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PATRIOTISM; NATIONAL SOVEREIGNTY 
AND TH~ SUPERPOWERS 
Brent Marxist Industrial Group 

The main threat to peace between nations U.S, Imperialism. 
in the world today comes from Imperialiso, . 
and most of all the super imperialisms, the 
United States and the Soviet Union. 

The latter are competing to maintain and 
extend their influence over the developing 
countries and .in the process are pushing 
out the older, weaker imperialisms such as 
Britain, France, etc. 

In addition they are striving to extend 
their influence over the more highly indus­
trialised countries of Europe in order to 
strengthe~ their respective capabilities 
for world hegemony. 

The capitalist classes in Europe are con­
sequently faced with the situation in which 
they must either oppose the superpowers in 
order to retain their independent 1right 1 

to exploit the people of the developing 
countries and 1their 1 workers at home, or 
accept a subordinate relationship with one 
c·r other of the superpowers in order to 
share the crumbs. 

The working class c,f these smaller coun~ 
tries is faced with the task of continuing 
to wage its struggle against its own capit­
alist class whilst at the same time taking 
into account the need to unite with at 
least some sections of it to oppose the 
superpowers. 

The existence of the E.E.C. is proof that 
European capital recognises the need for 
co-operation between themselves if they are 
to retain independence from the superpowers. 

At the end of World War II the U.S. 
(which of all the combatants did not suf­
fer damage to its territory) emerged as the 
strongest industrial power ever known. 
This enabled it to undertake several roles, 
all connected with the expansion of its 
world influence. 

It initiated the Marshall Plan to build 
up European industry - but under a strong 
American influence. It accompanied this 
with an anti-conmunist, anti-Soviet cam­
paign aimed at uniting the greater part of 
the capitalist world in a 1holy crusade' to 
'roll back' Communism from Eastern Europe, 
and indeed to overthrow it in the Soviet 
Union itself. 

N.A,T.O. was created with this purpose in 
mind. 

Alongside this, U.S. imperialism presen­
ted itself as an anti-colonialist power and 
effectively undermined the position of the 
old imperialists by backing demands for the 
political independence of their colonies. 

It did so because it was confident that 
its superior economic strength would enable 
it to step into the arena and edge out the 
sitting tenant. This political liberation 
was an indispensable condition for U.Sr 
economic penetration, 

It can thus be said that the action of 
U.S. imperialism objectively assisted the 
political liberation of the colonies, but 
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the point must not be missed that the poli­
tical liberation was (as far as U.S. imper­
ialism was concerned) merely the prelude to 
economic enslavement. 

This kind of U.S. 'help' was exhibited 
when President Nasser decided in 1956 to 
nationalise the Suez Canal which was owned 
by British and French capital. 

The latter governments instigated the 
Israelis to launch an armed attack on Egypt 
and were themselves preparing for direct 
military intervention under the excuse of 
'guarding the Canal', when the U.S. govern• 
ment issued a 'warning'. As a result, the 
intended intervention was called off and 
Israeli troops withdrawn. 

In Europe, American aid was given with 
the twin objectives of rebuilding the econ­
omies of the capitalist states as a barrier 
against the spread of Communist influence, 
and at the same time extending the influ­
ence of U.S. monopoly capital over Europe. 

After a time the European countries found 
it aecessary to reassert their independence 
of U.S. capital. This was one of the rea­
sons behind the formation of the E.E.C. 

In Asia, the Japanese asserted their in­
dependence and in Korea U.S. imperialism 
was fought to a stalemate. 

The defeat of U.S. imperialism at the 
hands of the Vietnamese people put the seal 
on the beginning of its decline. 

Social Imperialism 

In the early post-war years, the Soviet 
Union, devastated by the war against Hitler, 
was threatened by a powerful, aggressive 
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U.S. imperialism. 

Back in those days, those of us who stood 
fast and defended the land of socialism 
against all comers, would have welcomed a 
much stronger economic and military situa­
tion in the Soviet Union. Why then are we 
now concerned that that country has now 
emerged as a military and economic equal 
to the United States? 

