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capitalism does end up in crisis —sooner or later, the
ol vicious cycle of boom and slump reasserts itself,

to — i But why is capitalism inevitably subjected to these

§ periodic economic convulsions? And if the convuls-

ions are inevitable, why was the present crisis so late

$3.00. Cheques and post ;'::) in coming? Why was there that long economic boom
able to: REDBACK PRESS, Box in the years following the Second World War?

The two problems, explaining the long boom and
explaining the crisis of the past few years, are closely
linked. The origins of this new recession must involve
the removal or breakdown of whatever factors were
responsible for the previous economic stability.
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the ( unist Parties, and the rise of
the “New Left” outside them, Marxist
‘tlleo%‘: ained some of its earlier
vital /d ‘a5 boom gave way to
In"the early 1970's, theory
A'Drﬁtﬁ’éfal stimulus,
‘There arose alternative explanat-
fons of both the boom and the
recession, and in particular the latter.
Let us consider two of the theories.
. The first, developed by two
English economists, Andrew Glyn and
Bob Sutcliffe, offers an account of the
recent crisis as it effects the British
economy. But presumably it is, at least
implicitly, relevant to other national
economies, Glyn and Sutcliffe trace
the origins of the present crisis, as we
do, to a fall in the  general profit rate.
But they locate the cause not in an
increasing organic composition of
capital, but rather in a decline in the
rate of surplus value — that is, roughly,
the ratio of profits to wages.

‘They argue that it is the “ecano-
mistic'” trade union militancy of the
post-war working class which has
brought about this decrease in the rate
of exploitation. '(8) Logically, this
argument  muns  parallel to that
advanced by Fraser and Bjelke-
Petersen, in that it sees trade union
militancy as the cause of the erisis. It
differs only in evaluating this process
as d rather than undesirable,

That apart, there are a number of
weaknesses in the theory. In the first
place, it stands in clear contradiction
to the classical Marxist theory of crisis,
In itself, of course, there is nothing
particularly wrong with that, Only
churches have heretics. But if Marx's
theory is no longer valid, then surely
Glyn and Sutcliffe are under an
obligation both to identify and explain
the precise nature of its failings. This
they do not do.

Secondly their theory suffers
4 form of voluntarism: they see

act of militancy on the part of the
working class, rather than as a
consequence  of the structure of
capitalism itself, And finally, their
empirical evidence remains open to
question.  Their analysis  ignores
changes in the productivity of labour
during the post-war period. As David
Yaffe has shown, the Phenomenal
increases in productivity during that
Period actually indicate a rise in the
rate of surplus value.(9).

The second alternative is that
developed by Emest Mandel, the
theory of the ‘third technological
revolution'. Mandel argues that a
whole series of technological innovat-
ions were stored up during the 1920s
and 30s and that these innovations
subsequently fuelled the post-war
boom, (10) The present recession
arises as a consequence of the petering
out of the effects of this wave of
technological innovation, but it is
further exacerbated by the nature of
the international credit system, which
is s0 subject to inter-imperialist rivalry
that the only way out of the recession,
through credit expansion, becomes
effectively closed off.

The central weakness of Mandel's
approach resides in his contradictory
notion of technological innovations as,
at various times, both a determined
and a determining variable. If the
technological innovations of the 20s
and 80s forced the boom in the 50s
and 60s, why did they fail to have a
similar effect during the inter-war
period itself? Presumably, technologi-
cal innovation either is or is not the
determining factor; it cannot play this
role only sometimes. (11) Indeed, it is
quite possible that things work in
precisely the opposite direction to that
which Mandel suggests: high employ-
ment levels during periods of boom
stimulate  technological innovation
(precisely because such innovation is
laboursaving) rather than the other
way round. (12)

Time For Reflection

In terms of the sophistication of
much recent Marxist theory, the
permanent arms economy thesis is, as
Michael Kidron himself has recently
admitted, an” ‘insight' rather than a

POST-WAR BOOM

to that of today — when most Marxists
give at least a passing nod in the
direction of ‘Althusserian rigour’. It
was a context circumseribed by hoth
Stalinist and Trotskyist notions of
theory as the process by which one
rifles through the ‘sacred texts' in
search of a relevant quote. Today,
there is a greater sensitivity to some of
the wider implications of the Processes
by which knowledge is produced. (14)
And this new intellectual context
demands some rethinking of our
earlier theoretical positions. (15)

But Kidron'’s own eritique of the
earlier thesis results merely in yet
another ‘insight’, and this time a
mistaken one, rather than in any
attempt at theoretical renewal. For in
Kidron's view the permanent arms
economy thesis was incorrect, and it
was so because it rested upon the
assumption of the continued existence
of private capitalism. Apparently,
Kidron no longer conceives of the
western economy in these terms,
Rather, he expands the concept of
state capitalism to include not only
the Eastern bloc and China, but also
Western capitalism itself. In his view,
the tendency towards integration of
capitalist firms into the nation state
has reached such a stage that we can
conceive of the wordd economy as
simply a set of national state capitals.
If this is the case, the permanent arms
economy thesis is no longer tenable
According to Kidron, the notion of a
‘Department III' rests upon the
assumption of a separation between,
on the one hand, a productive
capitalist sector and, on the other, an
unproductive, non-<capitalist  waste
sector. But in an integrated state
capitalist economy no such separation
exists. The productive sector and the
waste sector are merely different
aspects of the state capital. Such a
system has no ‘leaks’, and therefore
whatever stability it may possess
cannot be attributed to leakages. (16)

ere are a number of major
objections to Kidron's argument. His
view of the western capitalist system
a5 essentially state capitalist is highly
suspect, Certainly, a process of
‘statification’ has occurred in the West.
But  nonetheless, each national
economy still contains within itself
distinet and  separate capitalist
interests which compete with each
other, and which often come into
conflict with each other. Furthermore,
the increasing importance of multina-
tional corporations within the world
economy has resulted in a certain

‘theory’. (13) In itself this is not

ising. The intellectual context
within which the thesis was originally
formulated was very different indeed

g of the links which bind
particular capitals to their respective
nation states. (17) This latter tendency
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The Women's Liberation Movement is in crisis.
| No one who is active in the movement today will
\ deny it. Some trace the cause to such superficialit-
ies as Spartacist disruption. But most feel a much
more profound confusion and disorientation.

The problems in the movement can’t be under-
stood simply by making references to “sectarian-
ism” or the lack of enough "sisterhood”. The
problems in the movement don’t originate from
within it. The movement's ups and downs can only
be understood in relation to the society in which it
exists.

It is no coincidence that the present crisis in the move-
ment eccurs during a period of general social and economic
cerisis. The movement started in a period of economic
boom, when the percentage of women in the work force —
particularly married women — had increased rapidly. This
growth in the female workforee was one of the reasans the
movement began. For a time the movement flourished,
particulady under the Labor government, when a lot of
money was made available to projects such as refuges and
health centres.

When the political climate changed, the women's
liberation mevement found itself unable to respond.

It’s not that women as a group are unaffected by the
crisis. Many of the gains of the WLM are now being
attacked — grants to women’s centres are being cut, the
Public Service is withdrawing patemity leave and cutting
back on matemity leave. Unemployment is hitting women

| more than men. And yet the WLM, which claims to

promate the interests of all women, is paralysed. Instead of
mobilising against these attacks, it has turned inward to
engage in pelty squabbles, sectarian bickering and red-
baiting.

