
experts, have a special func't,ion i-s prese:rl; in Connollyts stratery for struggle.
He-endorsed (p^f6?) tfre statement of the Conmr-mist Manifesto that'rthe Social-
ists are not apart from the Labour movement e ar.e not a sect, but simply-that
part of the viorking class which pushes all others, which most cleaJly und-er-
stand.s the line of rrarchrr. In tire ind-ustrial or:ganlsation he eventually suggest-
ed" a form of Cabinet, with 'rthe power to call out members of any union when such

actlon is d.esirable, a:'rd explain tne I'easons for it aftenrards"" (p.184)

Ad.mittedly this is not the whole plcture. Cor:no1ly also wrote in favour of
the retention of officials rronly as long as they can show results in the amelior-
ation of the cond.itions of their members and the development of their uni-on as a
weapon of class vrarfare't (p.fOO). He ccntend.ed- that "the fighting spirit of com-

radeshlp in the rank and file r,ras more inportant than the creation of the raost
theoretically perfect organisation - which could" indeed- be the greatest possible
d,anger to the revolutionary moyement if iending to curb this fighting spiritrl
(p.f75). He was aware that the "Greater Unionlsm" night serve to load the work-
lng class with greater fetters if infused with the spirit of the o1d type of
officialism (p.180).

A11 the sane there are enough signs that his ideas on organisation left
the vray open for the d.omination of r r::rority group of lead.ers (7)., ana tne
record. of a I'great Ind-ustrial Union'r such as the Arnerican U.A.trT. (B) shows that
the creation of "One 3ig Uni-onrr only gives such a group more scope for exercis-
ing bureaucratic polryer,

lvA-noN/ t_lsM
Perhaps the aspect of Connollyrs thought most relevant to the present tjme

is his concern v;ith Irish nationalism. He was concerned with it d.espite social-
ist international-ism, despite ihe eff,rrt to continue emphasising the class stpug-
g1e, d,espite the ability to see through the aims of straight Nati-onalists.

(7) u.g. Labour and E.qsjS:*IggE, eclo lesmoncl Ryan, L949, p"1l-4: leaders have a
nght to coniidence, "let ther', know that yor: will obey them.."let them know what
the rank and. file are bhinking and. saying." They are to be challenged- but not
rashly.
(e) sle SolidaLitlr l,lotor 3ul1eli4 No"2, 'iU.A.W. Scab Unionrt. (price 5p)
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ft has been observed. that the sense qf Ccnnollyrs writings is the sense of

revolutionarli'movements in the underd.eveloped. world tod.ay (9); certainly they
-have a 1ot in corrmon with the id.eology of ttnational liberatj-onil as supported by
so much of the left. lYe can flnd. most of it here: emphasis on thettmainr'- 

,

imperialist - enemy and. his foreign-ness, on the specific oppression of the
natives and. their assr:med. commorl interesb in liberation, on the importance of
this conflict along with the claim to be engag:ed in class politics

Even the well- known statement "ff you remove the Engllsh army tomorrow
and. hoist the green flag over Dublln Castle, unless you set about the organ-
isation of the Social-ist Republic your efforts would be in vai-nrr continues:
f'England would still rule you"..'r (p. 124). The text in which this is contain-
ed,, fromrtshan Van Vochtr', January t897, is all the same a more convincing at-
tempt to get to grips with social-ism and nationalism than marSr of Connollyrs
later efforts. It is a long way from the emotive natlonalist rhetoric with
which he celebrated. his ovrn hoisting of the green flag over Liberty HaIl in
April 1!15 (pp. t41-5), fut the progression is not accj-dental. The supposedly
saving clause about the cause of labour being the cause of Irel-and. and vlce
Y6rsa is still present.

The polnt is not whether Connolly continued to believe in class siruggle
and. had. some sort of vision of a sociatist future, but whether the tendency of
his thought and. action was consistent with thls. nn fact the frish dimenslon
Ied. him into tortuous paths which are novi familiar. Although in an ideal so-
ciety states were to be mere geographical expressions (p. L52), the valid.ity of
the concept of a nation is assumed. to be self-evid-ent, and. rrpeoples?r are entit-
ies capable of autonomy. fhe notion thatrthe enemy of ray enemy must be my

friendrr is mad.e erplicit in Conrrollyts pro-German stance during the First World
IrIar - p.259 'rthe j-nstlnct of the slave to talce sides with wlroever is the enemy

of his oun particular sl-ave-driver j-s a healthy instinct and makes for freeclomr'.
The Gerua:r impire is also represented as being more 'rprogressivetr (t0).

But socialist id.eas about progressive development were not followed
nncritically. 'rNorth East ULsterrr (p.255) is d,escribed as being contrary to
all Socialist theories, rrthe home of the least rebellious slaves in the indus-
trial worldrr wh1Ie rrDublin, on the other hand, has more strongly d,eveloped
working class feeling than any clty of j-ts size in the globett. In practice,

, the rrleast rebellious slavesrr were to be denied tlre right to opt out of
Connollyrs'lUnited" Irel-and" - an Ireland broad based. upon the u.nion of Labour
and Nationality" (p. 279); the project of btting them vote on the question
of partitj.on was denounced (p. Zej).

Connolly tended- to gct exasperated. with British anC other socialists
who called criticaf attention to his nationalism (ff), asserting the need. for

0rBrien in 1916; Easter Rlsing
d,j-scussed. this type of theory in rtl4lhose

a:rd. I'Thesis on Treland.rt, in vo1. J, no.
Right to SeIf
1.

(g) ty Conor Cruise
(10) gotiaarity iras

Ietermination?rr
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an indigenous Irish socialist party with its own literature. Perhaps he would

be bettJr pleased. with some of their present-day counter-parts on the 1eft.
At least fre naO the excuse of lacking the evidenee we now have of r^rhat rrnatj-onaI

liberatloi[ regimes mean in practice, and how far they are from leading to
socialism.

IAVS IJ R RECT IO^V
In IBST Connolly regarded rrt,he unfortunate lnsurrectionism of the early

socialistsrr (p.125) as 
-haviig 

been abandoned by modern Soclalism in favour of
the nslowerr'Lut surer method of the ballot-boxrr, He continued to advocate the
parliamentary road, aithor-rgh ideally the socialist vote ruas to be directed by a

revclutionary ind'ritriul organisation, But he believed that in freland indepon-
denco was a pre-requisite, so that the lrish lJationalist was seen as rtan active
agent in social rejeneration', (p.126) lreven when he is from the eccnomic point
of view intensely conservativerr.

