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Editorial

The Real Issue
about Arms for Iraq

The Scott Report has turned out to be a disappointment to all these who thoughe that it
would reveal anything important about Government lies. But what did they really
expect? Did they seriously think that the state would appoint an inquiry that actually
told the rruth? Sir Richard Scote may like cycling buc his main rask was to peddle the idea
that, despite the odd bad character, British democracy is “the best you can get” (Scott’s
main previous claim to upper class solidarity was his injunction preventing South Wales

miners shouting at scabs in 1984-5).

Scott might have revealed how the British state was so ruthless that it was even prepared
to send its own spies to gaol to cover up its dirty tricks in the arms trade but the whole
debate has been a deliberate smokescreen, Whilst we have had our attention directed to
what the Government did or did not say in Parliament the economic crisis is daily
devastating the lives of more and more workers. The issue of which bourgeois political
party is more corcupt than the other ignores the far bigger problem thar we are living in
one of the longest economic crises in the history of world capitalism. Even the Financial
Times is currently admicting that there has been no real growth since 1972,

What the Scott fiasco only touched on is the crucial importance of the arms rrade o
world imperialism. Since the callapse of the USSR, arms sales have become one of the
main arcas of rivalry in global trade. Despite condemning Saddam as “a Hitler” the Wess
had been arming him for over a decade, The poison gas used in the Iran-Iraqg War, in the
Gulf War and against Kurdish civilians in Halabja came mainly from Western Europe.
The financial cost of the Iran-Iraq War put Irag massively into debt. We now know thar
Iraq was only three menths away from roral collapse when it arracked Kuwair. Saddam
had first demanded $10 billions from the Kuwaiti regime before the desperate decision to
attack in 1990.

The Gulf War, and its aftermath, gave the USA an enormous advantage over its former
allies as it increased ics share of world crade in arms from 35% in 1990 1o 55% in 1995 It
also has controlled which of its "allies” benefits too. Germany, currently closer to the
Unired States on most issues, has gained most with increased sales from 5.4% to 14.6% in
1995, The UK and France, at odds with the USA in Bosnia, have been less successful,
French arms sales have actually fallen by a half to abour 3.2% of the world toeal whilst the
British, thanks to their loyal support of the US in the Gulf War modestly rose from about
5 w 7.3%. Much of this was a deal for £2.3 billions by Vickers, British Acrospace and
GKN with Saudi Arabia. It is obviously no accident that a Saudi Islamic Fundamentalist
who sends faxes from London was forced to shut up by Major's Government and is
threatened with deportation w the Caribbean island of Dominica (where Saudi hit
squads will do the rest).

Currendy the race is on 1o supply the United Arab Emirates wich 80 long-range strike
aircraft for £4 billions. French Mirage 2000-5s, British Tornadoes and US F-16s are all
competing, with Heads of State (including Clinton) phoning up Sheikh Sayed bin Sultan
al-Nahyan to persuade him to take their toys. In the last twenty years $600 billion dollars
has been spent on arms by Middle Eastern states. And the real point of these deals is that
the buyers are really buying Western political and military support for their regimes
against both internal and external enemies. It is no accident that the squalidly brutal Gulf
regimes (like Bahrain and the UAE) have British advisors on torture methods for their
secret police. As The Guardian put it
Adding 80 state of the art warplanes to the 97 the UAE possesses but cannot properly fly

will be useless. Buyer and seller will, in effect, admir that. For that i the real meaning
of the defence pacts that go with such deals, The move the UAE buys, the readier the

seller must be to come to its defence. (19.1.96)
In shore the arms sales are part of the creation of zones of imperialist competition. Those
who thought thac the world was a safer place after the Cold War ended need ro look again.
The old alliances are slowly unravelling, as the arricle in this issue on Ireland further
underlines. We may have some time yer before the next major war but it is capitalism's
only “solution” to its economic crisis, The working class will have to use this time well...
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Irish Question

One thing is certain, a5 wirh
other US-brokered peace deal,

this rests on shaky ground. Im-

perialism is capable of bringing
peace to this or that area for a

given amount of time bur that
doer not contradict the aisertion

that imperialism in general
means war. The very nature of
the rivalries for re-dividing the
planet dictates that we have at
best armed truces in the Middle
Ease, Treland Rwanda, Soma-
lia, ex-Yugoslavia and all the
other arear where international
intervention has taken place.

And it will not be local forces
alone which will break these
fruces but the great power god-
ﬁmﬁer:r who sanction thetr
satelistes’ actions,

Internationalist
Communist Review I4

IRA Bombings and British Government Manoeuvres

Gangsters Against
the Working Class

ommenting on the IRA ceasefire
C in Woarkers Voice 74 we wrote thar all
the majar capitalist and imperialist in-
terests were united in wanting a “peaceful
solution” to the Irish conflict. We arpued thar

the reason an agreement was anly signed at this
point in history was because

...both the IRA and the British state have had
their heads knocked rogether by the US since
it i mow in the LIS interent to establich 2
more stable world order for it o dominare,

Why has this conflict flared up again? The
short answer is thar it is part of the manoceuvres
berween the Great Powers which have been in-

creasing since the Cold War ended.

Why the British Government
Blocked Talks

Contrary to Irish Natonalist mythology, the
British Government has wanted to get rid of the
Ulster question ever since Ulster became a drain
rather than a benefir ro British imperialism back
in the 1960s. But what the British ruling class
cannot afford is to be seen to be driven our of
Ulster. They fear thar this would undermine
the very integriry of the Unirted Kingdom. The
IRA alone were not, and are not, capable of
driving the British out. The history of the last
quarter of a century amply demonstrates this. It
was only the direer pressure of the USA under
Clinton which could Force the British to the
negotiating table with Sinn Fein in the firsc
place. Bur once the Major Government had got
an [RA ceasefire it was in no hurry to give the
IRA the credibility of winning a place ar a con-
ference table,

Added to this fundamental position has been
the short-term weakness of the Tory Govern-
ment who suddenly found themselves beholden
to the Ulster Unionists in a whole range of
areas. The unspoken deal was that barriers to
further “progress” on peace would have to be
raised in return for Unionist support at West-
minster. The first of these was
de-commissioning of arms (L.e. [RA arms and
not those of the British state). When this was
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brushed aside by the US Senator Mitchells com-
mission then the idea of an election {which
would only reflect the fact thar nationalists are in
a minority in Ulster and this is where we came
in) was thrown in as a further delaying tactic.
Above all, though, it was the humiliation of
dealing as equals with Sinn Fein, the polirical
wing of the IRA, which worried the British rul-
ing class. The public admission that the Brirish
state {"we do not talk o rerrorists™)  had held
talks with Sinn Fein/IRA for years, and in secret,
seems to have made the prospece of talking to
them in public even less palatable,

IRA Bombings

On the other hand, throughout these fifteen
months, the IRA and Sinn Fein have become

increasingly desperate. As we wrote in Workers
Vioiee 74

LDespite the promised investrments there ave still
problems which could hinder the normalisa-
ton process or entirely subvert it.

The most glaring of these was that

On the Republican side it is alio possible that
same of the armed groups will not play the
game that their leaders bave chosen. This
conld resudt in realignments and splits with
sectiony still preferving the bullet to the ballor.

Fven before che so-called ‘ceasefire” ended the
IRA was asserring its authority as a proto-state
with its vicious campaign against petry eriminals
and drug dealers in its ‘own’ areas. Bur this was
only a holding operacion to give the IRA% activ-
ists something to keep them busy untl the
British Government finally caved in. The long
delay in starting talks made it clear that Sinn
Fein was going nowhere,  Even the bourgeois
press has been predicring rthar the IRA would
restart the bombing ever since the British stalled
talks last sumrmer, The Sinn Fein leadership
became increasingly desperate in their threaren-
ing rhetoric as the stalemate continued.  In face
they had been caught in a cleft seick, TF they hold
back the IRA then they would get the continued
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Irish Question

backing of US imperialism against the British
{who are also under US pressure in Bosnia - see
Tnternationalist Communist Review 14). 1F they
didn't unleash the IRA then the British ruling
elass could go on stonewalling. Afrer 15 months
the IRA/Sinn Fein leadership were in a difficult

position.

