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IN THIS ISSUE...

It was not so long age that pundits alcated over the apparent
succeses of capitalism. They pointed to prosperity, complacency
and the power of the USA as signs that capitalism has solved its
problems for good. Even sccialists could be happy, they patronis—
ingly reassured us, because capitalism had attained the "goals of
socialism" through the welfare state.

Today that all seems 1ikg'a rSther childisghly bad joke, Belgian
economist Fernand Baudhuin thinks that "we are on the verge of a
world—wide depression, not recession" while Dutch expert Jan Pen
warns that in the future "we simply cammot project autematic growth
...I am quite pessimistic about the future." Professcr Tadao Uchi-
da of Tokyo University says Japan's GNP growth in 1974 will be
lzero at best...Prices will continue to rise, and Japan will be
Portunate to hold the increase to this year's 15 percent levels."
An American pollster says that "For the Ffirst time in 25 years
a majority of the people do not have 'consumer confidence'." All
these statements appear in the areat organ of capitalist main-
straim thinking, Time magazine.

In thisissue we begin adiscussion of the roots of this emeraging
crisis. It is not enough to make dark forecasts. To understand
the particular pattern this new period will follow, we have to un—
derstand how it was that capitalism managed te stabilise itself
for two decades after the Second World War. Among the various at-
tempts to grapple with that question, we found the theory of the
Permanent Arms Economy the most plausible. First developed by the
American economist T. N. Vance in the magazine The New Internatio-
nal, it was slaborated and extended by the British International
Socialism group. Kevin Bain is a supporter of the theory, and
explains the basics of it in this issue. Ron Flaherty reviews an
article From Australian Left Review From the vantage pointof the
theory of the arms economy as well.

a

Here as elsewhere we seek to critically assimilate the ideas .4
of other writers and groups. Not all members of cur organisation
are as convinced on the arms theory as Kevin and Ron, and discussion
will continue.

Second in importance to an analysis of modern capitalism is a
critique of the secondi major social system in the world —- that
which masquerades as "socialist", in the USSR and elsewhere. Ron
Flaherty attempts to put that discussion onm a sound footing with
a refutation of the contradictory notions put forth by many revo-
lutionaries that Russia is some sort of "workers' state! —- despite
the utter disenfranchisement of the working class there. His re-
evaluation of Trotsky's original analysis of stalinist society is,
of course, no substitute for concrete studies of the actual contra-—
dictions and dynamic of stalinist sccieties today, and we hope to

undertakethose studies soon. 1




Survey

USTRALIA'S ECO) PECT,

"1974: The FPirst year of the
future", is hew Time magazine
headed its .survey of world
capitaliasm's economic prospects
last December. Time was discuss-
ing the onset of a world recess—
ion by the beginnina of 1974,
and made it quite clear that the
balmy days of post-war prosperity
were ending -~ and with them,
capitalism's two decades of rel=-
ative political stability,

It would be more accurate to
describe 1973 as the First year
of this new period, for what
charactericzes it is less the
prospect of unending recession
than the alternation of runa-
way booms Ffollowed by severe
slumps == a return to the
traditional capitalist anarchy
of the business cycle., The
international boem tock place
in 1972 and 1973.

Australia shared in this
boom, which was encouraged by
the Liberals' last budget and
which made it easy for Labor
to Pulfill its promises of
Pull employment. The boom was
at least as inflationary here
as it was elsewhere in the
world, but economists expect=-
ed an international recession
in 1974 which would dampen
price rises somewhat. The
recession did come’, hastened
by the oil companies' pro=-
vocation of oil shortaces,
but has so far passed Aust-
ralia by.

The cause of Australia's
exceptional luck is not hard
to pinpoint. Domestic manu-
facturers cained the relative
advantage of being in one of
the Pew countries

advantage of being in one of th-
few countries where oil pricas
did pot rise. Far more important.
Australian mineral interests musl
have benefitted immensely Ffrom
world shortages in metals, esp~c..
ly copper. Prices of metals werc
driven sky high by widespread
hoarding, as buyers stockpiled
materials as a hedge agqainst in .
ion, Though world metal prices i -
now bequn to fall somewhat, they
are still far higher than they
were a year or two ago..