The nethod,cf physical force, while not to be favoured for its own sake,

was not excluded fron inl trparty of progressrr" There werer however, certai'n
conditions r.rhieh should prelede- its ;doption; first, perfeet agreenent on the

end to 6q attained, then^presentation ci the demand for freeoom through elected
representatives" 6it"ottlttg street fighting, Connolly assumes a 19rge. s"?1",
rising with the support of Ine popuhcJ (pp.2Zg-30)" The implication is that
succeswill justify the method'

In the event the Easter Rising of 1916 Uas put into effect by a

group of leaders r^rith differing ultimate aims, united by nationalism and

the intention to turn the opportunity afforded by the Fi-rst World l{ar to
what they saw as Ireland's uavaniag"". Connol1ywus a prime mgYer (12)t
committiirg the lrish Citizen irrny despite his reported conviction in the

end that there wag no chance of success and they were ttgoing out to be

slaughteredrt (Introduction, p.30).

(11) l'{any British socialists may of course have boen chauvinists' But
' ' 

IgU;"g_g"d"EaFteI Weeg proviaes an example of Connolly describing
British OraiiliiEg""r-j-" Ireland as 'rcowardly runawaysrr_and ttshirkersrrr

and defending this against criticism from a Glasgcw reader.
(rz) iir" ;;ii;;is-j-ntroduction to ]gle :Easlqlfliging,. p'19r-states that

the I.R.B.Military Council ,as-I6Gd to estaUtist an alliance with
Connolly lest he ihould start his own insurrection'
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It was no monstr-- -,.,; abama';ion that he endeci his carper as a martSrfor o1d freland and is often remembelecl as sueh, hcueve:: unjust it would be''t,o claim he uas I1o more thaa that. HG has a pl-icc in lahoui hist,ory as wo1l
1s in, the histoly of sooralist thought" The Qgfu,-g!ed_'!,Iru1+ggq. are divorcedrrom tne context of action and controverg;r in r^lhioh they r.,eie produced, butit is: useful and le.gitimate io judge thera on thei:.o,"rn merits and see wherethe ideas tend"

-Perhaps, after all" ii; is to Connol-ly's credit that his writings arpnot fulJ-i'.andr excl-ris-Lvely cornpatib.ie r^rj.th ury on" of the theoretical tradit-ions claiming affinit.ies r,;ith hin -" less sor"th:t they endor$e sentimonts
and idsas present j-n so many cl ilren:, 'u

L.W,

qtiorne rno,,i 
'tr+ur:,rtr2..:-tr--.IJ1: ., ,,,

. 
r?""' 'i;his 1s r'rh.at Father: lGr:e sa:-d,; f Oi.vrrce in thc soeialist sonsorreans that t'omen rould be r.rill-j-lg tc stoou -i:o bc the r,j.e-i;ress of one man afteranotherto A more unscrupui-ous fknder ,li", nroo"r::hcorl 1..,es never uttered orpenned. Renerbei,' that tt,is ',,'a;; said j.n riekr:,cl, cni do ycr_r_ aot wor:cer that

some frish wonln -" scrne persons of the sars se:i: ; ihe oL:r,lererrs mother -did not 8!t up and hurl irre l.1e back j.n his -ree'ch.,. and t"1i-h,r*-trrut-it-"utnot lax that ke'pt ther,r rrirtuous, that if ai] marr"i"S"-.frrr',;ere abolishedi;omorrowr'it i,rould not naks lro*u, twiliir:g-Lr; stoop-to be il:e mistress of onenan after anothelr. -,lryf -r-eii1;r, the un:Lue:ilicrjs j-ies not:i.n this allogodsocialist proposal, but rn t,h,- mr-nds of thosc vhc so in^t,erp::et it o o. rr

:,tr-a me s C onno ].1-y, ]:.!.slt&-{r-U9J:i}l.tLeed_qA}igtg!, 1910
. rr"o'Thc fronij-ers of 'rciair.i, the -r.ti;fjl:-rcoauJ-e niarlls of the separatecxj.stence of rz'e1and, er€ a: olc as Eu::.ope -L.;cej-.il, -ihe i:ai:diwo::l: of theA]-mighby, not of poli-ti.c:Lans" l:id r;: ti:e marks of rrelano,s s"parJto-Ltionaltty

we re not^ueide'by poiitic-{-ans $o t.:iey carri:or; J:: u,.r,:.?ce oy ih.em.
- .{s, the sepa}ate inCivid.ual is 'to"{,he fai:ii};-, go the sepa4to nation

, : ':' 'i"C^., Ug*g*j*flap:l,H"lne J.?.*?,-i.93.6,

rrTL'; ,co'Lrnc:-J- of the iri;;h cj-l;izen Ariny t::s rosoir.,3c1, after graveand-earnest delibe:'ationr,,tp,.hoisto thi gleeittrug o.rl rreland over tiberty
Ha11, as over a for1,ress-ii]Jl fcr irc.tbild b;,. the lr.:s cf ft"isirnen,This is a monentc;; Cccisi-;-- i5'thc ;iioei s:rious cr:isis Ire1and haswitnessed in our" day anrJ. generation. rt'wi-iI, we are sure, send a thrillthrough the hearis of every true frish man 

"nC 
oorou,), &i1r1 sead the redblood coursing flercely along the veins of evely lc.;e:r of the race .o. rr

,r,C, Heitggq i .Bequllfg, 8"4..i-9-1_5,
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let Le r from for'd's
f liked both the tU.A.Vf. Scab UnionrMotor Bulletin and yo'ar

Loldstown pamphlet. , More povrer to your etfoilJffi,ire piece about
the Foid. convenors ('From the Workshop into the Corridors of Powerr
Solid.arity vol.7 No.10) but -I thought it overlooked tw,.,relevant points.
Unlike union official-s r'lio are usually ln office for five or seven yearsr*
convenors at Ford are subject to annual election and often a few shop-
steward.s can oust & convenor.

To be a coilvenor or lTorks Conunittee marl one musi first be elected. a
shop-steward.. Vlhen they grovr away from their members it is :rot unknown
for them to be clepr:sed. as shop-stewarcls. .f kno,,v that when this happened
to one so-called tmilitanti Joint nYorks Cr:mmittee member at Dagenham he
was obligirgly transferred by management to a shop-stewardless clepartlaent
to keep hiin on ihe J.W"C.; but when this'v,ias attempted recently in the
found.ry the convenor conoerneci vras too honest to accept it.