MNow the IRA Military Council has been given a
free hand to try to bomb the British back to the
table. “Bombing the British” meant the same as
bombing in Ulster - it was the working class that
would be the victims, If there is any rationalicy,
from the IRA point of view, to the bombings in
London then it must have been intended to get
the US back into the frame and force the British
state to move on insticuting “real ralks” with
Sinn Fein. The calcularion has to be that the US
imperialist interests (which are bound up with
the domestic election campaign) means that the
Clinton regime cannot be seen to be distancing
itself further from Sinn Fein despite the atroci-
ties. It is significant thar Adams is being allowed
back into the US {even if not given the official
welcome of 1993). The IBA iself has now
reached an impasse from which only behind the
scenes US pressure on the British Government
can rescuc it. In the meantime the current cli-
mate could give the British state the opportuniry
of convening all-Ireland talks without Sinn Fein.
This will not bring "peace” any more than the
previous attempts bue it will make it more diffi-
cult for the IRA to dominate the nationalist
agenda.

Behind the Manoeuvres
stands Imperialism

In the era of imperialism, capitalism demands
that every state fights for every scrap of surplus
value, and this means also defending its territo-
rial integrity, including the prevention of rivals
from gaining footholds in areas of special con-
cern. By any rational standards there is lirtle
further purpose to the war in Ulster. However,
in the imperialist epoch, rationality comes up
apainst an internecine fight for survival. It is the
continued rivalry between two of the major
powers, the 1S are Britain, that lies behind the
continued strugple in Northern Treland. Itis no
accident that the British Government which for
twenty five years denied that “the Troubles” in
MNorthern Ireland were a “war” (since it did not
want “to dignify IRA terrorism”) now repeatedly
talk of “ending the war”. This is because the end
of the Cold War has brought the US greater
freedom to meddle further into the Irish affairs
of its former key ally and make the situation
more critical for the Bricish ruling class. Itis not
beyond imperialism to achicve a certain balance
for a fixed time in a given place {whilst rivalries
tage into war elsewhere, like Bosnia) but, at best
we are talking of uncasy truces. The potential

for further conflict is never far away, This is the
nature of an imperialist peace. Only the work-
ing class holds the key to ending chis continual
drift towards greater conflicr,

The Working Class
is Internationalist

Those so-called socialists (who we would call the
left wing of capitalism) who argue thar it would
samechow be progressive if Ireland were to be re-
united have yet to say who it would be
“progressive” for. The capitalists naturally all
have their (false) hapes. A highly skilled but
low-waged workforce in both Naorthern and
Sourhern Ireland offers some incentive to the big
capitals. The British would cut the costs of main-
taining a garrison in the North and US capiral
would find that it could dominate the whole of
the Irish economy more casily. However given
the existence of the EC, and the fact thar boch
the US and Britain will continue to wie for con-
trol in Dublin, lictle will change. Above =il the
capitalist economie crisis which led 1o the san
of the demands by the Catholic working class for
better condirions in the late 1960s has not gone
away. A bit of investment in a small island i
hardly likely to make a major impact on a worid
economy stagnating at the end of a cycle of
accumulation.

A united Ircland would certainly not be progres-
sive for the working class. Throughour the
modern history of Ircland the bosses have been
able to use the sectarian divide to create splits in
the working class whichever section of the ruling
class was dominant, The Ulster Protestant
working class hardly lived in the lap of luxury
after the Second World War, but in the Orange
stateler they were divided from the workers of
the Cacholic minority who were denied housing
and job rights on a massive scale, reinforced by
the most gerrymandered elecroral system in Eu-
rope. The Provisional IRA and Sinn Fein grew
specifically on the basis of this divide and by the
time the British ruling class woke up to the fact
that this was actually poing to lead to a chreat to
their own state, Ulster had already become a
financial nightmare for British capitalism. If
Ireland were to be united under capitalism it
would only reverse the present situation with the
UDA (financed by che British state) playing the
role of the IRA. In any event the wotking class
in both Eire and Ulster would gain nothing.
They would still have the violence of Irish Re-
publicanism and the British state visited upon
them for causes which are not their own.

In the last century revolutionaries could give
support to some national struggles.  Although
they were all bourgeais some of these struggles
were progressive in the sensc that they laid the
basis for a further growth of capitalism and

L]
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Irish Question

therefore of the working class. Arguments
about nationalism and national liberation are
much clearer in the present imperialist epoch.
There are today no national movements which
expand capitalism. All are the tools of one or
other imperialist interest. The only class which
is universally opposed to this imperialism is the
proletariat. ‘The working class is, as Marx said,
the negation of all nationalicy. He might have
added that it becomes so only when it acts for
irself, i.e. thart revolutionary class which is alone
capable of overthrowing the capitalist mode of
production. Today capiralism continues to exist
only through the growth of a monstrous barba-
rism. The decline in living standards for the
masses, the wars, the famines, the nationalisc
atrocities are not mere accidents of history.
They are the natural products of a social and
cconomic system that is profoundly decayed.
Only the working class, through its position as
the collective producer class of the wealth of
sociery, can offer an alternative. It can only
offer this alternative if it can unite. This means
not only striking collectively at the appropriate
rimes on the economic front but also uniting
against all the artificial divisions imposed on it
by bourgeois society. Whereas in the last cen-
tury, when capitalism was srill growing

progressively and laying the material basis for a

better society, national unification could repre-
sent a better Futurc, tuda],r workers are offered
nothing from capitalism’s continued existence.
Workers' interests now lie completely ourside
the society which we maintain with our labour
power.

National oppression still undoubtedly exists.
But the solution to that oppression cannot be
found by addressing the problem in terms of the
so-called “right of self-determination”, i.c. as a
question of establishing a new capiralist state.
This is the road to more war and more barba-
rism, It allows capitalism to manipulate che
waorking classes into siding with their own bour-
geoisics.  In short, there are no progressive
nationalisms. The real solution is a lor more
difficult and will take a lot longer. It can only
come about through the destruction of the capi-
talist system on a global basis. through a
recognition that “workers have no country” and
through the international unicy of the working
class. The International Bureau for the Revolu-
tionary Party has been created as a step towards
this. We appeal to communists everywhere to
enter into debate and discussion with us as part
of the process of forming the furure World Party
of the Proletariat.

Jock

Ireland - Polemic with the ICC

Regular readers of our press will know that we
belong to what we call the proletarian political
camp. In Britain the group with positions clos-
est to ours is World Revolution, publication in
Britain of the International Communist Cur-
rent. However there are a number of significant
differences which separate us. One of these
concerns the method for analysing social realiry.
They have what we consider to be an idealist
method which simply tries to fit any phenom-
ena into a pre-existing schema. This goes
against the whole grain of Mamxism. Marx
summed up the materialist conception of his-
tory in The German ldeology.

It starts out from the real premisses and does
not abandon them for @ moment. Its prem-
fsser dre men, nat in any fantastic solation
and rigidity, buz in their actual, empirically
perceptible proc® of development under defi-
nite conditions. As soon as this active
ﬁﬁ-—pwrm is described, history ceases o be a
collection of dead facts as it is with the em-
piricists (themselves seill abstract) or an
imagined activity of imagined subjects, as
with the idealists.

The ICC fall precisely into the idealist trap.
Whilst we can agree with them the general
premiss that we live in a period of growing
imperialist antagenisms, a period which has in-
creased in tension since the end of the so-called
Cold War we disagree with their conception of
seeing every facrion of capital as part of the
same state (just as they have done with the
French strikes - see Imternationaliss Communist

Revolutionary Perspectives 4

Review I14). This idealist method ends by
drowning in its own contradictions and Ireland
is yet anather example where the ICC have come
to grief. In the pasts they told us that the IRA
was “part of the British stare”. Ar other times
they have told us that there is a "united front of
the British state and the IRA™ (WR i61). How-
ever this has now been ransformed without
expalnantion into a united front of the USA and
the IRA! In WR 192 we are told thae in the face
of the British refusal to implement the Mitchell
Repaort

The renewal of the IRA campaign was the US

respanse,
This is turning reality on its head. Sure enough,
the renewal u% the IRA campaign is part of the
imperialist manoeuvring in Ireland buc it is a
weak TRA which is trying to revitalise US inter-
vention on its behalf, nopt the other way
around. However the ICC's penchant for plots
get the better of them here and the resule is to
undermine any serious analysis of what is going
on. This is not a small poine. The ability of a
revolutionary organisation to analyse reality is
part of its function for the working class and, not
for the first time, the ICC are offering us subjec-
tive explanations instead of material ones. In
this article they acrually go on ro insist that the
US motivation is simply to “teach the British
Government a lesson” but the question is “What
for?”. The ICC don't explain this, The real rea-
son is to demonstrate to the Bricish bourgeoisie
that it should not challenge US supremacy {in
alliance with anyone else, like the French in
Baosnia). The US has not won the Cold War for
its former allies to now gain from what they all
{(wrongly) assume will be the relative stability of

the "MNew World Order”. AD



Job Seekers Allowance

Job Seekers Allowance:

Turning the Screws on the
Unemployed ... and Employed

The US stock markes fell dramasically at the beginning of March. The reason? More workers had found
fobs than the speculators expected. Cuts in interest rates would be postponed and they would not make such
heavy profits. This trading in human misery isn't just the prevagative of the stock markets. As long term
unemployment continues the state, throughout the West, is desperate to stigmatise the unemployed and thus
cut benefits. The latest astack is the Job Seekers Allowance.

r I Whis is just one more of the many steps in
the dismantling of the welfare state
taken by a crisis-ridden capitalism since

1977. Contrary to the leftist hangers on of the
Labour Party this is not merely an ideclogical
campaign by the Tories for less welfarism, in
opposition to the Labour Party’s ‘greatest mo-
ment' of 1948, the establishment of central
features of the welfare state. Basically the welfare
state is now something thar the strongholds of
world capitalism cannot afford.