Since the death of Stalin, the negative 
aspects of the policies which were pursue~ 
internally a~xternally have now become 
the dominant feature. 

The technical, bureaucratic, and Party 
elite which these policies fostered have 
now usurped state power completely and 
transformed it into a different kind of 
state ln wnich workers- and peasan~~ 
once again wage labourers as they are in 
capitalist ttates. 

'New' theories have been formulated to 
'explain' the position. 

Brezhnev and Co, agree that it is no lon­
ger a workers' state but now, according to 
them, it is a 'state of the whole people'. 

Many years ago, Engels pointed out that 
as the state is an organisation by means of 
which one class asserts its will upon the 
other classes in the given society, it is 
nonsense and un~larxist to talk about a 
1state of the whole people' because that 
implies that classes have disappeared and 
if this is the case, the state should also 
have withered away because it would have 
become unnecessary. 

As class divisions are more evident than 
ever in the present day Soviet state and 



the oppressive powers of the state are more 
all-embracing than ever, it can only be 
concluded that the present day leaders are 
using the same formula of a state above 
classes that is used byCapitalists every­
where to conceal the fact of their rule. 

The evidence of this in their internal 
policies is largely outside the scope of 
this article but it can easily be seen that 
the foreign policy of the Soviet Union i~ 
no different in essence from that of its 
main rival, U.S. imperialism. 

Both superpowers have ships patrolling 
the seas many thousands of miles from their 
home land. 

Nuclear weapons and ballistic missiles 
have been accumulated by each of them suf­
ficient to destroy the world's population 
many times over. 

As we have noted earlier there is a fair­
ly wid3spread recognition that the U.S, is 
an imperialist superpower, so we will con­
cern ourselves with making some points to 
demonstrate that the Soviet Union is also 
an imperialist superpower. 

Everyone who remembers the heroic sacri­
fices of the Soviet people during the war 
against Hitlerism will be the first to 
agi'ee that they have every right to do 
everything necessary to prevent such a 
thing happening to them again. 

But the world wide role being played by 
the Soviet Navy cannot be excused on the 
grounds that it is defending the Soviet 
Union any more than the presence of the 
U.S. Navy in the mediterranean and the Far 
East can be justified on the grounds that 
it is protecting America. 

When conflict blows up in the Middle East 
both superpowers have units of their re­
spective navies sailing in the vic:'.nity, 
each complaining of the other's presano2. 

The U.S. is acting as a policeman fJr 
the 1free world'; the Soviet Navy is ac1ing 
as policeman 1to ensure world peaca 1• (So 
they say}. 

The U.S. sent its forces to Vietnam at 
the 'request of the Government'; the Soviet 
Union sent massive supplies of arms and 
Cuban troops at the 1request 1 of one of the 
liberation movements in Angola. 

The first was rightly termed aggression 
by millionsof people throughout the world; 
the latter was claimed by Brezhnev to be 
'fraternal aid 1• 

The expulsion of Soviet Naval forces from 
Egypt and the annulment of the Egypt-Soviet 
Treaty shows that relations between Social 
Imperialism and its 'allies 1 ar·e not of the 
1disinterested 1 kind referred to by Soviet 
propaganda .. 

Sadat claims (and it has not been refuted} 
that when the Soviet authorities wero in­
formed of the impending attack o~ the Is­
raeli aggressors, they tries to dissuade 
him and when they did not succeed they hur­
riedly withdrew Soviet technicians~ 

At the height of the fighting the Soviet 
Union witheld replacements and spares in an 
attempt to make Egypt toe its line of main­
taining a situation of no-peace-no··war in 
the Middle East for its purpose of k~eping 
the situation fluid and gaining time to 
strengthen ~ts position vis-a-vis U.S. im­
perialism. 

Further, the Soviet Union has been pres-
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sing Sadat for payment of Soviet loans at a 
time when it was known that Egypt was in 
serious financial difficulties. In addition 
aid and assistance was given to forces 
within Egypt with the intention of bringing 
to power a more pro-Soviet faction. 

A similar thing occurred a few years ago 
in the Sudan where pro-Soviet elements 
staged a coup aimed at replacing President 
Niemery with someone more amenable to Sov­
iet policies. 

The invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968 is 
probably the best known example of Soviet 
1disinterested 1 aid. 

Earlier still, when most of us were still 
unaware of the changes in the Soviet Union, 
the People 1s Republic of China had its con­
frontation with Social Imperialism. As a 
result, Soviet technicians were withdrawn 
almost overnight, hundreds of projects were 
left uncompleted without even the blue­
prints with which to finish them. 

The action referred to are those of an 
imperialist power that seeks to impose its 
will on other countries and cannot be 
squared with the statement by Brezhnev at 
the Conference 01 European Security held in 
Helsinki. 

•It is only the people of each given 
State, and no one else, that have the 
sovereign right to decide their own in­
ternal affairs and establish their own 
internal laws." 

Actions speak louder than words. 

It is doubly important that we should 
judge Social Imperialism by its actions now 
that its world power is expanding, when it 

4 

ts on the offensive, and when its rival is 
so beggared by contradictions that it is on 
the defer.sive. 

The signboard under which Social Imperi­
alism covers its expansionist aims is of a 
great socialist power supporting the popu­
lar revolutionary forces wherever they ap­
pear so that they can break free of the im­
perialist domination which has been their 
lot for so long. 

This is not all that different from the 
signboard under which U.S. imperialism con­
cealed its aggression after 1945 as it ous­
ted the older, declining imperialisms from 
their former private preserves. 

The intervention in Angola marked a new 
stage in the development of Social Imperia­
lism. 

Its invasion of Czechoslovakia was tacit­
ly accepted by the N.A.T.O. powers as being 
within the Soviet sphere of influence. 

Africa is new ground and the intervention 
was virtually unopposed, not because of any 
tacit understanding, but primarily because 
U.S. imperialism was temporarily immobilis­
ed as a consequence of events stemming from 
the debacle in Vietnam. It is unlikely 
that another venture by Social Imperial­
ism will go unchallenged by the U.S. 

The imperialist nature of that venture 
is clearly discernable. 

In January 1975, after many years of arm­
ed struggle, the three liberation movements 
jointly signed the Alvor agreement, thus 
ending Portugese colonial rule in Angola. 



They followed up with agreement on a common 
political programme and to jointly form a 
transitional government. 

Several times during this period Brezhnev 
and other Soviet leaders made statements 
calling for "the transition of political 
power to the hands of the representatives 
of the patriotic forces" . Any objective 
assessment would place all three of the 
liberation movements into this category, 
and the Organisation of African Unity cert­
ainly did so. 

Not so the leaders of Social Imperialism, 
for this would not provide them with an ex­
cuse for gaining a foothold in Angola. 

The importance which Social Imperialism 
attached to this aim can be measured by the 
amount of aid it gave at different periods. 
Between 1960 and November 1974 the M.P .L.A. 
received Soviet arms to the value of £27 
million. Between then and October 1975, 
that is after the Portugese had been defea­
ted, it is estimated that that same libera­
tion movement received £55 million worth of 
Soviet arms. 

These figures demonstrate that Social Im­
perialism is much more concerned with est­
ablishing a base than helping the fight for 
national independence. 

That apart, the point raised by the Sovi­
et intervention is "when does fraternal aid 
become intervention"? International solid­
arity and fraternal aid are very important 
but however well-intentioned, they cannot 
be a substitute for the economic, political, 
and armed struggle of the people of the 
country concerned. 

Undue reliance on outside forces engend-

ers passivity and the erosion of the revol­
utionary spirit of self-reliance. Anything 
which undermihes the spirit of self-reliance 
is bad; the cultivation of this spirit is 
an essential principle of any struggle, for 
without it no real independence is possible. 

Industrial workers will know from experi­
ence that solidarity is extremely welcome 
when engaged in struggle, but things begin 
to go wrong when outside forces intervene 
in such strength that the role played by 
the internal forces is relatively diminish­
ed. Decisions are effectively taken out of 
their hands. 