I take lt you are following the Con-Me:-,h fi-asco. Speaking as a
f ound.ry v"orker r could. te1} you c,f a iralf ^dozen cases throughout the
country where foundry workers have been handling castings only to
discover that they were for Con-Mech. fhey promptll' 61r"ked them - as
any trade mionist rrould. black casLi-ngs nade by scab labour. When the
executil-e of the for,rndry section of the A,E.F. heard about this, the men
were told I'take it easy, olc boy, 1ye are in enough trouble alreaoy,r. Sothe rank-and-file are told. thai they mustntt dare black scab castings
unless the Erecutive te1ls them to"

This puts the rank-and-file :Ln the position that unt11 i;he Ind.ustrial
Relations Act is repealed they must not fight the employers.. should a
TorJr government be retur:ied again rre can have no doubt that they will put
another Tndustrial Relations Act on the statute book ancl uni.on executiveswill agai-n be pleading with their members to ,1o nothing to get them fined..fhis puts us in a pos:-tion where tjre workers can fight when therers a
r,abour government but not when therefs a fory one. This is making ourbranch members scratch their head.s a bit-

F "Vt-" (lagenJra.ur ) "

xThe majority of trad.e r;:rion officials are
for life or until reti:ement" - Ed.s.

j"n fact appointed cr elected.
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pro lelarien rnan
The whistle blows its piercing call and. for five minutes in a stic}ry after-

noon

Your sit and stare at the factoryrs parquet floor'
['ea close at hand,, Daily Mirror dog-eared on the table near the waII'
you look up at tfre cfocX, the foreiants only friend-, two minutes already

gone
flies when You have to do sod all.
from und.erneath those unmanicured. finger nails, sniffOh! how

Dig the
that time
grirne out

Thinking of all those Pools and
and" sPit reflectivelY,

Bingo castles that have crr:mb1ed' into
dust wlth each d-ayts futile toil'

But you are needed., the P.M. sa,id- on E.V. last night -
You ald your kind. can get the country back on its feet once fior.eo

Ah! but you're also the first poor br:m who gets ca1led- up if therers a
w'ar.

Your Unlon Leader te1ls you of the wicked- Tory plan to undermine you,
But who can you believe, tcause in the main hets just a bourgeois of a

d-ifferent hue.
Finj-sh your tea with a d.isgrlnt1ed. sigh and send. the dregs skinming across

the floor.
The rvhistle once more rends the air, and your finger jabs the button that

starts your robotic toil.
Up! Downt Round.! ?he machine spins, cinrning out its nuts and bolts
Filling your life with its hum-drr:m whine,
What a 1uc}ry Proletarian man you a1'e to d.o this all yor:r 1ife.

- Russ.

.,,.'ffi-'-t\ffi*
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Revolut,i onary
Bur-eaLJcracy

The October LgLl revolution in Russia was recognized by friend
and foe as a major historical event. It was clear that this was

not just the olrLrthrow of a government and a regine, but that an

entire social order collapsed and out of its ruins something genuinely
ne\ir was about to be constructed. The debates about the nature of
the new social order and its origins have been with the revolutionary
movement ever since and split it uP into muttually hostile campsr
What is the political basis for this hosEility '

$ss$$$
As early as November 1918, while Lenin was in full command

with ?rotsky at his side and Stalin was hardly heard of, Rosa Luxen-
-burg, a comrade-in-arms of the Bolsheviks, wrote a sympathetic but
critical appraisal of the Bolshevik revolution. Her criticism
contained an ominous warning on the possible eonsequences of tenin! s

restrictions on the authoriiy, an<i freedom of exPression, of the'
workers t councils (soviets) ' ,:

, Wit'hout general eLeeti.ons" uithout unrestv'icted freedom of pye.ss

and assembli,'uithout a free'struggle of op[nionr Life di'es o.ut yf,
iri"i publi"c' institution"" bn"o*ns a mere sZmblanee of -Lyfe." in 

^ultieLtonly" the bureauiracy on*loin, as the actiue element. l"bli" !i{.?" ^grahually falls aslbep, a feu dozen party -Leaders 1f ineshaustLbLe
'unnogy o"ra'bound.Less eupet'ie?'tce direbt and rule. Anong them" ?ry
*not"i"tA onlg a dozen outstanding 'heads.d"o the Leading and.an elite
)1 ttru" uorkZng class i.s i.n'oited- f,om time. to time to meetings , ;

,hnon they ,oZ to applaua the speeehes_of the Leadersr.o.nd.to "!!-:?'nproposed -on"rlution-s- unan.LmouslU : at .bottom then" a TLtcqul 1I-{^1'-:
Z dZctatorship" to,be su.?e, not the di,ctatoz,sh2P o_i tryq gloletariat'
housauer,,'but b"ty the dLctq,to!,ship of q handfuL o.f pol.itiicaltst- ,.i

that ir, a allta'Lorship in the bourgeois saltse5 in the. sense of the
yule of the Jaeobins {|he postponembnt of the Souiet Congress fz'o-ry

three-month peniods to sin-month perioci),

Ies, u)e can go euen furt?ter,: such cond.it-ions must ,I.NEVITABLY
cq,use a bttutalizati.lon of public Life" attenpted_.ass-asi.natioTs'
siooting of hostages, ete-. (Lenints -speeeh bn discipline and corrupt-
-ion, ) tl

(t.Rosa Luxemburg speakst rPathfinder ?ressrNew-Yorkrl970rP'391') -.



The warnings of Rosa Luxemburg were ignored by nost revolutin-
-aries during the first years following the revolution' Even her own

party in cermany did not publish them.- Thig can be understood when

one considers Lhe tremeindous enthusiasm for the first successful breach
of t'te Bourgeois uorld. However, as the years passed, and the
regime of tile Bureaucracy in Russia produced unPrecedented
rbrutalLzations of pubiit 1ifer, nosa Luxemburgts warning acquired
a new significance.

Already in the nid-1920!s and througirout the 1930rs many in
the revotutionary left started a critical reappr'al"sal of the Russian
revolutlon , regime, and the relation between these trrro.

t What \,rent wrong i. t

t When did things st,art to Bo wrong 1t
t tihy did things go wrong ?'

$ii $$

One of those who attenpted to answer these questions rras
Trotsky, wirose role in the ,"tolutions of 1905, ancl October L9L7 ,
makes him second only Eo Lenin. Trotsky produced many-analyses
of the new society tt "t was taking shape under Stal j.nf s rulef : : ,

stalin did not merely establistr the dictatorship of the Politburo
and the Secret Police, but uroulded an entire society to go with it.
i.iew property relations, new social roles, nehl Eotivations r ner^I

personality types, new aut.hority relations, ne\t, legiLimizations,
r,ao, social classes and strata,, new attitudes to productionl lifet
sciences, arts. Whether one liked this society or not it came

into exisLence as an accomplished fact and had to be dealt with.