In the years after the war the welfare system gave
workers the illusion that they had something o
gain under state capiralism. Above all it helped
to keep the class struggle “within manageable
bounds”.

But the welfare state was always an elaborate
con. There was never any fund set up to pay for
future pensions or unemployment. The whale
business was funded by using direer taxarion of
the working class. The end of the boom has
found capitalism out. Today with unemploy-
ment at higher levels than at any time since the
Thirtics, and the population age profile higher
than ever, the welfare state is unravelling. It is
like 2 dodgy insurance salesman who spent the
premiums of the past fifty years on the horses.
We, the punters, are the big losers.

The Job Seekers’ Allowance (J5A) is only the
latest part of a coneerced atrack by capitalism’s
agents-in-office on the working class, both in
work and out of work, It forms part of a long-
term strategy to both reduce government
expenditure (to dae magic number of less than
35% of GDP) and to increase profitability
through the lowering of wage rates. It has be-
come a well established principle here, that
although it may cost the government a little in
the short-term, it is safer for the state 10 make
changes in small steps rather than risk an awak-
ening of class anger (as the Poll Tax did).

The rest of the measures are now planned w
follow in October. These measures should all
have come into force in April but, it is said, the
need to train staff and installing new computer
systems have delayed matters, It should be said
also that stafl’ have generally opposed the new

regime because it goes hand in hand with
planned job cuts as part of a campaign by the
government to reduce its own wages bill. Hence
the rash of strikes in so-called “benefit” offices.

The new regime

Unemployment Benefit and Income Support
will be abolished and replaced by the Job Seck-
ers' Allowance. There will be two versions,
Contributory and Means Tested. The govern-
ment has said that this will be a simplification,
replacing two benefits by one, it actually replaces
two benefits by another cwo.

The Contributory version lasts for six maonths,
unlike the one year of Unemployment Benefit.
The Adult Dependant Allowance, will be abol-
ished, thus those with enough NI (National
Insurance) contributions will not be able w
claim for partners. Those under 25 will receive
the reduced rate, even if they have enough NI
contributions, a similar situation to Income
Support at present and for 16-18 year olds it will
be even more difficult to draw benefits.

The Means Tested version is similar to Income
Support but with a new set of thresholds for
reducing benefit, The waiting period before re-
ceiving benefit will be two weeks instead of three
days. Savings and redundancy will reduce ben-
efit on a sliding scale from £3000 until the cur
off point of £8000. Personal pensions will be
raken into consideration, as will new rates with
respect to part-time working, More imporrant,
though, are the new rules governing the other
aspects of the benefits. As part of whart the gov-
ernment calls a ‘Scricter Benefits Regime',
claimants will have to satisfy stringent new con-
ditions before receiving JSA. They will have o
set out a whole series of measures they will un-
dertake to find work. This will include writing
to a number of employers every weck, telephon-
ing a number of employers every week, visiting
so many, turning up at the Jobcentre so many
times, scarching a series of newspapers every
week, tegistering with employment agencies and
so on and so forch. This will form parc of a Job
Seekers’ Agreement. If staff do not believe thar
you are trying hard enough they can ultimarely
apply a Job Seekers’ Direction. These are in-

L]
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Job Seekers Allowance

structions to do a series of things, which could
mean attending various courses or schemes,
making themselves more ‘presentable’ to em-
ployers. Sanctions can be applied beyond this
situation, i.e., a cut or removal of benefirs.
These sanctions are now far stiffer under JSA
and are expected to be used far more often.

The background and effects

The effects of these measures are likely to be in
the first year - 70,000 claimants losing all enti-
tement to benefits, 95,000 being forced into
means tested benefits, with 250,000 worse off
in some way. Through chese new rules the gov-
ernment hopes to cut the unemployment
figutes by 25,000 in that first year of operation
and reap around £400 million within the first
owo years. They hope to cut the relevant social
security spending from £1.3 billion to £0.7 bil-
lion. This, though, must be set beside the
announced rise in NI employee concributions,
from 9% to 109, raising an extra £2.2 billion.
In other words Chancellor Clarke wants us o
pay more for less. Rather than address the prob-
lems of unemployment and the underlying
reasons for it (something capitalism cannot do),
they massage of the figures, or “reduce” them by

COCICION.,
The low-pay labour market

The povernment is anxious, in its own terms, to
create a “flexible labour market™ and “reduce
welfare dependency”. In the words of the late
Keith Joseph,
The anly help we can give to the poor 1 belp-
ing them to help themselves; to do the
apposite, to create more d’qwma’anfe, is to de-
stray them movally, whilit throwing an unfair
burden on society.
This “remoralising” of sociery, the return 1o
"Victorian values”, is seen in terms of a return to
the Poor Law situarion of the 1830s when pov-
erty was criminalised. It is evidentdy moral 1o
create a culture of low pay and destitution wel-
fare benefits whilst handing out greater
opportunities for thg bourgeoisic to profic at
others expense, Through these coercive meaures
and the new regime of ‘in-work benefits’ unem-
ployed workers and other claimants will be
thrown onto the labour marker and forced into
bidding at ever lower rates for work., Employers
will be faced with a flood of people applying for
worl:, alongside the chance to pay less because
the povernment will cop-up pay through various
new measures. These new pilot schemes and
extensions of older schemes include - Family
Credit, Earnings Top Up, back ro Wark Bonus.
In a Treasury statement the government had
this to say:
an efficient and flexible labour market is one
in which yﬂmﬂfqyﬂd’ peaple are ﬁr{om’ and
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encouraged to compete effectively for
jobs..fand].. .the unemployment benefits sys-
tem promaotes incentives to work and prevent
dependency.
Government claims that they are helping people
back to work can be rejected. For example:
only 60% of those leaving unemployment in
1993 went into work compared with 80-90%
in the late 7t
Osford Review of Economic Policy 1995.
Where people did manage o find work it tended
to be because opportunities for work arose
through the forced devaluation of the pound, or
people went into low paid work. It is also the
case that there are fewer entering the labour
matket, fewer school-leavers, there are more go-
ing into further education, the population is not
growing as much. Just to give further lie to gov-
ernment figures and claims concerning
employment, in 1979 there were 8% of house-
holds without a working adult, in 1994 there
were 19%, and this is likely to rise even further.

Internationally

This artack is not confined to Brimin alone. We
must set in the context of other cvents, particu-
laely within the capitalist heartlands in Europe
and the USA. In France recently a wave of
general strikes and mass demonstrations showed
that the French working class were opposed o
the state’s ‘reforms’ of the welfare system (sec
Revolutionary Pevipectives, 3rd series, no 1), Simi-
larly in Italy, scrikes and demonstrations have
been the resulr of the a debt-ridden state’s deci-
sions to alter the pensions and social securicy
regimes (see Workers Voiee 75). This is to men-
tion but two., In the USA, where welfare has
been cur continually for twelve vears, the gulf
berween the poorest and richest has never been
higher. An American dream for the few and a

capitalist nightmare for the many.
The response

These actacks will not go away so long as the
working class accepts them. However in the
current climate it is relatively casy for the ruling
class to keep the employed and unemployed
apart. In the recent strikes by the benefit office
staff there could be lictle solidaricy with their so-
called “clients” who they have to hassle
increasingly on behalf of the state despite the
common interests they have in getting rid of the
JSA, Whar is required is for workers to look
furcher than the immediate and recognise cthat
the present system has nothing left to offer them.
A change of government will change nothing
Whart is needed is the abolicon of the system of
production for profiv which leads to super-ex-
ploitation on one hand and a waste of human
potential on the other. It is time the capitalist
CDE

systern gvas made redundant.