The problem is that a widely held view in our move-
ment — the view which regards all women s a homogene-

PERSPECTIVES
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ous group — makes it impossible to undemtand the
deepening social crisis. Society is more and more polarising
between the two main social classes, the capitalist and
working class. And there are women on both sides.

The only way forward for our movement is to side
with the working class. That demands a reorientation
toward women workers. This article discusses some past
working women'’s movements, and attempts to put forward
the beginnings of a new strategy for our movement.

EXPLOITATION AND OPPRESSION

It's very common in the women’s movement to treat
the situation of the woman worker as simply an extension
of her main role in the family. Of course it is well known
how the female role is used to push women into low-paid
“women’s work'. Employers rely on “feminine” passivity
to ensure that women don’t fight back. At every point —
getting a job, the type of work, the pay and the “extras’
expected — women workers are never allowed to forget
they are “mere women."

But women waorkers aren’t just women who happen to
get paid directly for working (as opposed to unpaid house-
wives). Nor must we fall into the opposite trap — thinking
of them as workers who happen to have a vagina, It is
essential to understand the specific inter-relationship
between the woman workers' oppression as a woman and
her exploitation as a worker.

For women workers exploitation and oppression inter-
act in such a way that it is frequently not possible to say
which is predominant.

When employers channel women into lowpaid
“‘women’s work " it is not simple prejudice. At every point
there is & tangible benefit for the employer. The result is
superexploitation: an intensification of the exploitation all
workers experience. Bu it was the female role which made
this super-exploitation possible.

For just this reason, any struggle by women against
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itation tends naturally to broaden int
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If we want to organize women workers it is necess :
to look at their total situation. The close inlzmtl
between exploitation and oppression means #hut‘we cannot
separate out specifically “‘women’s” and “workers'
demands

PAST WORKING WOMEN'S MOVEMENTS

e Women’s Trade Union League was formed in the
U’SA‘I}; 1903. The members were predominantly m.n:iﬁng
women, but “allies” from other classes could also join if
they supported the aims of the organisation. Alice Henry,
an Australian living then in the US, described the function
of the League in very familiar terms:

‘mp;g:n beronry_mhg to various unions should come
together to discuss the problems that are common to
them &/l as women workers, whatever their trade and
aid ane another in their difficulties . . . and thus be
able to present to their brothers the collective expres-
sion of their needs. ™ (1) \

What distinguished the WTUL was not these aims, but
what the group actually did,

It is difficult to find words to describe the conditions
women worked in then. The long hours (up to 890 hours),
dirt, sexual assault, low wages were exacerbated by lack of
union organisation. The craft unions, mostly male, used the
same arguments against organising women that were used
against women's suffrage. Trade unions were “unfeminine”.
“Do they not tend to unsex them and make them
masculine?” (2)

Rao: i active in the

se

with this argument:
“We have 800,000 women in New York State wha go
Ot into the industrial world, not through any choice of
their own, but because necessity forces them out to
eamn their daily bread . . . Wa have women warking in
me foundires stripped ta the waist, if you please,
because of the heat . . . They have got to retain their
charm and delicacy and work fn the foundries

Women in the laundries for instance stand for 13 or M i
hours in the terrible steam and heat with their hands in

hot starch, Surely these women won't lose any more of
their beauty and charm by putting & balfot in a box
Ofice a year.” (3]

unorganisable. So when 150 women were locked out of
Triangle Shirtwaist factory in 1909 few realised what "
to come. The women set up a picket line, and were beaf
up by the employers’ thugs, But when asocially prominen
women from the WTUL was accidentally arrested the
publicity aroused other workers. The resulting strike
known as the Uprising of the Thirty Thousand.
This strike’s impact on the labour movement
able. It was the first “general strike” of its kind

the Girst large strike of women workers. It was an 1Nﬁ:§- ;

London
broader hopes for the Enst
i (ELSF)

It was commonly supposed that these women were

¥ f the country. One NeWspapg,
%‘l‘mu:; strike against God.” (4) pg),,
d WTUL expressed the same thought fre, i
2 ent point of view: “We now have a try,
£ n that women make the best strikers.” (5)

i there were two union shops
“'3'&1. ‘?1: ‘;!ﬁ]: o‘i’,‘;‘l‘ﬁm hundred union shops, si,

women workers from 1905 on, the W1
i not enly running relief kitchen
s, but also in picketting, orp

B : \ picke
sing money and ilising public opinion,
% m?:in]f‘mm:mulz, E%ylvil Pankhurst was organis;
g el

Mg:;;‘:;?l'he WIUL was indispensible. In alm
of

ass women in Londen’s East End. Ostensi,

| a sul prganisation, but Pankhurst had oyt
> Federation

Her aim was:

produced a newspaper which exposed
conditions of women’s work. Over 2000 women particips
ed in the ELFS, and ran many political campa
tated for free child care centres and communal |
:J?;by !nn;!d?%i%l;’l Army of Self Defence and dri
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the street; they helped in the unionisation of women
workers and participated in suffrage demonstrations,
During the fist World War they opened a toy factory for
unemployed women and started a creche in a converted
pub, called the Mothers’ Arms.

The ELSF waged a militant fight for women’s liberat-
fon, It didn't see its fight as separate from working class
struggle as a whole. Neither did the mainstream of the
suffrage movement, the Women's Social and Political Union
(WPSU) — who expelled the ELFS because it was ‘&
working class group . . . too democratic.” (7)

The ELFS

“had more faith in what could be done by stirring up
working women than was felt at headquarters, where
they had most faith in what could be done for the vote
by people of means and influence. In other words they
said that they were working from the top downwards,
and me from the bortom up.(8)

Let us look at an Australian example, a different sort
of working class women’s movement. The Women's
Auxiliary of the Miners' Federation was formally establish-
ed on a national level in 1941, but had a much longer
history.

This was not just a group of women who amranged
aftemnoon teas! The formation of the local auxiliaries in the
period 1934-38 was the culmination of 80 years of infor-
mal organisation by miners’ wives. In the 19th Century the
women in the isolated mining villages gained themselves
such a reputation for militancy against scabs, that on at
least one occasion the mine manager allowed unionists to
address scabs, but expressly barred the women!

Yet the women had to struggle against their own men
in the 30’ to form their own organisation:

“Lots of the men didn't Iike their women taking up

public action . . . We used to go to Lodge funion

branch] meetings and address them. Some of the men
were embarrassed and so were we but we soon got used
to each other.”

Sometimes the men put up more of a fight:

“I remember | heard about a meeting being held that

night and decided to go. We had built a little shack and

it only had one door. My husband sat in the doorway

50 [ couldn’t go, but | was only about 6 stone so |

slipped out the window and awsy down the road |

went . . . he was all right after that . . . got used to it
and always minded the children so I could be in all the
meetings and demos.”

The women picketted, demonstrated, organised
petitions, raised money, held press conferences, spoke on
radio. Even the soup kitchens and social activities took on a
political character during the long strikes of 1929 and 1949
in NSW. Despite the term “auxiliary”, this was obviously an
example of women organising in their own right and in
their own interest:

“It wasn't that the Women's Auxiliary just supported

Men . . . it was our own survival we were fighting for,”

“It tell you it built character those struggles . . . Some-

how when you're in your own little family everything

iust goes along and you can nestle in, When everything
is an upheaval . . . it's different . . , everyone is
fogether.™

“They called us brazen hussies . . . it was unheard of

-« . The coalfields women didn't take long to cotton

(ﬂ;}. -« basically they were fighters . . , they had to be.”