In the nevr R.ussian 6oc iety there was no privaEe or,rnership of
the means of production, no free market economy, and no profi-t
moti.ver so that it could hardly qualif y as f Capitalismt . , _ 

Flowever,
siuce gg.g'/. of the population in that society had no inf luence on

the political decision-making process and rlrere reduced to the
permanent status of an audience t invited frou time to time to
meeti-ngs where they ate to applaud ttre speechee of ttre leaders and
approve propoSed reSolutions unanlmOusly t it I.7as not was most
revolutionary understood as I Socialismr .

The essence of Trotslcy's answer r.7as that Russia vTas sti1l a
rWorkers't Statet due to the fact that there was no private ownership
of the means of producEion, but the Party's aPParatus (i.e. the full--
-time officials), though not atclassr, established itself as a

canceroustgrowthi on a basieally healthy political system. The
rule of the ijureaucracy was, "ria 

'frotsicy, 'a tenpor.aty relapsef '
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Trotsky I s answers calr:':d the gnawing doubts of many

revol.utionaries by invoking historical analogies: I just as it was too

early to appraise the trrench Revolution and the post-revolutionary
society during the period of i{apoleon r so $ras it too early Eo

apprai.se the iussian revolution and society during Stalinrs periodr'

ilovr t temporary r must a social system be bef ore it is
recognized as a .rioirt" his torical' phenomenon ?

What conclusious must revolut
recogni-ze the rule of the bureaucracy

$$s$
Agaln it was Trotsky who dared-to touch

expl"osive questlons. In September f939, shortly
the second world lvar, but well before Russia was

expressed his vierss clearly luit'h an ideological
followers lack:

ionary socialists draw once theY
as a viable historical entitY?

these ideologicallY
after the sLart of
attacked, he

courage mosE of his

t, If thi.s ua" p"ouokes" (7s ue fLymly belieue" a pl'gletarian TeDoLut-

-ion", it must i.Leuttably Lead. to the ouerthrou of the bureaucracy
in the USSR and. the ongnnnoit;.on of Souiet' d,emocracy on a far hig.her

economic ancl cultural basis tkan'Ln LTLB. In that ease the questlon
as to uhether the Stalinist bur.eaucr;acA, ud,s a'te?,ass" or a growth on

the workeys, state uiLL be "iiZ^itl.caliy 
soloed. To eue,ra si'ngle

;;;";;' il- il.Ll in"o*n clear that in the p,ocess .of t-he deoelopement
of the uoy,La rel)olution the Souiet but'eaucraey das only an EPIS)DIC

obloprn.

If , ?lotteuer" it is c.loncecjed. that the present uay, uiLL prouoke

not a reuoluti.on but d. d"eeline of the p,oietariat' then there
t,emains another alternati.ue: the' f'urth'ey d.ecay of monopo-Ly- capitalism'
its further fisiin wi,th tlte state and. the replacement of demoeyacA

wheyeoer it stilL r.enained., bi' ; titilitarian regi-me ' r'he inability
of the pt,oletariat to take i.nio its hands the Leadership of society
could. aetualt,y- 1"aa und.er these cond.itions to the grautlt of a nel'

eapLoiting cLLss fioi the -nonapartist faseist buyeaueraea ' This
uould. be" accord.ing to aLL ;,ni7catl,rn"'" a regime of deeline, s'ignaLi-

-zing' th-e eclipse of ciuilization'

An anaLogous yesult might .occur in the eoent that the proletari'at
of a4uanced Capitalisb. ooolnioinr, hauing eonque?e( Pouer" should pz'oue

incapable oy i'ol4ing it and sury,bncler it' as in-the. U.SSR' to a'

pxitsiliged buyeaucr"o"y. -riei ue uould. b; comp.elled.to aeknowledge

that the ouoiii=yro thn bureaucratLc relap"n .2" to.oted not in the

backward.eness of the "orntoy*iia "ot in the -impetialist enoironement

but in t?te congenital l."""pZ"Z'ii i7'.ttrn pt'oletariat to beeorne a ruling
class. ?hen it would be necessa*A Ln *"7oo"pnet-tc establish that
in i,ts fund.amental tyai,ts tttru pre"sent ISSR uas the preeursor of a nelt

e*ploitingregimeoT'tQ?t'Lnter'nati'analscale'
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We haue d.iuerged DerA far from the terminological conttoDersA

ouer. the nomenclature of the- Souiet state. But Let our critics not
pr.otest: only bg taking the necessarA hi.stov'ieal Perspectiue can
bne pz,oui,d.e trlrbnl1 wilh a coy'rect iudgement upon such q question ag
the replacement of cne social z'egime by another.

The historic alternatiueo eavri,ed to the end" is as follous:
either the Stali,n regime i,s an abhov'rent relapse in the process of
tz,anafotming itouz,geoZs societg into a socialist soeiety, or the Stalin
regime is the firit stage of a neu erpLoiting soeiety.

If the second p;t,ognosis proles to be corz'ect" then of course'
t'he bureaucracy uiLL become a neu erpLoi,ting class. .Hoaeuez' onerous
the second. pnrZpectiue maA be" if th-e uotld proletatiat should
actually prbun Zncapable bf f"LLfilling Lhe mi,ssi,on .placed upon -it by
the 

"ou-rsZ 
of aeuelopen-ent-" nothing else uould v'emain eecept _only to

reeognize that the sbcialist programme, based on the internal contra-
-dictions of capitalist soe'Lety" ended as a utopia-

It is euid-ent that a nell tmin'tmum' programme would be required
for the d.efense of the slaues of the totalilaz,iart bureaueratie soci,etyt'.

( t The USSR in war I , f rom t In def ense of Marxismr , t'ierit publishers,
irlew-Yorkr 1965. p.9. )

In the decades thaE passed since tirese words were written
Stalints Ru*sia fought Lhe bloodiest war in human history and
emerged victorious. Tire society created by Stalin proved viable
and the political bureaucracy ruling it emerged entrenehed i.n its
dominant role beyonci l-ts ovrn expectations. i{oreover, the same type
of regime spread to Eastern Europe, and later - to China. Trotskyrs
r+ondering as to whether the bureaucraey was an tepisodic relapser
or t a pr!"ursor of a nerrT rxpioit ing regime on an international sealet
recei.ved an unambigous ansrv-er by the developement of history over
the last thirty years. The rule of. the bureaucracy is a viable
historical phenomenon in lts own right. The bureaucracy can
develop and manage a modern irrclustrial society and become a iuorlci
pororer in the polirical-, econoinic, and military sense.