The consequence is that Austr.|
boom has been prolonaed far beyo
that of the_rest of the world, Ti«
ruling class, and the government,
are ironically not very happy
about the fact, because inflation
has reached such heights as to b«
a serious threat to political
stability and business conf}dencr:

Liberal rhétoric notwithstandi i«
the business community, from it:
point of view, cannot really bl:
the Labor government for these
events, Labor has taken a very
substantial series of measures,
successive dollar revaluations
tarriff cuts to a severe credif
squeeze, Whitlam has sought to
reduce economic growth, to ‘damps:i.
inflation, But given the expan-ic
ary pressureés of the mineral bogr
he has failed thus Ffar.

Labor has now clearly decided
throttle the boom at ‘all costs.
Whitlam has effectively taken
Australia's economy by the thro:
and is squeezing hard, Given the
slight easing of mineral prices;
and also of the world Pood shoit-
age, he can probably succeed nov
in reducing economic arowth and
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' to divide the Irish peocple..
In the early part-of this cen-
tury it was Orange-ism (anti-
Catholic bigotryg that enabled
Britain to hold onto the most
industrially profitable part of
Ireland when it was Forced. to
grant independence to the rest
of Eire. . But since the war
the economic situation has

For one thing, Brit-
ish industry has established a
secure, profitable hold on the
econcmy of the southern Repub-

'1ie., At the same time the ship-

building and textile industries
of BelPast which brought such
large profits in the first quar-
ter of the century are ne long—
er particularly viable.

' The phony religious dispute
that Britain had fostered to
maintain contrel over the North
became a millstone hampering

. profitable co-operation between

British, imperialism and the
Catholic middle class of Scuth-
ern (and Northern) Ireland.

The agreement at Sunningdale
was the mechanism whereby the
British and Irish crcvemmenr.s,

] tagethe:' w:.th the middle class

oF both the Ulster communifies
souaht to create a profitable
harmony at the expense of the
aspirations of the working

classes of both cemmunities.

The acreement would have pro-
vided the symbol of United Ire-
land (the powerless Council of
Ireland) and the appearance of
€atholic participation in the
government (a minority of Cath-
olics in cabinet). in real
terms control would have re-
mained with British business
and administrationwould have
remained the Orange Upper

Middle Class. A large section
of the Republican (Ffor it im~
cludes non-Catholics) communi—
ty represented (inadequately)
by the Provisional IRA rejected
Sunningdale as Palling far
short of the demand for a Uni-
ted Irish Republic. Virtually
the entire Protestant communi=
ty including suwbstantial sec-
tions of the lower middle clas-—
ses as well as the workers re-
jected Sunningdale as the thin
edge ¢of the wedge towards an
end to Protestant supremacy.

But the Provisionals cculd
come up with no real strateqy
other than terrorism with
which to oppose Sunningdale.
Contrary to the impression of-
ten held amongst Australian
leftists, mained through read—
ing press statements from the
largely discredited Sean Mac
Stiofan, the Provisionals do
have a verbal committment to
a soeialist Ireland both sides
of the border and alsc towards
co-operation with the Protest—
ant workina class. The prob-
lem is that the committment
is purely verbal, and as the
lecadership has been unable to
aqree on even a vaque social-
ist program they are left with
terrorism and self-defence as
the only common points of a-
creed action. Consequently
they have no approach with
which toform a united front

‘with Protestant workers against

the British ruling olags. Nor
do they have the power to over—
throw even power-sharing on
their cwn.

.. The Protestantworking class,
however, having been declared
d:.spensmle by their leaders
of Elf‘ty years did have a
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e PERSPECTIVES FOR

MODERN CAPITALISM

There can be ne. denying the impertance af devaloping an ecanw
emic analysis ef werid capitalism in the postwar peried, The
cataclysmic predictiens ef renewed werld crisic made by Trotaky
in 1938 weve shared not only by the Trotskyist mevement but
algo by the Comminist and Socialist Parties, and a revolutionary
upsurge of major proport{oné was expected to occur in the
West after the war., Important atrugqles occurred, but the
weakness of Trotakyists (owing partly © wartime represaion),
the continued influence of atalinism and sacial democracy, to=
gether with superpower intervention allowed the bourgecisie
to cortain the upsurnge. d

" And the ecenomic criais did not arrive. On the contrary ,
dedpite temporary downawings, world capitalism was marked by
a general stabilisation, World output grew twice as fast
durina the period 1950=64 as between 1913=1950 (1). The eFffect
was a profound conservatisation of society which diminished
the inFluence of revolutionaries in the labor movement, and
made it easier for the ruling classes to igplate them lurther
by promoting MaGarthyist/Cold War ideology. What the Left
needs now is an analysis of the causes of this pogt war A ETS
bilisation, so that we ‘can develop a perspective of how cap=
italism is changing, at what points it will become weakest,
and how the changes will interact with the class struggle.