All three of these ts are inspiring. H.
all collapsed eventually. It is instructive to look at the'
Teasons for the collapse in each case.

With the WTUL, the predominance of middle class

women meant & move in emphasis away from organising
women workers to educational and legislative work. This
was partly because the “allies” thought unions were good
for abstract reasons — they “developed personality” and
“call (ed) up the moral and reasoning faculties.” The most
important thing for working girls was “awakening of their
imagination and sense of beauty”

Sylvia Pankhurt’s ELFS came up against different
problems, The toy factory and creche had to be supported
partly by donations Sylvia scrounged from her mother's
rich friends. As Sheila Rowbotham says, “community care
was in fact thinly disguised charity”. (11) The activists in
the ELFS got tied up in administrative hassles.

The WTUL, though it always had a formal majority of
workers on its executive board, nevertheless came to be
dominated more and more by its “allies”. There was no
“middle class conspiracy”. But when one section of the
leadership has a lot of money and free time, there iz a
tendency for them to become functionaries, to run the
office, and attend conferences. As a result, their point of
view tends to predominate. It's important to remember that
this doesn’t just happen when there is a formal structure —
in fact the tendency is worse where there is no formal
strueture.

The militant women of the Auxiliaries of the Miners’
Federation didn’t have any problems with middle elass
supporters. But after World War II the demonstrations and
political activities declined, and they concentrated on
charity type work: raising money for hospitals and swim
ming pools, visiting the sick and organising picnics. It has
been said that “much of their work was as hewers of cake
and drawers of tea.” (12)

COMBINED AND UNEVEN DEVELOPMENT

““Because of their life long training in “feminine” ways,
women are much more obedient and submissive an the
job . .. Itis very difficult for women to go against their
conditioning in this sphere — rto assert that they are
just as good as men, that the work they do is worth as
much and that they should therefore be paid the same
as men . . . (It is ) difficult for women to consider
Jfoining & union much less do any thing more ‘militant”.”
(13}

This is faidy typical statement, explaining women
workers' passivity at work. It accepts that women are back-
ward and passive, and then tries fo explain it away in a
defensive and apologetic manner. This approach is nearly
universal among the left, the unions, and the women's
movement.

The trouble with this approach is that it is static and
shistorical. Of course, it is true that women in general are
passive for reasons connected with their conditioning — in
certajn situations and periods.

/The decades of prosperity since the War encouraged
conservatism. Not only women, but the working class in
general were temporarlly conservatised by the comparative
affluence of the 50’s and early 60's.

This period eventually came to an end. One of the
earlier signs of renewed radicalism was precisely the growth
of the women's liberation movement itself. Starting during
1969, the WLM had become sufficiently significant as a
social movement that by 1972 equal pay was granted. In
three years the women’s movement achieved what the
union movement hadn't been able to do in 50 years.

From being passive victims of their own conditioning,
women broke out and took the lead in the struggle for
social change.
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movement, both of women’s liberation and for social
revolution. They also offer a solution to a problem whinlzsr: EOUTNOTES
has long concemed the women's liberation movement,

£ Soclalist women are currently searching, sometimes
- rather desperately, for some way of integrating the socialist
- pempective with their bellef in the importance of women'’s
liberation. Only a workers’ revolution can put an end to
class soclety. But as many members of women's liberation
have comectly pointed out, a revoluti
amulet which will automatically

on is not a magic
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of Liberatian, Vel. I1, No 3, p, 20
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r argument is l.rmt women can be leaders of the 12. Winifred Mitchell, *‘Wives of the Radical Labour Mavemant™ in
ixuvséuﬂ:n, that w}clvmen s liberation can be a central part of pienen st Wark, ed. by A. Curthoys, §. Eade and P. Spearrit
t. We have seen how, in the course of struggle, wom Cons .
workers can leave men far behind in m:ulliﬂhm":‘ B:lg 12 gmmus'mlg'md' T e B orca: o[ s
i I an . Quoted in Anne Eobu:nﬂ, The Bolshaviks and Working
- Anls militancy and radicalism has to be mobilis- Women 1905 - 1920" |n Radical America Vol. X, No, 3, p, 68
ed and organised. That is why building a working women's 15. Quoted |In_Gai| Omvedt, “Caste, Class and Women's Liberation
movement is a urgent task for the women’s and the socialist IG bl '4" Bulletin of Concarnad Asian Seholars, Vol AL
movement alike. 18 M i
- Maria Mies, “Indian Women and Leadsrship” in ibid, p, 81,
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2l Redback
— RS\ Press
pamphlet

This edition of Front Line is
the first publication of a new
Publisher, Redback Press. It
will take over publication of
Front Line and other pamph-
lets already published by
International  Socialists.
Redback will be Publishing
the second edition of Fight
for Workers Power in
November 1977,

Next year Redback will start

publishing pamphlets of

Interest to Australian social-

Ists, on economics, on Labour

history and on marxist
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EUROCOMMUNISM

Old Garbage in New Pails

The Nature of
Eurocommunism:

In the run up to the Spanish elections this year,
the Spanish Communist Party (PCE). gave its
support to the monarchy, ordered the national flag
flown at Party rallies, and discouraged its followers
fram using the traditional clenched fist salute.

In May, the Central Committee of the French
Communist Party (PCF) pledged itself to maintain
and improve France's nuclear capability — for the
defence of French “national independence”.

In the ltalian elections last year, the leader of
the ltalian Communist Party (PCI), Enrico
Berlinguer, made the remarkable statement that:

“A fi that the Ce i

wish to crush

DAVID LOCKWOQOD

private enterprise are entirely without foundation

These three parties are the leading lights of the me
ment known as “Eurocommunism” — allegedly :
development in Marxism. In this article T will argus
Eurocommunism is simply & new version of reformist
the reformism that has ch ised the CPs si
1930%. To be sure, there are important differences betv
the three parties, but all aceept the title Eurocommuni-

this article I will concentrate on what they have
common.

THE EcoNomIc ACK
GROUND AND POLITICAL B/

Each of the

th i sideratiol
severely Ie¢ eauntries under considera

affected by the eurrent capitalist crisis. In Frao

Jinflation rate is significantly higher than in West
.F: any or Switzerland. Unemployment, according to
government figures, stands at one million, but is almaost
rly higher than that. The franc has been subject to
i jive devaluations, This year an austerity Program was

osed isting of a wage freeze and considerable
yorease in taxation.

During the 1950's and 1960%, Spain's sconomic
swih rate reached about 7 percent a year. Spain attracted

lenty of foreign capital due to its generous terms and

forced  “afability.” Any economic problems were
“gushioned by the growth of tourism and the xport of
= ment: Spain’s unemployed became ‘‘guest

other Western European countries.
‘s economic growth produced a larger industrial
working class. It also produced closer contact with the
‘Common Market: a preferential trade agreement was signed
with the EEC in 1970. But as the international recession
developed, there was a decline in tourism and foreign
investment. The “guest workers” were retrenched and
retumed home to join lengthening dole queues, Spanish
enterprises began to collapse, while inflation hit a 10-year
high of 20 percent.

Compared to the rest of Western Europe, Italian
‘capitalism is backward in its productive and financial base
It also suffers from a series of problems peculiar ta Ttaly:
the development gap between North and South, a crisis in
agriculture which had led to an influx of unemployed into
the eities, and serious unemployment among intellectuals.
Italy's persistant failure to rationalise its economy is due to
the sirength of the workers’ movement, the corruption of
the'state bureaucracy — and also to the fact that the back-
ward areas of Italian capitalism, which rationalisation
would wipe out, are an important basis of support for the
ruling Christian Democrats.