Once the bu::eaucracy is recognj-zed as a viable historical
entity it must be. treated as sueh, that is:its own history nlust be
treated noE as some acci"dental diversi-on from tt,€ tnainstream of
human history, but as a rnajor f eature.
i{hat is the life cyele of this ne!/ ruling caste ?

Where was this bureaucracy befo::e LL establlshed itself iri a dominant
role? What is the embryonic, pre-I:evolutionary, phase of the
bureaucracy like ? llhat is the self-i"mage of the bureaucracy ?

rlow does th e bureaucracy legitiurize its role to its f ollotrers bef ore
it becomes a ruling caste? i{or+ does the bureaucracy reproduce, and
legiLLmize, its.role to new generations ?
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History is not a magiciants hat out of which ruling castes
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dominant class , Christians were crucified for centuries
the churcir became the most powerful institution in Europe'
- 
a'fr. bureaucracy exist bef ore it takes over porn'er ? 

,

Ti-re stanriard. ans*er to these questions r aceepted by most
marxists, Iocates the origin of the bureaucracy ln the backwardness
of Russia and its isolation by hostile lmperialist regimes' These

specific circumstances no aouit created conditions favourable t'o the
ascendance of the liureaucracy, but in historyrds in crlme, it is not
the circumstances but the motivations that account for the act'

The motivaEions of the tJureaucraey in iEs pre-revolutionary
phase must not be judged by its post-revolutionary face. The

revolutionary bureaucrat is nota power-hungry political careeristt
seeking Eo f urther his ol^ro int,erests, nor is he an advstlt'Ursr seeking
ta place in historyt. Lenin and his follovrers were willing to pay

with their lives and careers for their eonvictions --and many of
then did so. Most of them could choose a different life and gain
success in Bourgeois soeiety - some did. Those who chose to remain
revolutionaries were "oorrg"i the most intelligent and sensitl,ye in
their generarion. They had the courage to face externat peri1" :t..
vell as inner doubts and tempt.ations " I"Iany despalred af ter the f ailure
of the 1905 r..roiraiorr, others succumtred tl the pre:sures of t normal r

f amily lif e. Those who renainecl I^Iere' neither otganLzational f anatics
nor t.h,:oretical- doctrinaires wirich t'cday, alas, swell the ranks of
nost marxist organlzations. Their motj.ves were totally unselfish'
the,y were appatea by tire suffering of workers and peasants in
Bourgeois society and were determined to bring about' a fundamental
change in society sc a5 to Put an end to this suffering' Lenin did
not rule by personal authority or by diseiplinary regulations ' tle

was often outvoted in his party and never advoeated expulsions' 
-

It is doubEful whether a *irr"utu and sympathetie ll"sEigation, from
a revolutionary viewpoint, will reveal any overt flaw in the
personality or motivLs of nost pre-revol-riionary Bolsheviks, including
stalin and assoeiates like i{olotov. And yet it vlas this party which
carried within itself the potentialities of developing into a-regime
which inflicted unprecedenied eruelties upon those whose suffering
iE sought to alleviate, ancl unprecedented humiliations upon its ol47n

disciples.

It is often arguecl that Lenints organLzational colcept of
,Democratic centralismt 1s the root of the bureaucratisati'on'
Clearly, Ehis organizational structure enables those at the centre
to dominate the entire organizati-on indefinitely'
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However, even if I only a dozen heads at the centre do ihe

leadingt it is up to them to decide how to use the organizational
apparairr" which is at their disposal. Why choose to abolish the
nalional Congress of the tr'lorkers t councils ? Why choose Persistentl-y
to oppqse shop-floor management j-n induslry ? The organizational
structure cannot account for Ehe nature of the political decisi'on'

A.penetrating analy-sis of the Russian revolution reveals that
Lenin had to choose between a policy of t A11 po\^ler to the workers
councj.lst and one oi tA11 power to the revolutionary partyr' As long
as the palty had a majority within the r+orkers councils this painful
choice was not app"=er,t, but how was a revolutionary to choose if the
two came into conflict ? The answer is known to every marxist: only
those aware of the historical, rather than the immediate, interests of
the working cIass, call take tire ri.ght decision. 1t is theref ore their
duty to pui their understanding of hi-story into act j.on. The
t.rolutiorrty bureaucratrs self-image is that of I a specialist in
the science of Historyt.

Coulcl iE be that the potentiality of bureaucratization in the
socialist revolutionary movement reside not only in Leninrs concept
of Democratic Centralism, but in Marxts concept of the dynamics of
hisLory ?

$ss$
A11 revolutionaries share the conviction that the exisEing

social evils cannot be cured by reforns, but only by changes in
the foundations of the social structure. This shared view often blinds
them fo Ehe fundamental differences within their own ranks '

In a1t past rev'.utions one section of the revolutionary camp

established itself as a new dominant class revealing horrifying
potent.ialit ies to their f ormer comra.les . The Levellers, Danton,
iiukharin, and Trotslcy suffered wor'se than eventual assasination by
their former comrades, they suffered the belated realization that
they helped create regimes they abhorre.

Is this the inevitable fate of most succesful revolutionaries
Even if the ansriler is yes it would not deter many f rom j oining the
revolutionary camp. Those who do so in full awareness of this
terrible possibility witi have only themselves ro blame if they
play down the fundamental differences between the various
revolutionary ideas and organizations.

social revolution 1s, possibly, ttre most prof ound act of'

creationi Its prociucts are not creations outs j"de our selves ' but
,.r-p.aa"rr," of sell,es. we do not knoto if it pays to be caref u1
'with that mysterious proce6s cal1ed llistorY, but we know what one

pays for being uncareful.
A. O.



-24-

A \I EW MOVIME\I T ?
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENC iI BOULOGNE APRIL L97 4

. About twenty conrad.es from seven countries gathered in Boulogne
over Easter to hold an international conference. Although this was

fewer people than at the previous such conference last september
(see tle report in Soligarity 7/B) , the quality of d'iscussion was very
high and, many new a@frenG-and ideas were put foreward and o1d ones

sorted out and discrrssed.