It is now clear that capitalism aid not "golve" its internal
contradictions after 1950. Today's emerging crisis is more
than a gocial crisis of institutional and political credibility
and the decline in public services. It has deep roots in the
eeconomic aystem, Amidst balange-of-payments di rriculties
(sspecially in Britain, Italy, and the Us), stagnating or even
negative growth, and high, uncontrollable rates of inflation,
capitalist governments are in trouble. The resort to locomes
policies may restrain wage gains (at least in the us) but
also means that the growing industrial restivensss of workers
assumes a political character, because the government is
clearly seen as the enemy. This opens up new poasibilities
for the revolutionary Left to win industrial m;l_i@avfalaﬁd i ¢
eventually construct revolutionary workers' parties. A correct
economic understanding of the origing of this new period of
capitaliat destabilisation will ald the development of a
correct political orientation for the Future,
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ing was alsc considerable elsewhere. Stite investment in the arms
industries provided a 0] eak" for capital, meaning that there was
still investment of surplus value, but not for a market. Ins¥zad
it was invested in an unproductive sector. There was no chance

of production outstripping the buying power oOf consumers and
investors because the arms produced went rishtiout of circulaticon.
Arms produce neither commodities nor capital qoods — they just
become cbsolete (or are exploded) and are replaced.

Since arms production ig paid for by taxes. {cn wages and ptcfits)
it represents a deqree oF control by the state over the amcunt
available feor private investment, thus facilitatinag state plamning.
At the same time, it "mops up" surplus unemployed labcr and
machines. The state provides a subsidy to private industry through
the technological "spin-off" from research and development in arms.
Military outlays are a very larqe part of reasearch and develcpment,
accounting Por 52 perceat of all expenditures in the U.S. (1962-63)
35 pepcent in Britain (1961-62) amd 30 pergent ia France (1962). (4)
Military research has been crucial in developing civilian products.
like air navinations systems, computers, drugs etc. The development
of the computer in solving desim problems, "agame plans', and
stock and production contrel has been particularly important. Big
computers are still denied export permits Erom the U.S. on military
arounds.

Some industries rely heavily on arms expenditures. A UN study in
1958-59 estimated the averane military demand by industrial count-
ries a= B,6 percent of total world cutput of crude oil, 3 percent
of crude rubber, 153.2 percent of copper, 10.3 percent of nickel,
9.4 percent cf lead and zinc, etc. (5 -

Both in Britain and the U.S., it is the largest firms that
cbtain the defence contracts. ()

The advantages of government expenditure on arms, as opposed
to "hole=filling" cr public works, are many. The sacred territery -

_ of private capitalism is not encroached on by "bia qovernment", as

in the case of government expenditure in manufacturina, housing or
mineral development. On the contrary, arms spendinag is ideolonically
impeccable from the capitalist point of view, because it is used

to "contain Communism".

Other Porms of public expenditure would tend to price the
country practising them right cut of the world market. Had the
U.S. attempted such measures, it would have found other countries
increasing productivity far paster, and its own exports vastly
overpriced because of inflation. But the American arms proaram
could be expcrted. That is, it forced other countries to construct
theix‘_.g_\t_n arms establishments in order not to be keft bel’find.

: — 2 ;
Thus the USSR, Britain, France and China, tc name the most
obvious cases, were forced in their turn to shoulder the burden



adictions

to, a massive flight of U.S. capital to Europe, Canada and augt=
ralia) meant a vast fund of U.S. dollars floating arcund the
world., as the U.S. dollar became more and more inflated, so did
the world economy.

Meanwhile, Europe and Japan were able to increase productivity
paster then the U.§. because they did not have to spend so much
on arms. They began to threaten the U.5. economy forcing the U.S.
into successive devaluations.

Attempts to combat inflation with reductions in arms expenditures
have restored traditicnal capitalist conditions of cyclical fluc—
tuation without ending inflation, because monopolies continue to
force prices up, and to ecreate artificial shertages such as the
"pil erisis".

The future for capitalist economies looks dim. No amswer to the
eccnemic problems besetting the international ruling class has
been forthcoming; reformism and social democracy are increasinnly
unable to offer sclutions. If the Left is prepared and willine,
simmificant qains can be made.