Socialist Labour Party

The Socialist Labour Party
- then and now

The world will never be civilised 1o long as capivaliom endures.

( :apitalist companies have a whole pano
ply of laws dealing with copyright, pat
ents and trademarks to prevent com-

petitors from deceiving prospective purchasers.

History, regrectably, does not prevent polirical

organisations from working equivalent con-

tricks. For decades the Stalinist, Maoist and

Trotskyist groups confused workers by ped-

dling varietics of statc capitalism as “real living

socialism” or even “communism”, In Britain, the

Scargill-led movement, anxious both to keep

their followers within the traditions of

Labourism and also to breathe fresh life into che

lie that state intervention equals socialism (or at

very least the road to socialism) opted for the
name, Socialist Labour Parry.

Whether by accident or design, Scargill, by
choosing thar citle has perpetrated the type of
mislabelling more normally used by the capical-
ist crooks who own the sweatshops churning out
imitation designer clothing. The fact is, and one
assumes that Scargill or some of his clique are
aware of it, that unlike the present project of
developing a fraction of the Labour left outside
the confines of the official Labour Party, the
original bearers of the name Socialist Labour
Party were committed to organising to destroy
capitalism rather than to administering it more
kindly or efficiently.

The first SLP - part of our
revolutionary inheritance

The original SLP' was formed in 1903 at a con-
ference called by the former Scottish divisional
council of the Socialist Democratic Federation
(SDF). One of the founding stacements of the
party, gives a clear indication of the grounds on
how the SLP defined itself against the other
erstwhile Socialist or Labour parties operating in
Britain. As part of a Manifésto to the Warking
Class one of the founders of the new party, John
Carstairs Martheson, defined Socialism in a way
which clearly differentiated the SLE and woday's
revolutionaries, from the leaders of the SDE and
Scargill and other brands of leftists. Defining
socialism the SLP wrote,

By this we do not mean what is variously

called ‘State Socialisnt, ‘Public Ouwnership’ or
Municipalism' - that &, the vwnership of cer-
tain public utilities by a communsty in which

SLP September 1914

capitalism is still dominane. A worker is as
much exploited by a capitalist state or corpora-
tion ar by a private employer - as post office or
municipal employees can restify We insist
upon the political overthrow of capitalism as
an absolutely necessary preliminary ro the
emancipaston of the working clas. Otherwise
an industry controlled by an indrvdual capi-
talist state differs from one controlled &y an
individual capitalist only in the superior pow-
ers of the farmer to rob and oppress shese
wnder i3 thralldam.

It is of interest that the original choice of the
name SLP was not without some controwersy
There was already in existence a party of the
same name in the USA whose positions, par-
ticularly the emphasis on working-class struggle
rather than electoralism, helped inspire the
founders of the SLP. Living links berween the US
SLP and British socialists had been strengthened
the previous year when James Connolly had car-
ried out a speaking tour of the USA. The SDF
opponents of the founders of the British SLP
attempted to portray them as puppets of the
American parry but despite that the founding
conference adopted the same tide as their US
counterparts.

Again, the self-definition carried out by the early
SLP serves as an example of socialist clarity
against the mystifiers and confusionists of both
then and now. Separating the three elements of
their chosen name they declared their meaning
as :-

Secialist because through Socialism alone can
the workers be emancipated;

Labour because by the labouring classes alone
care Secialism be attained;

Party because we are not merely an educa-
tional or propagandist bady but stand for the
political expression of our class interests, for the
[formation of the Socialist Republic.

Maturally, there are formulations within those
definitions which read strangely from our van-
tage point more than ninety years later. We
could question what was meant by the “labour-
ing classes which were 1o artain socialism”.
Similarly the question of a “Socialist Republic”
may appear vaguc or even dangerous, However it
must be borne in mind that, when considering
the question of proletarian political power the

L]
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Socialist Labour Party

comrades in 1903 had only the brief and unique
experience of the Paris Commune as an historic
reference point against which to refine their
theory and practice, The three points above
actually stand out like a beacon of clarity when
contrasted to the positions adepted by their
contempotaries in the Independent Labour
Party (ILP) or the Social Democratic Federation
(renamed the British Socialist Parry following
the merger with some ILP branches in 1912).

The first ten years -
Marxisis and militants

From the party’s creation in 1903 until the out-
break of the First World War in 1914 the SLP
built its roots amongst some of the most elass-
conscious workers in a situation where there
was a rising tide of industrial militancy.
Responding to this militancy and the appear-
ance of new formations such as the shap
stewards’ movement the SLP intervened by ar-
guing against the divisiveness of the old
craft-based trade unions and in favour of all-
embracing “Industrial Unionism”. In its
journal, The Sacialist in June 1907 it explained
its position as follows,
Let us then organise industrially as well as
politically for our class emancipation. Indus-
trially to build up within the womb of
capitalism the foundations of the future state
of socicty, reared upon the structure of our
clss interests, marching shoulder to shoulder.
steadying up our class in their ontward march
to economic freedom.
Polirically, to unsear the capitalist clavs from
the power of government, to remove the legal
enactments that today safeguard the vights of
private property, to prevent, if possible, the
capitalist class from wsing the physical power
af the nation against the industrial workers of
this or any other nation.

In combining its intervention in the industrial
organisations of the working-class with the
Marxist understanding of the struggle for politi-
cal power, the SLP also defined itself against the
syndicalists who beljeved thar industrial union-
ism could replace the political seruggle and
particularly the need for a revolutionary parry.

Syndicalism was, nevercheless, able to atcracr a
layer of warkers who were repelled by the day-
to-day practices of those, such as the early
Labour M.Bs who sat in Parliament - described
by Ben Tillett, a leader of the London dockers,
in 1908 as “These unctuous weaklings [wha
will go on prattling their nonsense while thou-
sands are dying of starvation”. In the same vear
the seruggle berween the SLP and the "pure”
syndicalists became particularly cricical with a
split in the organisarion, the Advocares of In-
dustrial Unionism which the SLP had helped
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launch 12 month’s previously.

Marxist educational circles

The 5LE, from its inception, demanded a high
degree of clarity and political agreement from its
members. In its Aims and Methods it described
how
A party which has undertaken the work of
revolutionising society must be dominated not
only by 2 common purpose but alss a common
plan of action. A revolutionary socialist party
coon PHUSE present not ondy the appearance but
the reality of an intelligent diseiplined unity

In line with its understanding for the need for
revolutionary theory, the early S5LP also made a
major contribution to the working class through
its institution of educational circles, Classes were
started in many working-class areas particularly
in Scotland. The classes were organised rigor-
ously with a formal structure ensuring that
waorker militants were equipped with a thorough
grasp of basic Marxism.

As well as formal classes and examinations the
SLP also organised correspondence courses for
isolated militants. In their educational activities
the SLP were soon joined by others such as John
Maclean of the SDF and the Plebs League which
originated in 1909 amongst radical socialist stu-
dents at Ruskin College, Oxford.

Up to 1914 the overall experience of the SLP was
cerrainly a positive one. The historic tests for its
claim to stand as part of the revolutionary work-
ing-class movement came with the outbreak of
war and in Novemnber, 1917, with their response
tor the outhreak of proletarian revolution in Rus-
sla,

A socialist response to imperialist war

In commaon with the rest of the European social-
ist movement, the majority of erstwhile socialists
in Britain collapsed into social chauvinism, sid-
ing with their “own” narional ruling class, at the
outbreak of the Firse World War, In concrase the
SLP opposed the war from the position of prole-
tarian internationalism. The SLP's journal, The
Secialist wrote in Seprember 1914,
Our attitude is neither pro-German nor pro-
British, but anticapitalist and all that it
stands for in every country of the waorld. The
capitalist class of all narions are our real en-
emies, and it is against them that we direct all
et ditacks,

In the same edition the leading article poured
scorn on those who talked nonsense about fighe-
ing to preserve civilisation,
No explanation i offered as to what civilisa-
tiqn bas done for the workers that they showuld



Socialist Labour Party

[ight for it. To the major-
iy, civilisation
means

10 or
12 hours a day
in a factery or on a raif-
way, or 8 hours in a coal mine,
with @ hovel ta sleep in and the prospect
of being clubbed by the police or shot dowm by
the military if they make too much fuss about
g s A class that can contemplate un-
moved the sufferings of the workers, their
wretched conditions and pauper deaths, is not
civilised. A class that can callowsly consign
millions of their fellow creatures to mutilation
and death for the furtherance of their own
endr 5 not civilised. The world will never be
civilised so long as capritalism endures,

The Secialist also printed in November, 1914, an
article from the Bermer Tagwacht by the Dutch
revolurionist, Anven Pannekoek, calling for the
creation of a new International.