The economic problems are mirrored by political
difficulties. The French workers’ movement emerged from
the upheavals of 1968 undefeated. Since then, French
governments have shown a tendency to vacillate between
trying to smash it and trying to co-opt it.

In Spain, the death of Franco roughly coincided with
the economic downturn and a growing strike movement.
The post-Franco regime is slowly introducing democratic
reforms, for two reasons. First, to satisfy the EEC's
demoeratic pretensions. Secondly, to pacify the working
class, for an efficient capitalist economy cannot function
on & basis of terror and repression. The aim is to integrate
“responsible”’ leaders of the unions and workers’ parties.

Italy the problem is even more acute, The recession
has denied Lo the Italian ruling class the material basis on
‘which to reform and rationalise the economy.

Meanwhile, the workers' movement has engaged in

almost uninterrupted struggle since the early 1960’s. Final
Iy, the force which has kept conservative governments in
power since the war — the social bloc of religion and
corruption around the Christian Democrats — has begun to
break up under economic pressure, The usual Christian
Democrat appeal to religion and anti-communism was
rejected by the electorate in the divorce referendum in
1974, and the left gained 47% of the vote in the 1976
elections,
In all three countries, the urgent task for the ruling
€lass i to make the working class pay for the economic
erisis. Experience has shown that this is more easily
achieved by co-optation than by confrontation. The ruling
classes of Euope have learnt much from the British Social
Conltract,

In Italy the PCI is the largest workers' party, and in
Spain the CPE is probably in the same position in member-
Ship terms, While the PCF of France is smaller than the
Socialists, it has held its industrial base. If the ruling class i
o eo-apt the workers' movement in those three countries,
it must do it through the Communist Parties.

The tatk is made easier by recent developments in the
parties themselves. They have been more or less radical-
réformist organisations since the 1930's. But in the early

18960's a new right wing leadership em
possibility of guiding the CPs into ge
remnants of socialist rhetoric were to he remc
goal of making capitalism more efficient was to become the
over-riding concern of the Communist Parties

A NEW DEMOCRATIC IMAGE

If the CPs are to be acceptable part
bourgeoisie, they must make visibl
Eastern European regimes. The most widely
about Eurocommunism is its re
society as a model for sociali
leader, said at the end of 19
“We cannot invoke the communism which succesded

ction of

And the French and Italian Parties decls
earlier

“French and Italian Communists sta

of political parties — including the ri

and activity of opposition parties
freedom to farm the possibility of

nation of majorities and minorities, for the s

character and democratic functioning of the State, for

the independence justice )

Yet despite this scrambi
the Eurocommunist Parties st
the “‘People's Democracies’
Carrillo has described
primitive stage",  while
Azcarate, characterised the US
antagonistic classes,’

To re-think the whole guestion of
East European regimes, to i
nature, would be to open too many cans ol
the party membership and supporters. N
particularly acceptable to th
have the Soviet model associated with socia
popular mind. But on the other hand, this ina
CPs to break completely with the [
present them with continual problems of

There is another aspect of t
the Eurocommunists do ta
That is the concept of 1
country. They emphasize the nati
program. * "We are in Fronce in 1
fight for a French variant of soci

The Eurocommunists assum
ism comes to their respective
and unaided. They do not expec
in, say, France to spark socialist
else. Logically, they point out that an is
France, or Italy, would be in great difficult

This prospect is put forward to
struggle for socialism to a vague future
problem may be solved for them

raditional stal

ransformati
1

UNITY OF THE NATION

The Eurocommunists are unanimou
multi-party and, more important
bring the left to power. After 1
strategy of "National Reconciliation
by Carillo:

“We believe the democratic revolution to be possible
that means that the united opposition of the army, the
church, with some other forces of society, will be
engaged, perhaps also with some elements of the
present government which call themselves reform-
ers.”’(4)

Carrillo has stated that the Communists would unite
with any political group in Spain, “even those wha [
with us in the past." (5) To this end, in June 1974, the PCI
helped found the Democratic Junta, which as well as

he PC

, deseribed
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5 in operation, it
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wield it for its ©

.

the oppressed class
lemt revalution, but

in conversations

him *‘the decisive moment of struggle™.[15) It
y from the revolutionism of Gramsei to the
the modern CPs.

HE ENEMY?

emy is defined not as the capitalist class, but

nority of that class — the “non-progressive™

he PCI goes ko great lengths to support small
industrial and agricultural
“speculative” and ‘‘parasi

In 1876 Marchais told PCF members that the real
ere the directors of the 25 corporations which
Other businessmen deserved protection:
don’t propose that these other classes should
with the workers. On the contrary, we guite
rstand they are fighting to remain themselves, and
ant to help them fight to do that.” (16]
he brond movement that the Eurocommunists
uild gets larger, its enemy gets correspondingly
The implication is that the enemy of the working
t someone who exploits, or owns the means of
. It is simply any group that will not unite with
national salvation.
rdingly, the CPs single out only certain sectors of
the object of state intervention. The PCF's
_ Program envisages a first stage in which nine
in key industrial, banking and insurance sectors
. nationalised. Any further nationalisations are
to a hazy future second stag in which for
on the objections of their allies in the Bocialist
Il have disappeared.
3CF makes it very clear that total nationalisation
workers' control} is ither desirable nor
that is needed is a “minimum threshhold” to
advanced democracy” irreversible. (17) The
n the other hand, have no plan for immediate
tions at all. In fact, the PCI has said that it might
wationalisations and ‘“‘reprivatise” those concerns
ave not “worked well” under state control. (18)
¢ has reassured any businessmen who were still
 that the CPI would:
. provide the entrepreneurial world with a new
ework of objective economic opportunities,
ing ample room for autonomous enterprise by
vate business in industry, agriculture and other
rs, and indeed, stimulating it.” (19).

It should not come as a shock to learn that the Euro-

sts do not place socialism on the immediate
The French Party sees the introduction of the
Program as constituting a stage of "ldynx!ced
racy”, which might “open the road” to socialism.

lo defines socialism as “y decisive change in
in culture and in morality” — but
1o at this stage; the most that can be

and political democracy'”. (21).

inguer says: i
:‘rlnasn‘gn then, is not one of setting a socialist
ty as our gosl for the near future, but of
lementing measures and palicies that are, under

ain aspects, of socialist type.”

justification offered by th the

n to socialism i Th

EUROCOMMUNISM

For if we assume that the process of transition to
socialism in France, say, is to remain within French
national boundaries, it follows that a socialist France would
be terribly isolated and come under great pressures from
the surrounding imperialist powers.

The Russian revolutionaries were motivated by the
belief that their seizure of power would spark off an
international revolutionary upsurge. They saw their own
workers' state as the beginning of a socialist transformation
in all of Europe. The Eurocommunists, lacking this perspae-
tive, are left with a highly pessimistic view of the chances of
survival of any socialist regime

This pessimistic view, in turn, provides the basis for
timidity and gradualism in politics. It also leada logically to
& desire to strengthen the national defence forces.

EURONATIONALISM?