Although our own ruling class has been fortunate, internaticnal
events must eventually catch up with it. Already inflation seems
cut of control. i/nd a severe recession in Japan would have a mass—
ive effect on Australian export markets. The increasinnly closed
EEC market will not be an automatic back-up, especially since
Britain remains inside the EEC.

In fact, with the exception of our near sel f-sufficiency in oil,
fustralia's prosperity depends on the world market. &4 return to
"normaley" in world mineral and focd prices (which are abnormally
high at the moment ) and/ur a drop in demand from Japan and the U.S.
would put cur ruling class in a tricky situation. Australia's beoom
will not continue much lconcer if world capitalism enters the recess—
ion which appears likely.

NOTES

1. Michael Kidreon, Western Capitalism Since the War, Penguin, 1970
page 11.

2. T. M. Vance, The Permanent War Ecenomy, Inependent Sccialist
Press, 1970, page 6, Tadle i.

3, Ibid, page 9.

4. Michael Kidron, "Permanent Arms Zeenomy" in International

jalism 28, pame 8.
5. 1Ibid, page 9.

6, FKidron, Wester. Capitalism Since the War, page 53.
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maintained in the form of nationalised property. He compared the
Soviet bureaucracy to a trade union bureaucracy, forced to defend
the gains of the workers to a degree, and part of the working class
movement, but vacillating, weak and prepared to betray. The Stalin-
ists would never fight to destroy capitalism outside Pussia —-indeed
they would prepare the way for the restoratien of capitalism in the

USSER: 3 i

"TER bureaucracy which became a reactionary force in the
USSR cannot play a revolutionary role in the world arenall (2) .

THE BIG_SHOCK

At the end of the second World Var, the Stalinists made a mockery
of Trotsky's analysis. They smashed capitalism threughout Eastern e
EBurcpe. While this was accompl ished with the aid of Soviet bayonets
in most places, an indigenous dtalinist movement seized power in Yu—
goslavia without Soviet 2id. And in 1949 an indigenous Stalinist
movement seized power in China.

This unexpected Stalinist militancy stnnned the Trotskyists.
Trotsky, being dead, could not change his position. The leaders of
the Fourth International, being religiously orthodox, could not
change theirs. Thelr response was to deny that capitalism had Been
destroyed in Eastern Europe, and to characterise the new "People's’
Democracies" as lextreme—-Bonapartist" or even W paceist" regimes.
When the American Max Schachtman argued that the esocial system being
established there was basically similar to Russia, and not at all
capitalist, Ernest Mandel replied: L

o one can doubt for a moment that in Finland,. Hungary,
in Rumania or in Bulgaria...capitalism continues... Does
he really think that the Stalinist bureaucracy has suc-
ceeded in overthrowing capitalism in half our continent?" (3)

But that was exactly what had happened, and it was not long before
Mandel and his followers were forced to recognise it. When a conflict
broke cut between the neapitalist" Yugoslavia and the Pussian "wor-.
kers' state", the Fourth International found itself supporting...
Yugoslavia! Now the Fourth International declared the East European
states to be 'deformed wo rkers! states". The F.I. now veered to a
new ridiculous extreme, writing a sickening sycophantic letter to
Wgomrade Tito! which Schachtman was able to pillory as "Left-Wing
Stalinism, a Senile Disorder".

Behind this confusion lay a dilemma. If a state—cyned economy
was taken to define a "workers' atate", it Pollowed that the dictatorer
ship ofthe proletariat had been established throughout Eastern Eu-
rope — by the Stalinists! But if the stalinists could establish a ,

Ll
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_Tevolutioni® As a result, there was a yaguum of sorts. gocialism
was impossible without a world revolution —- and the world revolution
{‘\mq defeated: - Gapitalism could not be restored. Onto the stage of
U pistory, o Pi11l the vacuum, stepped the goviet bureaucragy.

" The bureaucracy was formed prom many elements: Farty functionaries,
officers preturned Prom the civil war, ex~Tsarist officials and bureau-
erats. In general we can say it was formed from petit-bourgecia el-
ements. Unlike a labour bureaucracy, which is ultimately dependent on
on the organised working class for its existence, thisbureaucracy had
an’ independent pewer base: the state apparatus. (5)

It uged this base first unconsciougly then consciously, to rise
above the various classes in Russia.