The sessions rvere conducted without either a chairman or an agenda

as those present believed ',,hat the ideas of self-tranagement began with
the sel-f-management of their own discussion. Instead the form of the
discussion was agreed at each stage by the participants although nuch

of it followed suggestions made beforehand by London Solidarity. As

it turned out neither a chairman nor an agenda were necessary. The first
day was dominate,f by a group-by-group presentation of reports on what
had tat<en place i-n the individual countries since the last conference.
After this presentation, a Dutch comrade said that he had been satis-
fied by onJ-y one of the reports, the F;'ench one' This report had
stressld new forms of struggle' such as locking bosses in or sequestra-
tion of materials from the factory to flnance the struggle, such as at
Lip. The Dutch cornrade suggested that what needed emphasising was preci-
sely t.hese new forms of struggle, and he went on to make the general-
isation that there had been the development of a fnew mo'u'ement'rrthicht
in contrast to the 'oId movernentr of parti-es, unions, and rrevolution-
aryt groups, consisted of workers struggling by themselves, often
,.g,.irrit 'lheir' organisations and for goals determined by themselves.
In the rold movementr the struggle vras seen as some kind of recruiting
appendage to the body of the union and t.he party. In the fnew movementr
this was not the case, instead, self-organisation was becomi-ng increas-
ingly important.

This formulation, or variations of itr was to determine rnost of the
rest of the conference. Discussion centered. around a more accurate des-
cripti-gn of the phenomen.gs of the llew lllovement, a concept that no o]I?-

denied was becoming more and more real. A German comrade believed that
the new movement wis morn fconcreter than the o1d one, and added that it
was a movement struggling more through self-active forms and less thr-
ough unions and pu.rii"u. He suggested that the terms roffj-cialt and

runofficial' could better express thi-s change of activity' The Dutch com-

rade replied that tfuturet might better riescribe what he had" in rnind.
However, most of those present d.ecidecl that roldt and rnewr were the
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best terms and these were used. throughout the conference. A Swedish com-

rade intervened to say that we were di-scussj-ng inridea] type' terms:
there were negative features in the new movement as weII as in the ol-d

movement.

At this stage a French comrade suggested that the deliberate break-
ing of the anti-abortion law in France i:y the self-declared practice of
abortion by woments groups was an example of the new movement. Others
thought that sj-nce this accounted for only l% of abortions and that there
had been no significant increase j-n abortion for at least tvrenty years'
this change was not as significant as might be thought. Thj-s conversation
carried on for somo time until it was proposed that a discussion of
revolutionary organisation would be more fruitful. This was accepted.

This sectj-on of the conference was perhaps the rnost interesting.
The basis of the previous d.ayrs elaboration of what had been caIled the
new movement was used as a starting point. Al-though there was no agree-
ment on the concept or the activity of a. revolutionary organisation,
many points were made, for instance that the presentation of leaflets
could be just the same as the passive reception of ideas at a meeting'
that there was no way to make people think for themselves and attenpts
to do so would have an entirely negative effect. This discussj-on took
up most of the second day.

On the third day it was decided that the previo:-:-s dayrs discussion
should be resumed but from tlie point of view of hor+ we visual-ised sccj-a}
change and particularly change in peoplers consciou-sness. An English
comrade presented. a short introductory thesis; that those present
believed that they produced various tracts and panphlets to change peop-
le's ideas" The problem of revolutionary activity ( in our meaning of
the term ) was therefore mainly a question of consciousness and how it
changed, A French comrade added that collective, not individual,
consciousness was the real point. Aftcr some further development of these
consid.erations, a Dutch comrade gave his interpretation. He said that,
in terms of the o1d movem.ent, class consciousness; had and would never
exist, that consciousness is always consciousness about something, that
there is no division betwec.n j-ndividual and. collective consciousness,
and that consciousness comes from everyday life and not from revolution-
ary groups. Our ro1e, he added., was to help prcrride information. The
Australlan comrades disagreed, if we dj-d not fight capitalism when
asking others to do so we would be struggling by proxy. A German conrade
disagreed, he believed that real changc in consciousness was not the
prod.uct of the grouprs own activity and that no group can rai-se conscious-
ness. Erchanging ex.periences, howeverr was a positi-ve way of developing
new j.deas. This continr:ed into a consids.ration of vanguardism. There
were dj-fficulties of definitj-on, but atL those present were unambiguous in
their rejection of vanguard.ist forms of organisation. Finally, the
Australian comrades stated that vre should intervene with an und.erstanding
of experiences. An English comrade stated that experience was not
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built ug prick by brick - e.xperience was onl-y a part of the problen.;" 

,,
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' In the afternoon of.Uhe final da.y, the last session decided to
produce a symposi-um of the discussions, which had been taped, for
distribution to the participants and. to a wider seLection of any
interested, people.

Everyone agreecl the meeting was useful and that a further serj-es
of meetings should be arranged when those interested indicated the time
and place considered most suitabl-e, That t,he subject matter would
arise from a consideratj-on of i;he report in ttre context of what was
happening in the world during the ensuing period.

The main conclusion was that we should. adopt a nod.est view of what
we could do, and that each situation that we felt was of j-nterest which
we might wish to comment upon need.ed a close examinatj-on. We should
not act as though one could know in advance what precisely we might wish
to say. There could be no rtheoryt whi-ch woul-d fit neatly into a total
r,'iew of what was often regarded. as rrevolutionary practicer.

If self-management was the basis of our vi-ew of the new struggles
as r^rell as the basis of an alternative society, then we could not aenythose who manage their own struggles the right to determine their ownperspectirres - i"e. ttheoryr.

D.B. and J.J.

IF YOU \A/A\IT ]C CONTACT US

Nati-onal coordina-tj!-n€i qroup : c/o 4 fne Grove, Lancaster

Coventry z c/o G. .Tinks, 24 Evelyn Ave., Foleshi11, Coventry

l,ondon ; c/o 12J l,ath.om R,1., lond.on E.6.

Sorlthappton r c/o D. 0'Su11ivan, 59 Chamberline Rd", Highfj.eJ.d,
Southampton.
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eco-polit,ics at Leeds
About eighteen members of soli-darity attended' the saturd'ay nornipg

meeting to discuss the rtcrisisri. there were contingents from lOndon'

I{anchester and Coventry as well as individr-ra}s from Liverpool, Lancaster'
Leed.s itself, sheffield. and, other places. In some lfays the discussion
cagied on the topics of Southampton. Maln questions were whether there
was a crisis or fraa been one at all, whether lt was international or
confined. to Britain, and whether it was a crisis of capitalism or simply
a shift of power beiween capitalists. The attention ihen moved" , without
a firm conclusion being re.ched., on to the actlon vrhich ind-ividual groups

took at the election, urra iro* one should intervene in such a situation,
and. the need for the national working group to get together qulckly and

produce naterial when faced- with events of such importance - if ind'eed

the electlon had any major ilrportance at all.