All three parties are keen on national independence:

“Italy’s national independence is something extremely

precious for all Italians. And we Communists are

convinced that we are among the most stubborn and
inflexible supporters and advocates of national

independence.” (22)

This “stubbarn and inflexible” attitude is most often
displayed in order to convince people of how dependent
the Eurocommunist Parties are of the Soviet Union.
Berlinguer says:

| feel that since Italy does not helong to the Warsaw

Pact . . . we are absolutely certain that we can proceed

on the ltalian road to socislism without any con-

straint.” (23)

But it has other consequences as well. Berlinguer went
on to say that he wanted Italy to remain in NATO, since he
felt “‘safer g on this side”. In the name of "nati nal
independence”, the PCI has decided that Italy should
remain within a reactionary military alliance, dominated by
the United States.

In the very mame of national independence, the PCE
too has declared:

“In accordance with the realities of the present

international situation, we are prepared to accept the

presence of US bases until an international agreement
is reached to remove all foreign bases from all countries

without exception.” (24)

As for the Spanish army, point 8 of the Democratic
Junta program calls for:

*The political neutrality of the army and its exclusive,

profsssional dedication to external defence”. (25)

CONTRADICTIONS IN THE MULTI-CLASS
ALLIANCE

The rotten blocs represented by the Historic Com-
promise, Democratic Co-ordination or Common Program
are naturally full of contradictions..

The CPs are dedicated to making capitalism work, This
means the rationalisation of the system. But rationalisation
will tend to threaten many of the intermediate classes in
society — some of the very elements out of which the
multi-class alliances are to be constructed.

But the most serious problems will arise within the
CPs’ own working class base. Any left government will ha
to attempt simultaneously to satisfy the aspirations of the
workers, and to achieve economic expansion. In times of
economic crisis, this becomes more and more difficult to
0.

The CPs are dependent on the power of the workers'
movement — why else should the bourgeoisie hother to
make a deal with them? Yet they dare not allow the class
struggle to gotoo far — or else the hourgeoisie will
that they are worthless as brokers and throw |

government,



EUROCOMMUNISM

| After the past few years of continual restraint
exercised an them by CP leaderships, militant sections of
!htutiud-mwvhgm:uhmadhgo om
d by the

beyond
Ce Party. The rank
snd file of the CPs often find themselves supporting the
‘actions of the revolutionary left, in opposition to their own
leadership .
: In sum, the Eurocommunists face the classic dilemma
o : al

ways reach their

just at the point when the basis for the
reslisation of their program is being eroded, by economie
crisis and social polarisation.

EURDECDM'MUNISM IN ITS HISTORICAL

CONTEXT

ks ; i does not a brilliant new
insight. It is just the latest stage in a process of degeneration
of the Communist Parties which began in the 1830's.

The defeat of the revolutionary wave in Western
Eurape in the 1920’ coincided with the victory within the
USSR of the Stalinist counter-revolution. The Kremlin
asserted that the main task now was to defend the USSR,
and the national interest of the Stalinist bureaucracy, rather
than prosecute world revolution. This view became
orthodoxy smong the Communist Parties, which now
became the !0"!1 agents of Soviet foreign policy.

i e origin of many of the ideas now known as
Bnmcumn_\\m!w_'l“ was the Tth Congress of the Commun-
ist Internationsl in 1935. The CPs were told that relations
he.hw:n the o SR and the capitalist countries had entered
a “new pha.u " It was possible for the USSR to co-operate
:Ii:e' only with t.a'h;t:m_al] states, but also with the “democra-
5 in ing pea
The CPs were to form a “P.;opie'l E'runl."
respective countries. It was to include, in ad
Emud working class, all sections of the nation willing to
mlht fascism, including sections of the bourgeoisie The
tuv::g .:lfmm! Pqpular Fﬂfml would constitute a first step
!ulwr ified future. 2 ¥ s
or the first time, the immediate pu
3 5 rpose of Commun-
:.t:‘u ‘::-fnn longer regarded even verbally as being :ll:e
5 or socialism. The task for the CPs was to integrate
.ngmlﬂb_e;;;tu the capitalist political system — by forming
elliances any and every class possible, and by establish-
lﬂ‘hﬂlllﬂlln ves as responsible “national™ forces.
1958,n;h| French Popular Front was elected to
an gram.
French working class did not wait for the new govern i
S bt i o I € new government
i promises, but moved into action on its own
FCF ﬂl;.hm ‘was soon paralysed by a general strike, The
ey had put forward the aceurate slogan, “The
ipular Front is not the revolution”, told the strikers:
w. r!;rfow_gn.nr situstion . . . cannot be protracted
2 r danger to the security of the peopl
rance. G
?g;gﬁ;: Thﬂrel;nlzr commented:
munist Party had the cou it
B 4 tﬂmw to know nammm'f?ﬁ'f’_’%?f'"' &
s “ﬁ? during World War II, the PCF supported Char]
sulle, and helped him to power alier the war, urging
imnﬂu-:miulint ec'::;m“;—.. battle for production” to
iy ghen T"'i'?:ﬂn frumed ta ltaly in 1844 he suggested
mm;g;;:,“me u?ncialim m%} ?’z‘-r‘;m B
s the cold war was \mdn' ¥
bloe be? to look to its defences, Tﬁﬂ( o g ey o
Western Europe entered & “militant” period - setract G
strikes, dem tions wnd other ations whicr g
Giint. the Emm:nb‘lm of the nul:i A‘:::qn!.“:vhmh Mi'hm
poli £ . But even al thi
of CPs was far from advocating revolu!Im:

i reomments that even during this period ;

%

not tum aside from & line asserting our
a5 tional force, from a constant search

for unity in the working class and among democratic

forces.. . [28)

The two world power bloes entered a period of
military and political balanee in 1951-562. Both sides had
nuelear weapons, while the n*;:u\_gd‘ areas of interest had
become mare or less defined. The time for negotiation had
arrived, for “peaceful coexistence’ and later “detente”

' The USSR was no longer very dependent on the CPs to

pressure Western countries. \Freed of the burden of being
Saviet foreign policy agents, the CPs could begin to pursue
the Popular Front to ils logical eonclusion. They could seck
to blish th truly “national”

&

as ¥ forees.

The trend since that time has been for a shift from

traditional stalinist reformism to social democratic reform-
ism.

Traditionally, the CPs were dependent on the USSR
and influenced by their role as an arm of Soviet foreign
policy. This often led to a certain combativeness towards
the capitalists in their own country, which allowed the
party members to see themselves as fighting for sotialism,
and ing an tional socialist ]

Social democratic reformism in the twentieth century
was characterised by a purely national orientation, and
usually by anti-communism. The growing independenice of
the CPs from the USSR has allowed them to accomodate to
this political method.

. The Eurocommunists are taking the trend a step
further. They are prepared to play on anti-soviet feelings in
Western  Europe. Thus the recent battle between the
Russians and Carrillo. This trend has led the Kremlin to

th of Russian-ine splinter pirties,

e
most recently in Britain. v

The Eurocommunist break with the Eastern bloe
therefore, is a genuine one. But as far as the pnmicai
program of the Communist Parties in their own countries is
;I::U:‘:::d. the ulzly uhmgfﬂu represented by Eurccommun-

of the ri whicl

]l:;:nc‘hamumed them since the first days of the Popular:

i m_."he real G i, the one who
# as ‘‘the decisive
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stitutions of the ﬂtplnhhm:n|: .hmﬁ'ﬂhﬂdlﬂd in the in-
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Obsolete
Leninism ?