Although, as an organisation, the SLP clearly
stood against social chauvinism there are a
number of issues where questions need to be
raised. Firstly, ar least one prominent member,
John Muir, the editor of the Socialist, was ni-
tially in favour of cerrain defencist positions.
Secandly, the position taken by their conference
in April 1915 seems to reflect a position nearer
to social pacifism than to revolutionary defeat-
ism. Leading from that resolution many SLP
militants were 1o become conscientious objec-
tors rather than fighting for internationalism

alongside their fellow workers.

If the latter positions would tend to place the
SLP in an equivalent position to the right rather
than left-wing of the International Socialist con-
ference held at Zimmerwald the SLPs
revalutionary credentials were reconfirmed by
their response to the Russian Ocrober revolu-
[on.

Support for the Russian Revolution

During 1917 rhe 5LP journal consisrently
argucd for and then welcomed a specifically
working class revolution in Russia. Its sup-

port for and agreement with rhose
i working to that end is shown by the
| articles written by Lenin which ap-
peared in its June and Seprember
issues. [ndeed The Socialisr claimed
® the Russian Revolution as vindica-
gk tion of the SLPs own political
B method. Following a further ani-
cle fram Lenin in the edition of
Fc:laruar}r, 1918 the March -

B
5. tion carried the comment tha

The SLP is the only party in tha
country which has compelled the ILP and
BSP to realise that socialist tactics do not
mean how to fugele men inte Parliament. So-
cialise tactics mean the education of the
proletariat and the organisation of the politi-
cal weapon to destroy capitalism, backed by
the industrial unions taking over the means of
production,

For years the SLP has been sneered at and
jeered at, but now Russia, in the transition

towards the Socialist Republic, shows the SLP
£ right.

By December, 1918 The Socialist was declaring,

W are denounced as "Brivish Bolsheviks. We
da not seek to conceal owr views. We are proud
of the title. The SLP is the only political or-
ganiration that stands wholebeartedly and
uncompromisingly for the Soviet idea. Let it
be krown: We are the Brivish Boltheviks.

SLP and the founding
of the CPGB

Although the Russian revolution could be fairly
claimed to vindicate the SLP against the evolu-
rionism and parliamentary cretinism of many of
their opponents it is ironic chat it was the tortu-
ous, and sometimes Byzantine, moves to
establish a section of the Comintern in Britain
which marked the end of the SLP as a serious
polirical force.

L]
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It was no coincidence thar internationally the
conferences and negotiations which took place
during 1920 took place as the revolurionary
wave which had swept Europe (and other parts
of the world) was already cbbing. Indeed, dur-
ing 1920, at the same time as British delegares
were arguing against affiliation to the Labour
Parey at the 2nd Congress of the Comintern
Lenin’s Leff Wing Communism appeared in Brit-

ain.

The appearance of Lenin's ill-informed and po-
litically unhelpful document together wich
direct interference from the Comintern pro-
duced a situation where only a small minoricy of
the SLP entered into the embryonic CP (heavily
dominated by ex-BSPers} in the summer of
1920. A more substantial element led by
Gallacher (who had supported the abstentionist
and anti-Labour position when departing for
Moscow but arrived back accepting Lenins po-
sitions “as a child takes the rebuke of a father™)
fused with the CP at a second Unity Conference
early in 1921,

Although the SLP retained a formal existence
after the traumas of 1920-21 it was not able to
effectively compete with the CPGB. One of irs
few remaining roles was to act as a temporary
stopping place for John Maclean on his way to
the, Scottish Workers Republican Party and
Scoteish nationalism.

Failings and shortcomings

Like any Marxist organisation the history of the
SLP should not be seen as a balance sheet where
every figure is positive. Only idealist scenario
mongers with no connection to the living devel-
opment of the working class prefer to rewrite
history to force it into the straitjacker of their
own conceptions (and misconceptions),

Certainly, we can with the benefit of hindsight,
consider the ractics taken in 1920-21. We could
also explore further the exact nuances of the
SLP%s arritude to Induscrial Unionism and the
Shop Stewards Movement, There were certainly
debates within the firry abour the precise ari-
tude 1o elections and the acceprance of clected
office. There is also evidence that the party’s
original emphasis on the importance of full po-
licical agreement and commicment from its own
members may not have been fully adhered to in
later years. The presence of pacifist strands in
the SLP%s opposition to the war has been men-
tioned carlier. On balance, though, these
mistakes and omissions appear primarily as
honest failings by sincere, committed and seri-
ous revolutionaries who had a real presence
within the class struggles of their times. As such
the history of the real SLP is part of our revolu-

Revolutionary Perspectives 10

tionary heritage which does not deserve to be
besmirched by those who now choose to use the
hame.

Scargill steals our history

Writing about the carly years of the original SLF,
Challinor commented that,

the SLP encouraged all its branches to hold
regular oustdoor meetings ..... Sometimes diffi-
culties were experienced in geiting the initial
crowd to stap and listen. One speaker in Liv-
erpool used to overcome this by shouting, at the
top of his voice: Tve been robbed! I've been
rabbed!” Quickly an inguisitive audience
would asemble, and he would explain how
the thieves were the capitalists.

Some ninety years later our old comrade's party
namc has been robbed by Scargill’s worshippers
of state capitalism.

We will leave Scargill and Co. to disappear into
political oblivion dragging the misappropriated
name with them. For revolutionary Marxists the
essence of the old SLPs politics, the struggle for
working-class sel-emancipation and opposition
to all reformism and nationalism, lives on in our
programme and the struggle for a communise
future. KT

Motes

1. From this point onwards all references oo

Socialist Labour Party (SLP), except where

stated otherwise, refer to the revolutionary
roletarian party of carlier this century.

. This and all subscquent quores from SLP
literature, except where stated, are taken from
The Origing :y‘%rz'n';b Bolshevism by Ray

allinor.
3. Connolly was later to move to Treland
where he founded che Irish Socialist Republi-
can Party whose politics attempted to combine
clements of Mardsm with Irish nadonalism,
Connolly was executed by British imperialism
following the defeat of the Nationalist Easter
Rising in Dublin in 1916.

Internationalist Communist
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for the Revolutionary Party

is our central organ in English. Fach individual
issue is £2.00. Back issues are available (see back
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Scargill's State Capitalist Dinosaur
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Nationalisation:saving
capitalism from the working
class

espitc Arthur Scargill’s exaggerated
D comparison with Keir Hardies first

attempt to win a seat in Parliament, the
few hundred vores case for Brenda Nixon in the
Hemsworth by-clection hardly provide a grear
start for Scargill’s breakaway “Socialist Labour
Party”. In truth the creation of this new organi-
sation is of little consequence for the working
class and has nothing whatsoever to do with the
fight for socialism. It has everything to do with
the manocuvres and manipulations of the left
wing of capitalism.

As New Labour prepares to manage today’s re-
structured capitalism Arthur Scargill wanes to
turn the clock back to the “good old days” of a
Party manipulated by the trades union bosses
and an economy dominated by nationalised in-
dustries. It'’s not hard to sec why. With the rapid
decline of the coal industry following on the
defeat of the 1984-5 miners’ strike and the last
ditch campaign to “Save Our Pits" in 1992
Scargills own power base has been eroded.
When Labour finally ditched Clause 4 (L.e. any
pretence that a Labour government would
renationalise) and undermined the union bloc
voring system, with one member one vote, the
writing was on the wall for old trade union
wheeler dealers like Scargill, Scargill is an arche-
typal Stalinist (CP)/Labourite whose favourite
method of operating is through the unions and
whose vision of socialism is confined to a lot of
nationalisation plus a good deal of welfarism.
Not surprisingly the new party’s most fruitful
ground for recruitment so far has been amongst
the upper echelons of other induscrial unions
under threar from capital’s continuing process of
denationalisation and restructuring. The Guard-
ian of February 17th reported that 7 our of 12 of
the RMT (Rail Maritime and Transport union)
Executive have affiliated to the SLE Behind chis,
of course, is the assumption thar they could
bring with them the bloc vote of the union
membership.