The colossal weight of Soviet arms and 
the involvement of thousands of Cuban 
troops has achieved a military victory for 
the M.P.L.A. and put it into effective con­
trol of the territory. This has faced the 
other African states with an accomplished 
fact, but it does not alter the point that 
it was intervention in the affairs of 
another state, an act of aggression. 

Although the M.P.L.A. may be recognised 
for diplomatic reasons as being in effect­
ive control, it remains to be seen whether 
it can manage to continue doing so without 
the assistance of Cuban soldiers. A liber­
ation which needs to be 1safeguarded 1 by 
foreign troops is a very peculiar kind of 
liberation. The reports that families of 
Cuban soldiers have arrived in Angola indi­
cate that they are there to stay for some 
time. 

It would be difficult diplomatically, in 
the face of world opinion, for Cuban troops 
and Soviet advisors to remain if they were 
asked to leave by the Angolan government. 
However, given the willingness of Social 
Imperialism to give 1aid 1 in order to get 
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its feet under the table, and the 1need 1 

for Cuban troops to 'maintain law and order' 
it is likely that they will be asked to 
stay. 

The conitruction of ports through which 
to bring0 their 1aid 1 and facilities for 
fuelling Soviet ships and planes provide a 
convenient cover behind which Social Imper­
ialism will establish a base in the Atlan­
tic. 

Two Sides of the Same Coin 

When mistakes are made due to lack of ex­
perience or political understanding they 
can be rectified by honest criticism and 
self-criticism. 

It is an entirely different kettle of 
fish when these things happen as a result 
of conscious policy decisions justified by 
theories which are in flagrant o~position 
to public statements such as the one by 
Brezhnev to which we referred earlier. 

A book published in Moscow, entitled "The 
World Communist Movement" outlines the gen­
eral strategy and tactics of the movement 
as seen from Moscow. 

We just draw attention to one or two pas­
sages which illustrate the subtle changes 
which the Social Imperialists are making in 
Marxist theory in order to justify their 
expansionist policies. 

Page 298. 0In a number of the develop­
ing &tates, the working class is not 
yet mature enough to head the peasant­
ry's liberation movement. In the coun­
tryside, political influence is wielded 
by bourgeois nationalist and petty 
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bourgeois elements of various shades 
and hues, while big landowners, tribal 
chiefs and officials are often in con­
trol there" 

"The experience of the revolutionary 
movement in various parts of the world 
has shown that the surest way of effec­
tively involving the peasants in the 
struggle against imperialism, for true 
social progress, is to establish a 
strong alliance between them and the 
working class." 

Page 304. "Today the problem of a 
worker-peasant alliance in the newly 
free countries has emerged from nation­
al boundaries because of the present 
weakness of the workers' movement there. 
In present day conditions, the problem 
of relations between the working class 
and the peasantry in the former coloni­
al countries is largely of an internat­
ional nature. It h a question of cen­
solidating the alliance of the whole 
international working class with the 
peasantry, with all the working people 
of the liberated countries." 

The intervention of Cuban troops and Sov­
iet technicians and armaments in Angola 
was, according to this theory, the interna­
tional working class exercising its leading 
role. If we follow this through we now ap­
pear to have a theory regarding the inter­
national dictatorship of the proletariat. 

As Social Imperialism has set itself up 
as the guardian of the international work­
ing class conscience and the protector of 
its interests, it needs little thought to 
come to the conclusion that this dictator­
ship will in all cases be exercised by the 
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armed forces of Social Imperialism. 

AMERICA INTERVENES IN THE NAME OF THE 
WFREE WORLD" IN THE INTERESTS OF U.S. 
CAPITAL. 

THE SOVIET UNION INTERVENES IN THE NAME 
OF THE INTERNATIONAL PROLETARIAT IN THE 
INTERESTS OF SOVIET HIPERIALISM. 

Thus we have two superpowers, each with 
colossal military might, spread over a 
great deal of the globe, taking upon them­
selves the mantle of world policemen with 
unlimited right of entry into anyone's back 
garden. 

When it suits them (and the little fel­
low doesn't fight back), they can divide 
up spoils, but it is coming to the point 
'.'here the world is not big enough for both 
of them, so sooner or later there will be a 
clash, and in the interdependent world of 
today this means that most of us will be 
involved. 