We are now entering the second great capitalist crisis of

the Twentieth Century. The advent of the first crisis,

marked by the First World War, was seized upon by Lenin

as the time for socialist revolution. The resolution of the

erisis in a progressive way depended on the seizure of power

by the working class

This Leninist perspective is again becoming vital. But as
in 1814, the mass workers’ parties today are proving an
obstacle rather than a vehicle for socialist revolution.
Tragically, this is true of the Communist Parties themselves,
which were formed in the wake of the Bolshevik revolution.
They argue that their Leninist heritage is obsolete, and
adopt the nationalist and reformist orientation of the social
democrats whom Lenin denounced as traitors.

Obviously the details of Lenin's tactics cannot be
transferred to our situation. But what of the fundamentals
of Bolshevism?

Socialist strategy begins with the working class, Of
course, there cannot be a simon-pure proletarian revolution.
The working class, blue collar and white collar, needs allies:
small farmers, students, small shopkeepers. But they are
allies in the struggle to smash capital. This perspective has
nothing in common with popular-front style collaboration
with the bourgeoisie.

The experience of the revolution of 1917 cannot be
transferred mechanically to today's problems, but there are
lessons which are universal. The events in Chile in 1973,
and Portugal more recently, demonstrate the need to smash
the capitalist state, not to reform it. They demonstrate the
relevance of workers' councils, and the need for a mass
workers' party dedicated to the seizure of power.

Lenin's internationalism, too, becomes more imm:
tely relevant with each passing day. The economic crisis is
international, and attempted solutions on the national lavel
can only make it worse. While the workers must seize
power first in individual countries, a socialist revolution
isolated in a single country will be destroyed. Unlike the
Eurocommunists we do not conclude from this that
socialism is impossible for the forseeable future. We do
conclude that revolutionaries need an international perspec-
tive, and an international revolutionary movement. And we
seek to demonstrate the futility of retreating into nationa-
lism, as do the Eurocommunists.

It is becoming increasingly clear to those who wish to
see, that it is not the Communist Parties in Europe who
wage the class struggle, but the organisations to their left
Eurccommunism, like the previous versions of CP
reformism, leads into the arms 'of the bourgeoisis and away
from the struggle.

The Communist Party of Australia is not unaffected by
the debate over Eurocommunism. There are those within
the CPA, like Bernie Taft, who are bent on covering for the
class collaboration of Berlinguer, Marchais, Carrillo. But
there are also many CPA members who are uneasy. Some of
{hem can recognise in their own leadership a similar method
to that of the Eurocommunists.

As the European CPs move closer to government, the
contradictions between their avowed socialism and their
real reformism will intensify. There must inevitably be a
period of agonising reappraisal for many CP militants in
Australia, too.

The names of the issues will be new: Eurocommunism,
historic compromise, social contract. But the content will
be the same as 5o often before: reform or revolution? Class
struggle or class collaboration? We hope the comrades of
the CPA will think long and hard about the arguments we
have raised here.
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our capitalist with finished
qual in value to his profit, or
. This profit cannot be realized
however, until these surplus

tively small, and constantly
g in numbers. The quantity
which it is possible for them
sume is necessarily limited.
‘maximum consumption on the
f the capitalist class, it is still
sible (?) for them to buy back
than a portion of these surplus
The balance remains on whole.
ind retailer shelves as an unsold
isalable inventory, from which
ofit cannot be immediately

s this inventory mounts, produe-
-ia_iunpended and layoffs occur,
ult of natural desires on the part
eapitalist to dispose of his
pld inventories before proceeding
i the production
odities. This in tum means a
ase in employment and in total
a curtailment of buying power
resultant stockpile of additional

Vhen unsalable goods reach a
peak and unemployment hits a
level, the country finds itself in
grip of a cyclical crisis, with its
t manifestations. When the
able  inventory s reduced
uction falls below consumption,
Increases, or a war enables two
Ing capitalists to destroy their
and their opponent's goods) it

becomes possible to sell
jonal goods as produced, workers
hired, new machines bought and
od relative prosperity reap

lot only is the above theory a
rized and grossly inaccurate
Ximation  of the working of

alist society, as pictured by Marx,
BUL [t tends to give rise to a series of
dingerous misconceptions regarding

I talist society in which we live.

we were to accept this theory,
slance, we would be face to face

UNDERCONSUMPTIONISM

What Marx Said

If one were to (say) that the working-class receives too small a portion
of its own product and the evil would be remedied as soon as it
receives a larger share of it and its wages increase in consequence, one
“OU-_ld only remark that crises are always prepared by precisely a
period in which wages rise generally and the working-class actually
gets a larger share of that part of the annual product which is intended
. It appears, then, that capitalist production
comprises conditions independent of good or bad will, conditions
which permit the working-class to enjoy that relative prosperity only
temporarily, and at that always only as the harbinger of a coming

for consumption

crisis,

— Capital, Volume |1, p. 415 (Moscow Edition)

with the following:

1. Capitalist crises can be resolved
by increasing wages. The working class
could then buy baek a larger portion
of the manufactured commodities,
making it possible for the capitalists to
consume the balance and avoid crises

2. If the capitalist class steps up
its own spending — more and better
swimming pools, prvate airplanes,
guns, cannon, atomic bombs, public
works, increased services, larger and
more expensive bureaucratic apparat-
us, etc — there is no reason why crises
should come about at all

3. Why, therefore, waste time in
attempting to replace a system which
can so easily be reformed?

Seeds of Disintegration

Unfortunately, the seeds of
disintegration inherent in capitalist
sociely are planted far deeper than
advocates of the underconsumptionist
argument realize. Theoretically, it is
quite possible for a capitalist society
to be in equilibrium, that is , produce
exactly as many commodities of each
type as are required in any given
period of time by the entire populat-
jon. That portion of the total product
which would be required by the
working class and the individual capit-
alists in order for them to live would
be available in the form of consumer
goods necessities. The balance would
be manufactured into consumer goods
luxuries (by definition: consumer
goods used by the capitalist class
exclusively, including yachts, private
aircraft, exclusive clubs, war material,
etc.) and capital goods, including both
machinery and raw materials.

In actuality, however, the tenden-
cies toward disproportion in our
economy so strongly outweigh the

countertendencies as  to  make
disequilibrium and relative overpro-
duction the prevailing rule, Any
consumer goods item which can be
sold at a fairly good rate of profit and
whose production does not require too
high an initial investment is soon being
produced by numerous competing
industrialists, each anxious to obtain &
“fair share” of the profitable pie. The
resultant competition soon brings the
profit down to the average rate and
finally below average. Capital is at this
point transferred away from the
production of this item and on to
some other commodity, but not
before several investors have enjoyed
that common yet unpleasant experien-
ce of having made a negative profit.

Market and Overproduction

Of and by itself, the market tends
to povern relative overproduction of
individual commodities such as has
just been described, and prevents an
acute crisis from developing from this
fact alone. Another and far more
serious form of disequilibrium, how-
ever, cannot 5o easily be negated.