This stale old CP tactic is the only thing Scargill
really knows., Abowve all else he is a corporatist.
His whole thinking revolves around defending
the interests of *his’ indusery within the frame-
work of British capiralism and for workers o
equate their interests with the interests of the

Scargill’s New Old Labour Party

Another State
Capitalist Diversion

industry they happen to work in. The whole
thing scems a lot more plausible if you work ina
state-owned industry and you think thac state
ownership is a step towards socialism. This was
the con-trick performed by British capitalism in
its spate of nationalisations after the 2nd World
War, [t was part of the basis for the so-called
post-war settlement which in reality meant char
in return for keeping wage demands within ‘real-
istic boundaries’ and co-operating over the
implementation of redundancies, the unions
would have a say in how their industry and the
economy as a wholc was run, Throughour the
Sixties, thercfore, the NUM co-operated with
the government to close down pits in the North
East of England and South Wales, devassasing
whole communities and officially leaving these
villages classed as “Category D' to go to complens
rack and ruin. In the Seventies Scargill himse®
was part of the NUM Executive that
Labour draw up its Plan for Coal. (More job cuts.
of course, without a single ‘ordinary’ miner hav-
ing a say.) When it came to the 1984 miners
strike this was a complerely different ball game.
not just because there was now a rampant Tory
government but because the capitalist crisis was
becoming so severe that the old state subsidies
had to go: a radical solution was demanded by
capital, The Thatcher government was ready to
find one and after defearing the steel workers in
1979/80 and backing down against the miners
in 1981 it prepared o break the back of the
whale of the British working class by engaging in
a definitive batile with the miners. It was a
battle whose outcome they knew was crucial for
the furture confidence and capacity to fight off
the whole working class; it would determine
how easily they could implement plans to radi-
cally “weed out dead ducks” and restructure the

helpes

L)

economy as a whole!. Whilst the working class
throughour Europe and beyond waited to see the
outcome of this protracted contest in the class
war the NUM lcader confined the issue to “Coal
not Dole'. There were no calls for support from
the rest of the working class. There was no
acknowledgment that there was a wider issue at
stake, the issue of how the working class as a
whole could resist capitalism’s artacks. Instead,
the furure founder of the “really socialist” La-
bour Party produced figures to suppore his case
about the profitability of British deep-mined
coal and showed his internationalism by railing
against “cheap foreipn imports™.

In 1984-5 the possibility of a political pro-
gramme for the working class to overthrow
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capiralism could not and did not enter Scargill's
head, Neither has it a decade later. Like the
proverbial dinosaur he is looking for the status
quo ante. He doesn't realise that the unions are
of more limited use to capitalism a stage further
on in the capitalist crisis. Now their only func-
tion is to oversee job cuts and wage cuts and
where necessary contain workers' militancy.
With the declining ‘sovereignty' of national
states in a dramatically extended globalised
economy there is no place for beer and sand-
wiches at no. 10. Scargill’s political iniciative is
certainly a minor side-show but this is not — as
media commentators cheerfully claim — be-
cause the very idea of socialism or communism
is out of the window. What is out of the win-
dow is the notion that socialism =
nationalisation and that it can be built by
gradually extending the power of the capiralist
stare.

The response from Labour’s
hangers-on

In this context it is worth noting the response
from the far Left of capitalism’s political spec-
trum (The reconstructed and unreconscrucred
Stalinists, Trotskyists and semi-Trotskyises from
Militant to the SWP). By and large these are the
organisations who were most vociferous about
defending Clause 4. However, now that a parry
is coming into being based on a return to Clause
4 they have responded pretty coolly. This is
partly Scargill's own doing. Whilst Militant
and other more hard-line Troesloyists lilee Work-
ers Power were interested initially they were not
impressed with the proposed draft constitution
of the SLP admitting affiliation only by trades
union bodies and banning members of ather
political organisations, Others, such as the re-
cently-formed (1992) Socialist Appeal, which
prafesses to be the “Marxist voice of the labour
movement” are plainly embarrassed. On the
one hand pompously proclaiming that Arthur
Scargill has “cerrainly posed things sharply”, on
the other concluding that "the task for socialists
.. means fighting for socialist policies in the
unions”. (From the 54 Dec/January Editorial).
The most acrobatig position of all, however,
must surely come from the Socialist Workers'
Party. In general this party, which avows “there
is no parliamentary road” to socialism, is a
staunch supporter of Labour during elections.
So, we are assured, it will be in the next election

.. 4t least in most places:
And Socialie Worker will sill be ur;g'fﬂf i

Labeur vote in most areas ar the nexr elec-
ton.

What abour the other places? Ah, well, as it
happens SWP members around Barnsley and
Hemsworth are intimately bound up in Archur’s
new venture, [ when SWP members in the
Hemsworth constituency in West Yorkshire
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were approached to nominate the SLP candi-
dare, Women Against Pit Closure activist Brenda
Nixon, they were happy to do so. ™ Sacialist
Review February, 1996 p.14.) The upshor?
Well,
Socialist Worker will support an SLP cand;-
date in Hemsworth, and would do 0 in
similar I&ffdﬂ'] labour VOIERG CONSTituencies in
Suture elections. [Both separate quotes ave
Jrom the same article in Socialist Worker
20.1.96]

Despite the SWP's reservarions abour Scargill
not having broken with Labourism and relying
too much on parliament, the non-parliamentary
supporter of Labour “in most arcas” is happy o
back the SLP wherever they are in danger of

losing members to Scargill’s outfic.

Leaving aside all the manocuvring going on, ler’s
be clear. What all these Leftist organisations
have in common is the belief that Labour (old,
new or still-born) and the trades unions have
something to do with the working class because’
they are all part of that ephemeral ‘labour move-
ment” (A ‘movement’ which has never managed
to move the working class away from capitalist
ground). Most of them are capable of revolu-
tionary phrase-mongering when it suits them
but when it comes down to political activity,
working inside the trades union bureaucracies
and fishing about in the Labour Party are stand-
ard practice (The only debate amongst them is
how far there are other arenas of political activ-
ity). They have no idea about how revolutionary
change can come abour because they are so busy
finding a niche in the supposedly "labour” or-
ganisations whose very existence is bound up
with the preservation of capitalism (e.g. defence
of the economy) and the prevention of any
independent political movement of the working
class. For anybody wanting to be part of a
genuine revolutionary alternative a first step is to
recognise that Labour, old-style or new, stands
for the continuation of capitalism against the
waorking class.® The second is to realise that
capitalism’s continuing erisis means the need w
overthrow the whole rocting system is more
pressing than ever. To genuine revolutionaries, a
world away from Labourism and its hangers-on
on the Left, Scargill’s attempt to launch a damp
squib on May st is just another reminder of
this. i ER

Notes

1. For a deeper analysis of the 1984-5 Miners'
Strike see “Lessons of the Miners Serike” in
Revolutionary Perspectives 22 (Second Series)

2. For readers who are not already convinced
of this, or who think there is something social-
ist aboutr Clause 4, we recommend some of the
recent back issues of Workers Vaice. For exam-
ple, ‘Labour v. the Waorkers' in W75, 'Clause
4 Debare — Defend Socialism! Scrajp Labour!
in WV76; ‘Labour and the Workers" in W17
77 New Labour - Capitalism’s Old Reserve
Parey’ in W79, All available from the group
address at 50 p. per copy plus postage.



The Period of Transition

From Capitalism
to Communism

A Popular Outline of the Period of Transition

r I Yhe period of transition from capitalism
to communism is one of the most diffi
cult areas for discussion amongst revolu-

tionaries, In the first place we have only very

limited historical experience of workers’ rule and
workers' democracy in action. The Paris Com-
mune, and the Russian Revolutions of 1905 and

1917 are the only time when workers have given

a glimpse of how they would run a new society.

The ultimare failure of the Ocrober Revolurion

of 1917 in the early 19205 has meant that usu-

ally discussions have centred around negarive
aspects of the issue. Consequently a lot of em-
phasis has been placed on avoiding the mistakes
of the past, including trying to avoid the spe-
cific circumstances which led to the
degeneration of the workers state during the

Russian Revolution. As a result, a lot of the

discussion has been characrerised by whar

should not be done, or whar should be avoided,
rather than laying down prineiples for the crea-
tion of socialism,

In the second place, for Marxists,

The premisses from which we begin are not
arbitrary ones, not dogmas, but real premies
from which abstraction can only be made in
the imagination

Marx The German Ideology

In short there is for Marxists a healchy scepricism
about making utopian presecriprions. However,
although it is impossible to draw up exact blue-
prints for the tefisition to communism  (since
we can have no idea of the specific conditions
out of which the proletarian revolution will
emerge and can set no barriers to any future
discoveries the proletariat may make} it is never-
theless important to formulate broad principles
for the creation of the next society. After all one
of the most important differences between our-
selves and the Left of capital ' is that our goal is a
classless socicty made up of freely associated pro-
ducers, whilst for them che struggle irself is the
goal, which is why we are revelurionary and
they are not. Without a vision of communism,
of a classless sociery, it is impossible wo fight in
the vanpuard of the working class.