The counter-balancing effect may, on oc­
casions, permit some small country to play 
one off against the other, but this situa­
tion is already changing due to the increa­
se in the relative strength of Social Im­
erialism. As this increases it will be 
more disposed to take chances .. 

Relations between Social Imperialism and 
East Europe. 

The East European states are sometimes 
regarded as little more than obedient colo­
nies of Social Imperialism, but this is far 
from being tho case. 

Each of them has generated its own bour-

geoisie with its own 'national' interests 
and it is politic for Social Imperialism to 
be a little circumspect (particularly after 
Czechoslovakia) when dealing with them. 

Each of these states have clauses in 
their constitutions which formalise their 
membership of the 1World Socialist System'. 
The most specific of them is Article 6 of 
the Constitution of the German Democratic 
Republic which establishes that it is "per­
manently and indissolubly united to the 
U.S.S.R. 

In Poland there has been a recent revisi-
on of the Constitution. It was originally in­
tended that a passage similar to the one 
referred to above should be included in it, 
This was dropped after protests that it 
would limit Poland's sovereignty. 

Here we have an example of the contradic­
tory tendencies in Eastern Europe. 

Brezhnev and Co. are demanding greater 
integration of their economy with that of 
the Soviet Union on the principle of 'the 
international division of labour" and great­
er ideological unity, (i.e. willing accept­
ance of imperialist world outlook of Social 
Imperialism) •. These are prescriptions for 
the whittling away of national sovereignty. 

On the other hand there is pressure, agi­
tation even, for a greater degree of nat­
ional independence. 

The indicationa ar.e that similar things 
are happening in most other East European 
countries and faced with such a widespread 
phenomenon Social Imperialism cannot use 
armed force against them all. 

The Yugoslavs and the Albanians asserted 
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their independence many years ago; the 
Rumanians more recently. 

During the earlier part of this year 
Premier Ccausescu made a blistering attack 
on those who assert that national indepen~ 
dence is an outmoded concept. He quoted 
the writings of Marx and Engels on the sub­
ject to make it clear to whom he was add­
ressing his remarks. 

Attempts, short of direct invasion, have 
been made to bring the Rumanians to heel, 
but with no success. 

On one occasion the High Command of the 
~~ arsaw Treaty Organisation, of 11hich Ruma­
nia is still a member, requested permission 
for the entry into Rumanian territory of 
W.T.O. forces "for the purpose of mil::.tary 
manoeuvresn. The Rumanian government was 
under no illusions about the kind of man­
oeuvres that Social Imperialism had in 
mind, so they rejected the request and 
gained another victory. 

Contrast this with the Czechs in 1968 
who were demoralised by a weak leadership 
and unprepared for armed resistance to the 
aggressor, and therefore suffered foreign 
occupation 

The lesson is clear - national indepen­
dence can be retained even in the face of 
a powerful enemy provided there is a lead­
ership which can mobilise the people in a 
spirit of armed resistance. If this is 
done, it is possible that the attack will 
never be made. 

Western Europe 
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Despite the talk about 'economic upturns' 
the crisis of the world capitalist system 
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is deepening and giving rise to greater po.­
litical iDshbilitn padicul9rly : nc:Hio lla. 
countries with the weaker economies. 

The relative strength of the West German 
economy is raising the spectre of a German 
dominated West Europe. This was reflected 
in the statement by Giscard d1Estaing, the 
French Prime Minister, that French conven­
tional forces must be at least equal to 
those of West Germany. 

In Italy the C.P.I. is gaining electoral 
support to such an extent that the 1prob­
lem1 of having Communist ministers in the 
Government is being seriously discussed 
outside, as well as inside, the count ry. 

Whether or not Communists will enter the 
Government at this stage, {he fa~ t is that 
the government of the day, no matter t~ hat 

its political complexion, is forced to take 
the opinions of the C.P.I. into a~count 
when making political decisions. 

The thought of Communists being privy to 
NATO military secrets is throwing p oliti~ 

cians and military men a)j':e i r.to a fl ap. 