Because of the tremendous cost of
capital equipment required to produce
machinery and raw materials (steel,
aluminum, coal, eic.), production in
these fields is controlled by a limited
number of capitalists. A cerain
amount of over-all planning is there.
fore possible in the capital goods
industry, competition is less keen,
relative  overproduction not  so
common and oOverexpansion more
easily avoided. As a result, the produe-
tion of consumer goods material tends,
in normal times, to increase at a far
more rapid pace than the production
of capital goods commaodities. This, in



inerease in at has been presented

lified and incomplete

volumes of Capital

unately, be condensed
of this short article,

however, is extremely
I hope evident from
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at it produces, but by
and a falling rate of
rease in workers' pay will
capitalist crisis. It will
bringing about a further

to cut wages. The
capitalism, therefore,
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of exploitation. For his
it is essential that the
and expand his stand-
but with no illusions
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e point of view of the
nounting unemployment
int) need not be a sign of
or pool” means lower
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of Western Mining, to
effect that no ne\;‘r‘ min‘[::
Projects — as opposed to
®Xpansion of existing ones
— had been started in
Australia for five years, In
a few paragraphs, Mellr
has demolished the entire
central Argument of
Australia Uprooted

In other chapters he
states what should be
obvious to Marxists. The
recession in Australia is

an international
i era-
ble restructuring going on
as a result of it, but that is
nothing more than a shift
of investment into more
profitable sectors general-
ly. There are no conspira-
cies, nor can there he. The
laws of capitalist de: elop-
ment are at fault, not “the
decisions of a few owners
of companies.”

Mellcoy is at his
strongest when debunking
his opponents’ arguments.
However, is pamphlet
contains some  serious
weaknesses as well.

The most obvious is
that he is as prone to
conspiracy theories as his
opponents, though in a
different way. Far too
much is of the

0 Pro-

euniting in

a vital political project of
the two biggest parties of
Australian Stalinism”, the
P, nd SPA d even

with the

. This red herring

has been used successfully
by the defenders of the
PEP to ridicule Mellroy's
arguments e they

avoid  the
issues.
Nor is he right to say
that
Behind the PEP lies
the basic Stalinist

substantial

al

the

in one count

closer to home, as ‘the

Australian road to

socialism'."

Behind the PEP lie the
politics  of reformism,
populism and nationalism,
as manifested in the
Australian labour move-
ment generally. With thg
development of economic
crisis in Australia, every
demagogue in the labour
bureaucracy has begun to
play on these themes. The

various Communist parties
are simply jumping on the
bandwagon.

Another weakness is
perhaps more important,
especially as it has been
shared by many on the
Left, including the L.8.

The Maoist argument,
shared to greater or lesser
degree by other national-
ists, is that Australia is a
colony much like the
Phillipines or Thailand.
Therefore, they argue that
Australian nationalism is
Progressive, and a national
struggle against us
imperialism a necessity.
The response of many on
the left has been simpy to
invert the Maoist argu-
ment,

Australia is not
colony but an imperialist
power, the argument goes,
not different in essence
from Britain or even the
US itself. Mcllroy writes:

“*The most basic pro-

position which must

understood by

g to defend the
interests of the work-
ing people in this
country i that
Australia is an imper-
ialist power in its own
right — albeit on a
minor scale compared
to the United States
or even  Japan'
(Emphasis in original.)

is argument appears
to many to fly in the face
of their experience. Isn't
it true that the multina-
tionals are very powerful,
and doesn't America
dominate  the  “Free
World?" Can't the
multinationals and US
imperialism bring powerful
pressures to bear on
Canberra, and have a great
impact on the local
economy?

While Mellroy's basic
position is correct, it needs
some correction in detail.
There was a time when
Australia was most certain-
ly a colony. Yet even then
Australian nationalism had
a reactionary dynamic.
‘This was true in several
Ways.

Australia is a white
settler state in Asia. From
the beginning, nationalism
meant reinforcing the
privileges of the white
population at the expense
of the non-white people in
and around Australia, This
was as true of colonial

Australia as it is today.

Australia also funet-
ions as a local spearhead
for the big imperialists. In
colonial i
Queensland which dragged
the British into Papua.
More recently, the
Australian rnment
often showed itself more
hawkish than the
Americans in Vietnam. On
the economic level, Bruce
McFarlane has described
how Australian imperial-
ism in the Seuth Pacifie
operates as a “spring-
board” for the bigger
imperialist powers.

In other words,
Australia occupies a parti-
cular  position in  the
imperialist system: @
position distinct from that
of the great powers, one
which has its roots in the
country's colonial origins,
and which is connected to
the role played by foreign
capital.

Jim Mecllroy fails to
deal with these problems,
and his argument is
weakened as a result.
Countless sincere militants
are  impressed  with
Australia Uprooted
because it oppears to
answer their questions
about the obvious
“colonial’’ aspects of the
Australian economy.

Tom Q'Lincoln




South Africa

Southern Africa After
Soweto

by Jehn Rogers and
Alex Callinicos,
London, 1977, Pluto
Press, $5.00

This book is sure to
be controversial, but it is
sorely needed. For too
long the discussion on the |

The major sectors of
South African capitalism
— the mines and import-

force can accomplish that
— the black working elass.
The South African

i (SACP)

goods industries — are
labour intensive. Thus
industry is not in a posit-
ion to grant large wage
increases to the black
working class,
At the same time the
white manual and white-
collar workers, who
provide the Nationalist
Party with its base, have a
vested interest in job
reservation because of the
huge wage differentials
they enjoy as a result of it.
This leads to the basic
contradiction of the South
ican economy.
Apartheid, by atomising
the black working class,
has kept wages down and
f

was once committed to &
perspective ©  of  black
working  class  revolt.
Unfortunately, the base
which the SACF developed
in the black working class
was dissipated by
twists and turns of the late
twenties, which the party
carried out under the
influence of the Stalin
regime in Moscow.

Today the SACP sees
the struggle as an anti-
colonial one which
demands the unity of all

oppressed  groups and
classes. The next stage is
therefore “national

independence and the
destruction  of  white
. Any more

led to the o
an  advanced capitalist
economy. However, to
further increase productiv-
ity and improve its
competitive position,
South African capitalism
must raise black wages to
increase skills and job
motivation. But, if wages
are to be raised, they must

have attempted to come to
8 with _the

Most liberal and some
merxist critics of the
Apartheid regime believe
that there is a conflict
between the capitalist
organisation of the South

Tican economy and th
Apartheid  system. Th:
South African Communist
Parly goes as far as arguing
that: “A new type of
colonialism was developed,
in which the oppressing
white nation occupied the
oppressed peoples them-
selves and lived side by
side with them,”

Callinicos and Rogers
expose the basic hllu:;! in
Mhese arguments. Far from

some irrational
kaner-

B e ad Lnf | e mited ‘in ‘line with
liberal  nationalist and 7 Diierriae
" pasufo-marxist ideas, South Africa will price

and Callinicos itsell out of the world

market,

__How to break this
vicious circle is  the
problem confronting the
Vorster regime. It is the
basis for all the talk about
domestic detente, and the
development of a real
detente with black regimes
such  as  Kaunda’s i
Zambia and Nyerere's in
Tanzania,
Pretoria  hopes to
open up mew markets in
the black states. Bul that
will not solve the problem,
Increased  amounts of
western capital and tech-
nology  are needed to
modemise industry. And
‘¢ dre  increasi
difficult to obtain, i
At the same time,
increased productivity will
lead to  rising hlack
unemployment. Already in
Soweto black unemploy-
ment  has reached 50
Percent. The implications
Tor the youth rebellion are
obvious,
mm’l:oulm;l“ve‘ the crisis
o ructi
the  Apartheid e

radical social demands
would scare off groups like
the African commercial
class, whose development
as a full blown class is
blocked by the Apartheid
system,

The existing black
nationalist  organisations
also offer no road forward.
The conclusion offered by
Callinicos and Rogers

speaks for itself:
“It is certain that
liberation will be the

product of a long and
bitter struggle, and the
central factor in that
struggle will be the black
working class. Whether a
revolution does take place
cannot be left to the
spontaneous working of
events. It will require the
activity  of
revolutionary socialists to
translate the hatred of
apartheid shown duri
the black youth rebellion
of 1976 into the struggle
or ower ithil
fnclm:ipu. b/l e
. "As yel none of the
existing organisations of
the black resistance see
that task as central — o
hml: a mass revolutionary
Wworkers' p in; F
el n'.? depend

' British
- Syndicalism

- BRITISH SYNDICAL-

ISM  1900-1914 by
Bob Halton, London,
Pluto Press, 1976,
$7.40

‘We believe in the
Daily  Herald, Jim
Larkin, and Direct
Action.”