Tussia was an overwhelmingly peasantrcountry. ind during the
period of the New Econcomic Policy, which allowed 2 prebirth of limited
capitalist production and exchange, there grew up substantial groups
of rich peasants (kulaks) and traders (NEPmen), The state bureau-
eracy Pound itself playing the pole of arbiter between all of these
forces and the working class. To begin with it was the servant of
the workers. But with the working ‘tlass exhausted and decimated, it
began to play an independent role. When it felt strong encugh, it
acted to seize control of the state, andwith it all of society.

THE DESTRUCTION OF THE LEFT OPPOSITION

After the death of Lenin there began a campaign against the mos t
consistent defenders of the original revolutionary traditions of
Bolshevism. In response, these defenders formed the Left Opposition
led by Leon Trotsky. The political attacks centred on his theory
of the Permanent Revolution, which maintained the need for world revo=
lution and the impossibility of spcialism in one country. stalin,
who had still denied the possibility of socialism in one country
shortly before, now. affirmed it. :He was able effectively to-say to .
the peasantry, and to an exhausted working class: "pown' with Trot—
sky and his wild adventures...We can build socialism here at homet!
Behind the political attacks came a wave of slanders, rumour-monger—
ing and overt acts ‘of repression,. -

The repressicn was so severe that in 1925 Zinoviev, Chairman of
the Communist Internaticnal had to nold a secret meeting in the woods
of Moscow to discuss party matters with other party leaders, because

they wanted. to hide it Prom. Stalin, One can imagine- thesituation
of a rank and file worker who supported Trotskyl

Finally in 1927 Trotsky.and his supporters were expelled, exiled,
and many ultimately murdered. ‘

next page: IHE RIQET 1s QWEBD Ve
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Supporter
Yourselves,

by dégrees, all capital from the bourgecisie, to central~
ige all instruments of production in the hands of the
state, i.e, of the proletariat organised as the rulin
.class..." (my emphasis throughout) (6)

A-reading of the relevant sections of Lenin's State and Revolu—

tion will show the same emphasiz on workers' democracy as the very

heart of the questiom of the workers' state, And for good reason.
The prolétariat is not a new property-owning class. It only "cwns"
property through its contrcl ¢f the state, Given a state-owned
economy, if the working class loses control of the state, it has
lest control of the means of production, and its social rule there-
Pore ends simultanesusly with its political rule. (7)

Remarkably emough, Trotsky himself applied the same criteria as
we at an earlier stage, In 1931 he asked:

NIf we proceed Prom the incontestable fact that the CTSU
has ceased to be a party, are we not thereby forced to
the conclusion that there is no dictatorship of the pro-
letariat in the USSR, since this is inconceivable without
a ruling proletarian party?"

This is inccnceivable! Why then is Russia still a workers'
atate? Because it can still be reformed:

"The recognition of the present Soviet state as a workers'
state not only signiPies that the bourgecisie can conquer pow-
er in no other way than by an armed uprising but alsp that
the proletariat of the USSR has not forfeited the possibil-
ity of submitting the bureaucracy. to it, of reviving the
pavty and of mending the regime of the dictatorship —— with-

“out a new revolutisn, with the methods and cn the road of
reform," (8) i

‘And in ansvering the same question in 1928 he had written:

WI¢ Thermidor is completed, and if the dictatorship cf the
proletariat is liquidated, the banner of the second nro-
letarian revolution must be unfurled. That is how we v

if the road of refomn, for which we stand
preved hopeless." zmy emphasisj 9) p

The questicn of whether Russia is a workers' state reduces it-
self here to the question of whether the workers control the state
— even if only in the sense that they can still regain control of
it through reform. It follows logically that if they cannot reform
the regime, if a new revolution is needed, Fussia is no longer a
workers' state. This conclusion Trotsky was never guite willing to
draw. But it is the conclusion we must draw today.

s 5 e
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both sides) as well as in the Middle Ages and in the epoch
of mercantile capitalism. Every war in which both bellig-
erent camps are fighting to oppress foreign countries or

peoples andfor the division of thebooty, that ig, over

that societie B
s
ent a new form 'who shall oppress more and who shall plunder more!, must
| socialism — . be called imperialistic." (10)
ing classes ‘f ; .
Lenin's words aptly deseribe the role played by the USSR in the