As a mode of production capitalism is riddled
with contradicrions which it finds impossible to
overcome. As Marx showed in Capiral it is a
dynamic mode of produetion which is unable to
overcome its economic crises and can only sur-
vive by continuing its increasingly vicious
attacks on the working class, with war as the
ultimate expression of both its dominance and
its bankruprey. It has advanced scienrific devel-
opment to levels which could never have been
irnagined at its birth and yet it is still unable o
feed the population it has created.

Above all, it is responsible for the creation of 2
global elass upon which it is wholly dependen:
for the creation of the source of its wealth, sur-
plus value, It realises that the working class has
the potential to be its grave digger; indeed dur-
ing some periods of the class scruggle it appears
to be more acurely aware of this fact than does
the working class itself.

The situation of the proletariat is unique in his-
tory. For the bulk of its existence it remains
locked within capitalism, dominated by bour-
genis ideology® Yer it alone is capable of frecing
humanircy from class societies by means of revo-
lution. Unlike previous classes, the proletariat
cannot build up its power base in the confines of
the old sociery. As Marx first noted, its unique
situation makes it the only truly revolutionary
class. It has nothing materially to defend under
capitalistm sinee its only means of livelihood is to
sell its labour power. It has no property relations
to defend. This makes it the harbinger of a
propertyless mode of pmduction, i.e. commu-
nism. Unlike the bourgeoisie, which owned
workshops and coalmines ete. (i.c. the economic
basis of a new means of production) and which
was able to build up its economic base under
feudalism long before it organised itself as a class
to make paolitical demands, the proletariar must
carry out revolutionary political changes before
it can implement economic ones.  As a result,
it must rely on its consciousness to make the
revolution; it must be aware, ar least for the
most part, of the type of society it needs to build

to replace capitalism.

L]
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Proclamation of the Paris
Commune March 28th 1871
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One thing especially was
proved by the Commune,
viz., “the warking class
cannpt simply lay hold of
the ready-macde state ma-
chinery, and wield it for its
o1 plrposes”.

Marx and Engels

The State

For Marxists the state is a “product and manifes-
tation of the irreconcilability of class
antagonisms”. It is an organ of class rule "an
organ for the oppression of one class by an-
other” (Lenin, State and Revolution).

Although this may seem obvious to those mil-
lions of workers around the globe who have
faced state repression in onc form or anocher,
Marx had to fight sundry pseudo - socialists,
including those in the German Social Demo-
cratic Party, who peddled the myth that the
state was somchow neutral, that it stood above
classes and that as a result it could be simply
taken over by the working class by democratic
means. This same lie is pushed by those groups
who urge the working class to defend democ-
racy and democratic "rights” today. For Engels
democracy was not worth fighting for any more
than absolute monarchy; “In reality” he wrote

the state is nothing but a machine for the op-
pression of one class by another, and indeed
in the democratic republic no less than in the
manarchy

Engels, Jntroduction to The Crvil War in France

Marx saw that bourgeois democracy was merely
an instrument whereby the oppressed were
given the chance every few years to decide
which particular representatives of the oppress-
ing class should represent and repress them in
Parliament. The modern state has become an
extremely sophisticated form of class domina-
tion and the age of global communications has
given the bourgeoisic more opportunitics than
ever to draw the working class intw its petry
arguments and its completely irrelevant and
uscless ways of dealing with the herrendous
mess it continually creates, Whatever forms of
trickery it uses to lull the proletariat into believ-
ing the present state means freedom and
democracy, Lenin's statement still stands:
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Bourgeois states are most varied in form, but
their esence is the same: all these staves,
whatever their form, in the final analysis are

inevitably the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie.

The Dictatorship of
the Proletariat

Marx
deduced from the whole history of socialism
and the political struggle that the state was
bound to disappear and that the transitronal
form af its disappearance would be the “prole-
rariar a.rgﬂui.ted ar phe ruﬁng class™

{Lenin, State and Revalution)

Since the Russian Revolution the bourgeoisic
and their hangers-on have used the phrase "Dic-
tatorship of che Proletariac” to try to convince
workers that communism means autocraric rule,
with Stalinism being held up as the ultimare
example. The bourgeoisic are extremely skilled
at using communist phraseology and turning it
to mean its exace opposite. For Marx and Engels
all states were the dictatorship of one particular
class over society, and for them the Dictatorship
of the Proletariat meant the dominance of the
revolutionary working class over its class encmies
and aver society as a whole. Little wonder then
that the bourgeoisie rake such exception to it

For both Marx and Engels the Paris Commune
of 1871 pravided the first real glimpse of how
the dictatarship of the proletariat would look.
They had previously believed that the working
class would be able to rake over the running of
the bourgeois state and use it to introduce com-
munism. However in the Commune a
revolutionary form of democracy was discov-
ered: that of delegatory democracy. Unlike
parliamentary democracy where the representa-
tive is elected for a number of years and can do
what she or he likes for that time delegatory
democracy subjects every delegate to the man-
date of those who sent that delegare o the
class-wide body (in 1871 this was the Com-
mune, in 1905 it was the soviet). If a delegate
fails to carry out the mandare then and cannnot
satisfy those who voted for herfhim then that
delegate can be recalled and another sent as re-
placement.

The Paris Commune provided another signifi-
cant historical experience for the working class.
Although it was organised on the old Parisian
ward system, it nevertheless provided Marx and
Engels with che insighe that the working class,
once it had come to power, could nor survive by
managing the old state machine and thar to
hold onto power it must do away with the old
repressive machinery which the bourgeoisie had
previously used against it

One thing especially was proved by the Com-
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“The first decree of the Commune ... was the suppression of the standing army,
and the substitution for it of the armed people.” Marx The Civil War in France

mune, viz., “the working class cannot simply
lay hold of the ready-made state machinery,
and wield it for its own purposes”.
Marx and Engels 1872 Introduction to the Ger-
man edition of the Communiss Manifesto

The bourgeois state apparatus must be smashed.
The Sovies of 1905 and 1917 were to show
revolutionaries how the delegatory system could
be the key to the disappearance of the state.

The workers “state” is like no other stare
throughourt history, since it can only ever be a
semi-state. From its very beginning it moves
towards its own abolition by working for the
abolition of class antagonisms. Although some
previous states have been progressive ( such as
the French state during the Revolurion of the

late cightcenth century) the proletarian semi-
state will only continue to exist as long as it
needs to defend itself against irs class enemies.
For the first time in history the stare will repre-
sent the interests of the propertyless majoricy
over the minority and it will thus have no prop-
erty relations to defend. It is this lateer
difference which explains for Lenin why the pro-
letarian state is “no longer a stare in the proper
sense of the word™  (Lenin, Marsism and the
Staze). lts democracy is based on the eleetion of
delegates from workplace {and, in furure. possi-
bly area-based) committees who are given a
mandate by those who have clected them and are
instantly recallable, This means that they cannot
become a political class separate from the rest of
sociery and they receive no special rewards in
terms of privileges etc. for carrying out this dury.

A basic rule of the prolerarian state is the abso-
lute eligibilicy of all offices and the recallability
of all funcrionaries at any time and with no
exception. The bourgeoisic as a class will neces-
sarily be cxcluded from all political
participation. Only as they cease to be bourgeois
and become integrated into the working class
{which is itsell being abolished through the
elimination of all class distinctions) will the
former bourgeois be integrated into the soviets.
And unlike any other system of government in
history the new democracy positively demands
the fullest possible participation of the entire
adult population in the process both of making
decisions and carrying those decisions our. The
technological developments in mass communi-
cations which are weapons of the bourgeosic
under capitalism will be transformed
inte instruments of global proletarian
emancipation ¢nabling direct participa-
tion of millions in the debate abowr the
future of society.

have been defeared, the semi-staze ==l
whither away since it has no furhes
reason to exist. Only then can comma-
nism, in the fullest sense of the word
become possible, There will gradually
he no role for a political state once glo-
bal revolurion has ended class
antagonisms and eventually the state
will be reduced to the role of a rariona!
adminiscrater of human activites. The
state will then cease to exist, as Engels
noted:

Society, which will rearganise production
on the basis af a free .rmlﬁ egual asocia-
tion of the producers, will put the whole
machinery of the state where it will then
belong: inte @ museumn of antiquities, by

the side of the spinning - wiheel and the

bronge dxe,
The Armed Working Class

The whole working class will be armed, since
the military defence of the revolution will rest
with the working class itsell and noc wich a
standing army. The lack of a professional army is
one of the reasons why the proletarian state is
already a semi-state. In previous statcs profes-
sional armies have been instruments in the
hands of a ruling class which through its control
of the means of production has been able o use
the wealth of socicty to creare a force to conserve
its own rule against the rest of sociery. In the
proletarian state the armed workers councils are
the defenders of the revolution and act as such.