The afternoon saw a nnuch larger gathering packed into the same room

for an open'meeti-ng on 't[he Politics of EcoLogyl and this i'ras led off by

four invited. speakers, only two of whom in fact got the chance- to make

formal statements of their views. The first set the tone of the meeti:rg,

for Solidarity members anpaXr by attacking the equatic'n of overpopulation
and poverty. The vrorld, ste argued, and. specifically Britain, was capgble
of si.pporting many mo1,e li.vesr,given a different kind' of social organisa-
tionr-r:rA *o"i-a1lsts should- have no trrrck with the capi-taiist rhetorl" ?f--
popuiation control, designed,, more often than not, with a view to- forestali
ling the dangers of revglution. If overpopulation wesntt the problem,

"rruiyorr" 
seemed tacitly agreed, nevertheless, that the natural enviroruoent

was teing po11uted.. The tend.ency to talk as if trwerr were the cause of itt
instead. of seeing the true class nature of the problem, was by and large
rejected., a,lthor.tlh, because of the wid"e range of opinion represented, it
*r* ,u"ussary to argue about such matters as whether the worki.ng .cf'ass as

traditionatti aefir.ua frra arry interest in ecological issues and' if not,
whether this could be held against them. the Solidarity members in the
meetlng seemed united in the feeling that the priority should be the
question of who has the power! until the ruling class had been d.ivested of
i.t there seemed. little that could. be d.one to save the environnent' The

representative of the rtPeople Partyrr, an ecologioal group which-ca'mpaigned
at the }ast electlon, *as very much out of tgne with the mood. of the
meeting vrhen he lrr,g"a us to vote for a party lihe his and 1et them try to
d.o something that way. fhere r,ias some question.whether the issues of
ecology were central to revolutionary thi-nking (in the way that those of
serual liberation were) i.". d.id. they inply only a revolutio+a{y solutioh?
the roee.ting dr_ifted. fi:ra]ly toward.s a practical Aiscrission of the relative
merits of small ssale ver'sug laSge scale technology, vuith Solidarity
membersgenerallyarguingthattheresiasnothingintrinsicallywrongwith
the latter and tLt it qn.r.fa be lrn.by the workers ttremselves. It was,

II
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all in all, a neeting to provoke further d'iscussion rather than one whieh

answered anY major questions.

the business meeting the following morning ranged over a number of
topics, and. the question of our activities vis a vis the trad' left groups

was discussed. dh" rr"* paraphlet on the lrump, available here for the first
tine, was felt to be the i<ind. of touchstone that was needed' in this respect'
presenting a new challenge on nerl ground. fhere was talk of the formation
of a Sheffield group and possibility of a national meeting.there but it 

-
was d.ecided that the next conferencl would take place in Liverpool, zz'Zltd
June. :

M. S.0.

sol idar'i
FOLR] T,\YI KER,S POWEM

This sub-title has headed our iourr,al fo1. a long time. There have

always been some objections, not least from members of the Solidarity gloup

itself . The time has cnme to look al it in the light of cuEent thinking,
with a view to being more speci.fic, less ambiSgous, in the presentation of
our views.

Ile sti1l think that rvrorkersr powerr i.s a corne::stone of an alternat-
irr" "o"-"-pi"it"tive 

society, based on self-actiyity and self-managiement of
the members of that societY.

The temn tworkersr powert is used by others (Leninlsts, iVlarxists, Trot-
slryists, Anarchists, of aff kind.s) who d.o not share our view of the rneaning

of the ierrn and., even less, our view of the way in which the objective might
become a reality. Hence our need to d.ifferentiate. The d.ifficulty lies in
findlng a tsloganr, form of words, whatever, whlch will be suitable as a

sub-tiile to follow tSolidarityt - as the head.ing of our journal.

Those who feeL they know and share our views are invited. to offer sug-
gestions which might help us over the difficulty. It is easy enough to ex-
pr""" our ideas clearly.at tength, but so far a short 1-4 word. tstatementr
which clearly d.efines what we are for, which will be less open to misrep-
resentation, has not emerged..

Do you think you can contribute?
What do you think about it?
Letrs hear from you.



-28-

In August 1971 QOIIDABIII (london) published 'HistoTy_
and Revolution';-m;-;;s a translation of parT-offi
text by Faul- Cardan ( 'Maq41s_me et Th6orie R6volution-
nairer) which had appe e
French journal rSocialisme ou Ba.rbarier "

Our publication was precedecl by an extensi-ve and pro-
longed discussion wiihrn the group, in the course of
which an Aberdeen comrade took issue with some of
Cardanrs basic id.eas, namely the notion that there was
no. insuperable internal economic obstacle to capitalismrs
development gf proouction", ,lrle.here publj-sh excerpts of
Cardants repiy vrhichr in our opinion, raise a number of
interesting theoreti-cal points,

When you say tj-i is tz'ue that the present econorrlc system is a
barrier to adequate _production, j-n spiie of iis expansion in the last
2) years (arms production, prod.uction for waste, etc.)t you are, I am

afraid, victim of a current confusion.

What is tadequater production? Adequate for whom, for what purposet
from what point of vier^i? 'r,Ie are tallcing about capitalism and the (ima-
ginary) tincapacityt of the system to generate the conditj-ons for its own
continued expansion, qua capitah-sm" i,,Ie are not speaking about the
tadequacyt of this prod.uclion with regard to human needs or values.
Productj-on is adequate from the point cf vievr of the capitalist system i.f
i-t goes on expandi-ng at 5 per cent per annum, producing junk, atom bombs
or soap bubblesr* thereby expandj-ng the market for the sa.me comnodj-ties.
fliis is the true meaning of the term 'commodity' in Dag Kap:-Ia1 and in
political econony in general: use value is not discussed - it is just
asgumed..