— West Bromwich branch,
Workers' Union, 1914.

After 1900 British
ca ism entered a long
period of stagnation in the
face of increased foreign
competition. Wage levels
were forced down, parti-
cularly in the declining
industries — mining and
railways.

i Mass unrest, which
developed as the previous
long-term trend of rising
wage levels was checked,
put pressure on orthodox
ftrade  unignism and
parliamentary ' labourism
When these traditional
avenues failed to bring
improvements many
militant workers turned to
the new direct action
philosophy of syndicalism
. e syndicalists
rejected parliamentary
polities and stood for the
__overthrow of capitalism by
' the general strike, leading
~ to workers' contral over
the ‘economy and society.
. Industrial  militancy
reached its height in the
years 19810-1914 with a
series of violent strikes in
the  mining, transport,
engineering and building
- industries. One of the
;::t famous confrontat-
was at Tonypandy,
where miners bzlteyr? hac}k
the mine by police
protecting the scah lahour,
expressed their bitterness
and frustration by looting

organisations,”

i
%:"' Callinicos mln:
gers argue thal only one

shops in the village.

or was the fighting
confined lated
villages, In
during  the
fransport strike of 1911, a
mass demonstration of
80,000 workers was
attacked by police and
. The Catholic and
Protestant workers, well

trained by years of sectar

gide streets.
re armed with
e with which they
the escort, at the
ne pelting the
‘with stones and
igsiles."”

erowd erected
e entanglements
ntific scale and
d themselves
barricades  and
and other
appliances.”
these favourable
1t the first
icalist organisa-

v established in
. the Industrial
Education
(ISEL). Tom
joneer trade union
was the driving
ind the ISEL's

et existing unions
olutionary lines,

The forces hostile
unionism, includ-
eventually

the
Democracy

also existed a

i smaller
yndicalist groups
numbers  of
it workers sympath-
to syndicalism
u| around the
fkers' paper, the Daily

ther important
of industrial
was mssociated

Britain campaign-
ir sympathetic action
attracted massive
of workers to his
but rank and file
i ‘were

that A great many
trade union leaders
to think they
to apologise for
, to try and stop
and smooth diffi-

culties over, to put a
healing  salve in  the
wounds and bandages, and
to heal it for a while But

¥ou cannot heal this
disease with a salve. It is a
root remedy that you
must apply,”

The syndicalists did
much to develop working
class militancy, and they
were  far from being
apolitical anarchists, In
fact they had a quite

sophisticated analysis of
the capitalist state and saw
the need to replace it with
a workers' state

However, as Holton
points out, they glossed
over two important issues.
The first was the problem
of how trade unions might
avoid structural tendencies
to incorporation within
capitalism as permanent
bargaining agents and
mediators of conflict
trends which would under
mine their revolutionary
potential, Secondly, there
was the guestion of how
the ultimate revolutionary
overthrow of capitalism
was to be achieved in the
face of capitalist resist
ance, in particular resist-
ance by the state

Many of the syndica:
list militants were to
confront these problems in
the postwar years when
they made an important
contribution to establish-
ing the Communist Party
of Great Britain.

Mick Armsirong,

Union is
Strength

In Unions is Strength
— A History of Trade
Unions in Australia
1788-1974

by lan Turner, Nelson,
1976, $3.95

Trade Unions N
Australia — Who runs
them, who belongs to
them — their politics,

their power. )
By Ross Martin,
Pelican, $2.10
Australian trade
unions are inheritors of &
long and militant tradit-

tion. An understanding of

legalistic industrial system
they operate in, is invalu-
able for revolutionaries.

Australian  unionism
was bom with the gold
rushes of the 1860,
which created an expand-
ing market for consumer
goods,

It was marked by the
formation of craft unions
of skilled workers such as
stone masons, engineers
(metalworkers) and boot
makers. Their aim was to

seCuUTe and  maintain
uniform wage rates and
provide social insurance

for their members in case

of unemployment and
sickness.
In the 1870°s and

particularly the 1880's the
organizing of unskilled
workers —"New Union-
ism" — added a new
dimension

Miners at Bendigo in
1872 formed their first
union whose objects were
the B-hour day, resistance
to wage cuts, securing
safety legislation . . . and
opposition to employment
of Chinese. In 1874, 12
local Victorian unions
formed the Amalgamated
Miners’ Association, and in
1884 it became the first
national union uniting all

miners
The AMA and the
Shearers’ Union differed

from craft unions in en-
rolling all workers in their
industry, low dues scale,
no social insurance benefit
and  greater militancy
around wages and condit-
ions.

The big strikes of the
1890's were a turning
point for the Labor move-
ment.

Australia’s economy
then as now was depend-
ent on primary production
for export — 1890%

astoral, now mineral. In
the late 1880's world trade
contracted, land prices anll‘]
agriculture slumped in
Australia, and profits fell,
The pastoralists were
compelled to confront
Labor or perish, They

didn’t perish.
The strikes began with
officers

maritime

the Victorian Tra
Council. It embroiled the
nation in a class war for
which the unions' slogan

REVIEWS

and the employers’ slogan
“freedom of contract”.

The  strikes were
defeated and unions
crippled. Turner tries o
show that the subsequent
formation of the Labor
Party was a product of
defeat on the economic
front.

Prior to the 1890's
strikes, unions abhorred
the idea of compulsory
arbitration — they were on
the winning side. By 1895
compulsory arhitration
was not merely a Labor

Party platform but a
ereed.
The emergence of

“political labor’ was part
of the process of accomo-
dation to the middle class
on the part of trade union
leaders. To play the
parliamentary game —
‘“direct representation of
labor” — was to abide by
the ‘low and order’ of
middle elass society and
win respectability for the
labor movement. In short,
to avoid industrial
militancy and confrontat-
ion — the seeming lesson
of the Great Strikes.
Arbritration was also
associated with the rise of
the industrial bourgeoisie
in Australia. Through a
combination of arbitrat-
ion, protection and White
Australia, capital sought to
tie labor to the defence of

manufacturing — am
ancestor of today's
People's Economic
Program.

Turner's book i a

useful introduction to the
events and struggles of the
labor movement, but there
are definite weak spots,
and his analysis is often
superficial.

The conseription
battles of 1916 are scanti-
ly treated, and Turner
races through the struggles
for the One Big Union,
which occurred at the high
tide of industrial militaney
after World War I. The
OBU movement laid the
basis for the formation of
the Communist Party. His
treatment of the 1830%
and World War II are
equally thin. And after the
late 1940’s, the account of
the labor  movement
becomes hazier with the
intrusion of Turner's own
impressionistic reflections.

Turner dodges a

their history, and the

was 'right to unionism',

number of issues. For
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