The revolution can only advance through che
development of an internationalist class con-

"
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sciousness. It will not spread at the point of
bayonets as the bourgeois revolution eould at
the time of Mapoleon. The proletarian revolu-
tion has to be carried out by the workers
themselves and therefore the communists strug-
gle for the extension of the revolution through
the evelopment of class consciousness and or-
ganisation. The defeat of the Red Army ar
Warsaw in 1920 shows that the workers in any
given area must be politically prepared to fight
against their own bourgeoisie if the revolution is
to advance. The proletariat from one area can
assist their comrades elsewhere when called
upon for support but armed intervention is no
substitute for revolutionary consciousness,

Party and Soviet Relationship

The proletarian revolution is unique since it is
necessary for the revolutionary elass to be con-
scious of its historical role almost from the stare.
Yer it will make the revolution carrying much of
“the old shit” (Marx), or the ideology which has

been drummed into it for generations, in its
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head. As capitalism has decayed, the bourgeoi-

Soviet Elections : :
The Putilov Works sie everywhere has systematically destroyed
Petrograd 1918 : independent working class culture, and its state

has increasingly comye to administer every area
of social acrivity, The Party’s role in giving back
to the class the lessons of its own history has
thus become even more vital. The Party
through the acrivity of its individual militancs
has an international role in leading and organis-
ing the working class as it catry out its historical
tasks. But the Party as a scparate body in itself
cannot take this role over; it cannot become the
state in the revolutionary period but must re-
main separate and distinct from it. The Party
retnains the puardian of the communist pro-
gramme which the militants try to develop
within the class-wide organs.
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In this respect the working class also has o learn
from it past ercors. During the October Revalu-
tion, the Bolsheviks made a erucial error when
they created a separate executive of the Party (the
so-called Council of People’s Commissars or
Sovaarkom) which took precedence over that of
the Soviets, the VisIK. This error was the prod-
uct of the situation. Never before in history had
the working class given such unambiguous sup-
port to a proletarian party. The only models
were those of bourgeois parliaments and Cabi-
nets. This separation of the executive from
soviet control was not so apparent when the
revolution was progressing. However, by late
1920, the Bolsheviks found themselves in a situ-
ation where the bulk of the revolutionary
working class had been killed in the civil war,
where the revolution was isolated and where the
work of the Party itself was suffering (due to the
efforts of many of its more active cadres to
breathe life back into the Soviets).

The Party could not abandon the revolution
once it began to decline, and by virtue of the role
of Sovnarkom, the Bolshevik Party apparatus
increasingly became synonymous
with the state, with disastrous con-
sequences for future communists
everywhere. The emergence of the
Stalinist dictatorship and the rise of
a new ruling class beholden only to
this Party which was no longer pro-
letarian has been a dead weight for
thtee generations of communist to
. fight against and its impact has not
been shaken off even now.

This is one of the most important
lessons of the Russian Revolution.
The Party’s first role is to push for
the intensification of the conscious-
ness of the proletariar, and those
Party members working inside the
Sovier will push forward workers
expectations by putting forward
revolurionary demands and organising the fighe
for a new society. The relationship berween che
Parcy and its members in the Soviers will not
always run smoothly. This is not necessarily
unhealthy, since debate is the lifeblood of revo-
lution. As long as the revelution is going
forward this will not endanger either party or
state. And if the revolution is in retreat no
amount of formal guarancees can save the state.
The Party's role of defence of the communist
programme means it has to remain separate from
the state at such points. In every way and at all
times the Parry leads and puides the proletariar
in its bid o rid itself of the "muck of ages™, the
ideology of the enemy class.

Although it is inevitable thar the left wing of
capital will attempt 1o saborage the work of the
Sovietg and try to hamper the working elass ( as
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did the German Social Democratic Party during
the revolutionary outbreaks in Germany), the
damage they do can be limited as long as the
revolution is moving forward. As Marx saw in
an earlier epoch,

In every revolution he wrote there intrude ..,
mere bawlers, who, by dint of repeating year
after year the same set of stereo, declama-
tion against the Government of the day, have
sneaked into the reputation of revolutionist of
the first water... As far as their power went,
they bampered the real action of the working
class, exactly as men of that sore have ham-

pered the full development of every previous
revalution. They are an um{miz e evil,
With time they are shaken off

Marx, The Crvid War in France

There can be little doubt that our enemies will
be more sophisticated than ever in the revolu-
tionary perivd. One of the main tasks of the
international revolutionary party will be to ex-
pose the empty rhetoric of pseudo-revolutionary
phrasemongers and, at every step, point clearly
and practically the way forward.

The Economy

Unlike all previous revolutions that of the prole-
tariat has to be global or it will fail quickly. The
experience of the Russian Revolution has shown
that a single proletarian bastion, even when it
has been successful militarily, cannot survive
alone in a hostile capitalist economy. For the
revolution to have any chanee of success it must
take place in several of the main capitalist states
simultaneously. As we wrote in Revolutionary
Perspectives 13

Although there is certainly armed struggle and
even pitched battles during the communist
revolution, there is no possibility of the work-
ers engaging and defeating capital in a global
civil war: on this terrain the defeat of the pro-
letariat would be short and the curtain-raiser
for barbarism. ... Certainly workers in any area
must intervene to help adjacent communist
wprisings, but the creation af the first steps of
a communist economy are a beiter potential
weapon and belp than any amount of military
SHPPOTE gEven ﬁ)::rn: eroup of workers 1o an-
other,

The period of transition must start wherever the
proletariat has scized power. Some might argue
that in this period we are still ar the “civil war
stage” when fighting for the political defeat of
the bourgeoisie on a world scale is more impor-
rant than any measures of socialisation thar
might be possible. Whilst ir is true thar the
extension of the revolution to areas where the
proletariat is prepared is a priority; this does not
mean that the victorious workjng class will not
be forced to carry out some measures which will
initiate the period of transition to communism,

This is not speculation but is based on the acrual
experience of the working class in Russia in
1917-18. The Bolsheviks led the revolution in
Russia on the premise that this was the firsc step
in a world revolution. They knew in 1917 that
the revolution had to spread. Their attitude was
that until it did there was little point in trying to
advance too far down the road towards social-
ism. This sounded logical bur reality was to teach
them differently. Not only did the capiralists not
take a neurral atritude o the sovier power they
did everything in their power to sabotage the
economy. - It is thus necessary immediately to
seize the means of production from both privare
individuals and the capitalist state in order to
run them in the interests of sociery. Contrary to
the propaganda of the left wing of capitalism,
this socialisation is not the same as nationalisa-
tion since nationalisation (“it’s for the good of
the country” as the Labour Party would say)
benefits one national section of the ruling class
in direct opposition to the global working elass,
Socialisation will need to be planned and coordi-
nated as far as possible by the soviets themselves,

In the first six monchs of the Russian Revolution
vatious experiments were attempted by the
working class, most with serious weaknesses
(including self-management of the railways,
where workers allocated themselves the rolling
stock as housing!). The important lesson here is
that socialisation of the means of production
must be coordinated by the elected organs of the
class for the whole class. Both preduction and
administration must take place collectively as a
general social function; if every locality decides
its own production tasks in isolation then the
result will be chaos, and inevitably competition
berween producers will arise. Likewise with ad-
ministration; if it does not take place collectively
then the costs will be barne by ¢ach separate
distribution cooperative and it will fail.

The councils will have o ensure thar all those
who are able are integrated into the production
process.  This has a two-fold purpose; if unpro-
ductive elements including the unemployed are
integrated into the productive process then the
working class will be strengthened and the bur-
den of work eased for everyone; this allows more
time for workers to parcicipate fully in its de-
bates, and the old distincrions between work
and control over social issues will disappear. The
proletariat will be unable to survive unless it
absorbs other strata into itself; those deemed to
be “professionals” should be integrated also as a
safeguard against them joining with the counter-
revolution. It should alse be noted that
technelogy now allows the proletariat to carry
out much of the work which was previously so
technical it was left to “experts”. Many of the
technicians and white collar workers deseribed
by Lenin are increasingly becoming part of the
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