],ectivism, g o
s are best ng sec_:ond_— World War. In the sense Lenin describes, the USSR is imperi-
concrete anal- alist. The phenomenal seizures of industrial resources in Manchuria
owever, the and Easteﬂ} Eurcpe after World War AT b exploitative economic
swimary were treaties with the countries in Eastern Europe, and its present geo—
t political role 211 stamp it as such. i
It might finally be asked uhethet_;buraaucratic collectivism rep—
resents some sort-of New order destined towsurp the place of the
working class as the grave digger of capitaligm. The possibility
cannot be theoretically excluded, and represents oné possible real=
_ isatiocn of the tendency to barbarism in late capitalism. However, *
" the stalinist social system has anly experienced one period of sig-
nificant expansion, at a time when the second World War had tremen—
dously weakened capitalism, and the working class held far stronger

. o i1lusions about stalinism than it does today.
adiction led KA o 7 b
tern press: With the growth of the class struggle internationally today, it

ems far more sensible to believe firmly in the ability of the
rking class te put an end both to capi“galism'and its exploitative

O R A L TR s e ) i

a more so— i
threat of

attempts of ; e e
t Falsifica- Wotes = 77 : tn gt e o

by the mana- A
ivity. 1. Trotsky, "Problems of the Development of the USSR", 'p. 3, 1931,
5 quoted in Max Schachtman, The Bgeaucgatic Revolution, p. 38

s 2, Trotsky, The Death Agony of Cagitalism,”&ociaﬁ.;t Review Editicn,

that working Melbourne, P 20,
TheFourth Internatio-

Every strike | : : i ]

te power. -3, Fourth Intermaticmal, June 1948, quoted in

repression -0 Stalinism and the Oridins of 'thie Internatiomal Socialists,

dampens strug- . Pluto Press, Tondom, 1971, p. 61~ e T
chtman, "The Struggle

4, Al quotes Erom Lenin cited From Max Schachntmal,.
for the New Course", p. 125, in the edition of Trotsky's The
' Belr Course by inn Arbor Paperbacksy University: of Michigan)
1065,. For a really formidable line-up of quotes on this iggue
sa€ R. Black,.Stacinism in Britain, New Park Publications, Lon=
don’ 1970, pp.’ 43-50. “Plack is & supporter of Healey.
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MEJANE, VOL. II, No, 2.

®Apart from as much in-
;omtion of an anti-doctor
";.ture as we can myster,

there will alsc be an artempt

to discover how pecple weres
elieve that
ed medicine
P had any soluticns to
i MRl theai”

kjét‘_&. Mok Il nn. v,
July 19713,

This anncuncemept of the
pecial health issue of He-

s vol. Il, mo. 2 April
éﬁ-ﬁ indicates clearly the
ntent of that issue, Art- *
deles include drug therapy,
Flucridation, psychiatry,
3 slfare, and other aspects
Of health together with the
rojected "positive alteri-
tives to medicine: woman
Heal) yourself" -- ie, natur-
hy, midwifery, herbal
" medicines etc, The gegeral
proach ig that "masculist®
Mnatitutional medicine has
hothing to offer women, who
hetead mugt “seek thw , power
healing within ourselves
M MMen are incapable of
dng what only we can

"

Trcluded in this issue is
double page of excerpts

om The First Sex by Elie=-
eth Gould Davis, which
isitely demonstrates
neceasity for female

pre w8 and portrays a
qolden age of vegetar=

, cave palnting matriarchs,
1y toppled by Jealous,

The layout and design qFf
this issue of Hejane are
llant: It is a real pity
that most women outside the
movement will cnly find
confirmation of their sus=
picions that women's ¥iber-
ationists are male-hating
cranks with nothing of rel=
evance to say to the ordin—
ary woman, The scattered
sutdated comments on 19th
century medical ideag from
a.B. Shaw, 3 well-known
male chauvinist, does little
to inspire respect for.the
intellectual level of the
editors. '

The Hejane writers find it
n ssary to invoke an ex~
tensive conspiracy (presume
ably male) to explain how

we have all besn taken in -
by orthodox .medidine. But a
very simpls explanation can
be found in the words of
Robyn “in a lstter on.page
two: "Very often it worked".

Robyn's comment actually
was intended to refer £o
folk and herbal medicine.
But her concige.phrase
shows up the problem in the
way the writers of this
Hejane issue approached the
question of health. Wmile
trying to deal with the
very serious problem of
institutionalised health
and medicine, particularly
ag practised within caplral-
fam, thay confuse the rachs-

iques of medicine, includg=
drugs and WM g 2
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