There is no internal economic barrieq to capitalismrs functioning.
That humanity may ai the same lime be starving, living like wild beastst
be persuaded. to buy soap bubbies, e tc " , j.s totally imelevant from this
poi.nt of vj-evr, That a starving humanity might explode and. d.estroy the

* 
O, - as Keynes seriously suggested. - d,igging holes in the ground and

fi.lling then in again.
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system brould be the result of socio-political human actions and' reactions'
not the effect of rintrinsic econom-1c contradictionst ' The logic of

ffiti"ii;;-:-;"; n"ru I am only quoting Marx - is production for the sake

of production. llot production of something definite' Just production'
of anythi-ng. of shit. It ruould even be wrong to say ( tultra-left moral-

istic confusionismt ) tirat the nearer production is to shit' the more

capitalism approxinates to its own essence. shit or books, bombs or
penicillin, pol-lutants or anti-pollutants - they are a1I gold' The point
j-s: can they be produced and sota for a profit? Thj's is the only point
as far as capltalism and its economic functioning is concerned"

sure, for them to be soId. there must be a rmarkett for them' This
means two things: first' money (the incoraes of those who would buy them)'

This capitalist expansiop gurrul"tes ipso .facto- Secondly, tsocial- wantr 
'

i.e. the belj-ef of the potentia:- fuy6filnat tirey rneedr-or tdesirer the

commodities offered (tiiis has nothing to do with rnaturalt, rgenuinet,
rnormal, rvants i"a a"uirest). capitalism ensures that these tneedst exist
through varlous mechanisms which do not need to be described again'

There is a theoretical-historical movement here which is - to my

mind - the essence of the matter" I do not know whether I will be able

to convey it clear.ly without being too long. In the first place - in the

first tmomentt as Marx wouId uay i'hut, fliriing with Hegel - capitalism
embodies the absolute divorce between use-vaIue and exchange-value' -Ihlu
is both its found.ation and the found"ation of the marxist analysis' what

isprod'uceddoesnotmatter.inthe1east'.foforgetthisistheusua].
sin of present day rmarxistst ' This separation manifests itself i-n at
least two waYs:

prod'uction is f or Profit,
bubbles is more Profitable than
food. wi-l1 be Produced;

- production is for sa}e, not for human needs. If rr-i.Ilions of tons of

food, clothes, etc. are accumulaled j-n the warehouses and cannot be soldt

they will not be given avray to the rnillions of unenployed, the starving,etc'

Itistheseco*gaspectwithwhichMarxlvasmostlyconcerned'inhis
economic analysis proper. It is here he thought he found' an rinternal

contradictionr in the mechanics of the capitalist bconomy' He believed' it
would be organically impossible for capi talism to generate the necessary

purchasi-rrgporurforitsSoodstobesold''thislhaveshowntobewrong'*

AsforthefirstaspectMarxofcourseknewofitandmentionedit
: on several occasions. At times (especially in his earl-ier works) he - 1

emphasized it very strongly.- But this is not an tinternal contradictionr
of the economy" nather siitufA it be seen as a (very profound) criticism

not for human need's' If production of soap

. prorluction of food., soap bubbles and not

* s"u rl,lodern caeltqlisq al}d-Bevg}}lig'"



--)c-
1eve1led against the economy as such (mo{e.prec1""1{ against."ifit?F:sm
as the historical system whi-ch has tended to subordinate ' and finally
reduce, all huma, tLti.rities tc:;9"o1.o1ri91. activities)" Awareness- of thi s

is one of the reasons for the title A Critique .of Political Ecsnomy' whi ch

remained a subtj-tIe of Das Kapi'lal'

:lnasenseMarx,thegreatpolitician'isagainst'-theeconomic
universe as such, because this unii",uu only exi'sts (strictly speaking..

since before "*pit.fi"*l 
on the basj-s of the ?Pp?r"ti,ot between production

and wants - a separation c:'eated by the fact tn'at exchange-values necessa-

rily int_qrpose tiremselves between Lse-values. In a sense, for Marx, the

only type of Inon-alienated' ;;;;" work is the work of the savager i?rodu-

cing a tool or 
-* 

,"*pon to fit his own bod'y and skills and ways of doing

thi-ngs..Iti-ssiegfriedforgingNothung'orUlyssesand'hisbow-which
nobody,else can haidle. It is fhi" "o"t of relation, on another 1eveLt

between trre working collectivity, i-ts work.and' its products which Marx

"""i""g;;--;"';h" 
,Iuperio:' prrasl of communismt (about which I a11owed

myself to add, in ttri rM"Srrirre.gr. iog_iq]-ir*" that it necessari3-y entails

the destructj-on of capitarist*G6-n-offid the conscious creation of a

ne,w.technology. preslnt-day technology-is precisely the embodiment of

this estrangement of man from hj-s own*worki"g-""ti"ity)'
'i -,.^i' lnd more profound aspect' the

Of course, in relation to the first i 
ever can. Some

separati-"r, "^rrrroi' 
te tatcen rabsolutelyt " Birt then nothing

food vrould have to be produced under any conditions' Machines have to be

manageable by bipeds, even at the price of mdnstrous contortj'ons of their

bodies, etc. nlri ali- this is, in ttre economic.::-r"u, peripheral and

seclnd.ary. And this is precisely the monstrosity

Nowallth5.s,theabsoluteseparationofuse-valueandexchange-
value, what I callei the rrirst rr"*."-t; *ilh its two forementioned aspectst

is;truly only a first moment.- 
-It 

1: th"-lirst noment both logi'ca1Iy-

theoreticall-y and really-historically. It is an abstraction' I'Iot only

cannot the separ.ation uo "utoi"tu; 
ii-tras to be very relatj-ve ind'eed''

Be.oause the goods have to be sol6, and because 60 or lO per cent of final

demand is rconsumer demandr, the goods must have a use'value (in that

pnoportion) for tfre populatiorr--*t"ft"gu' 'Ihis woulcl not be a problem if

society ,""" *t "rtuiui"rr"" 
leve1 (th6ugh this expressi-on is hardly mean-

,i.ng:fu1). But an ever-expanding economy cease', aiter a while , to be at

subsistence leve1. Thus the slparati-o-"' b"t'"un exchange-values and tuser-

values has to be overcome. uoa-ern capitalism seeks to achj'eve this preci-

sely through the manipulation of rusel-va1ues1 i'e' by creating consumpti'on

to fit the needs of production and of tho disposal of the product'

It follows that in contemporarv economie: o": ""*::t-:ff*":O:::-:n"
uuBuruti;"':;'Y;:";:*;";"uilir""sl-vatles sa+g phrasg-' But- then the quqs-

- r -- - --6 rflL-i a ^,.oq*i nn - i snored. bv MarX and;i:l'::i::':' ;H; ;,:"T*:;;fii;;;i--ti'rad;rr isnored bv Marx and
-i !r^ i * -^] .i .l-i n e'l A .r 6n omvi- I

ii:""il::i:;, :::;,il:r,;":";;ot be hand,ed within poritical economv'' rt
, L1-- ^^-^^r.r- ^f tha coci a1

:H"ii:: ":::i": :' [#:" ;;' Jiiiil 
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