The French Government appears to t~ke the 
view, (at least in public), that the whole 
thing is a matter for the Italians them· 
selves, but Chancellor Schmidt's reaction 

seems to favour some form of interv ntion p 
although he is too cagey to spell it oul. 

Kissinger has let it be known that the 
U.S. would have to reconsider its involve­
ment in Europe in the event of Communist 
participation in the government of a mem­
ber state of the Alliance. 

Similar situations will increase rather 
than diminish as political instability be, 



comes more widespread. 

Bearing this in mind, and taking into ac­
count that Europe is a vast arsenal, it can 
be appreciated that this is probably the 
ruost dangerous part of the world in terms 
of being a potential area of conflict be­
tween the superpowers. 

Both East and West Europe are pregnant 
with change, and both superpowers may be 
tempted to fish in the troubled waters, 
thus sparking off another world war. 

One section of the American ruling class, 
conscious of its waning influence over 
events in its own sphere, has put forward 
what has become known as the Sonnenfeldt 
doctrine. 

In essence this is a proposal to Social 
Imperialism that they should arrive at a 
tacit understanding to mutually refrain 
from interfering in the other1s presently 
1recognised 1 sphere of influence. This 
would mean that if either superpower had th 
the need to t ake action against one of its 
more uayward 1alliesl, the other super­
power would refrain from interfering. 

The Albaniana, Ru~anians, and Yugoslavs 
have already strongly attacked this doc­
trine, the acceptance of which would in­
crease the possibility of attack on their 
countries by Social Impe ri alism. 

We in Western Europe must also reject 
this .doctrine which would give U.S. imperi­
alism and the worst reactionary elements in 
Europe the facility to oppose radical soci­
al change in any member state of the NATO 
alliance. 

To Sum Up So Far 

The contention between the United States 
and the Soviet Union is a struggle between 
rival imperialisms, each seeking world heg­
emony. 

Together and separately they threaten the 
independence of the smaller countries, inc­
luding the industrially developed ones of 
Europe. 

This is reflected in the respective atti­
tude towards national sovereignty. 

The superpowers regard it as an outmoded 
concept. 

Their intended victims embrace it most 
strongly. 

The most dangerous opponent of national 
independence at the present time is Social 
Imperialism. 

It is the most dangerous because it 
cloaks its aggression by posing as a libGr­
ating, revolutionary force, and opposes the 
concept of National Sovereignty in pseudo­
Marxist terminology in order to ideologic­
ally disarm the international proletariat 
and so prevent it from mobilising the peo­
ple of the world in opposition to Social 
Imperialism. 

The revisionist theories ~oncerning the 
international dictatorship of the proletar­
iat and the international division of lab­
our which are used to justify Social Imper­
ialist hegemony are the antithesis of pro­
letarian internationalism. 

Here we have a struggle between two lines 
on an international scale and there can be 
no compromise between them. 
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In the conditions applying in the world 
today, proletarian internationalism imposes 
the duty to safeguard national independence 
and sovereignty, maintain equality among all 
countries, and defend the right of every 
people to be masters in their own country. 

This is a cause which has mobilised peop­
le to inflict serious defeats on British, 
French, Dutch, Belgian, and even U.S. imp­
erialism, all in the space of thirty years 
or so. 

It is certain that Social Imperialism can 
be defeated in the same way. 

Therefore the main task of the proletariat 
of each country at this stage is to lead 
the fight to uphold national sovereignty. 
We deliberately formulate the task in this 
way in preference to defining it as 'the de­
feat of Social Imperialism' for the follow­
ing reasons:-

The political mobilisation of people 
around the slogan of 0defeating Social Im­
perialism0 will tend to strengthen the hands 
of the most reactionary and aggressive forc­
es within l~estern Europe and the U.S.A. 
It could assist them to mobilise the people 
for an imperialist war of aggression against 
the countries of Eastern Europe and the 
Soviet Union. 

It could also give them the excuse to re­
strict political liberty at home on the 
grounds that it is necessary for the pur­
pose of defeating the external enemy. It 
will also provide the reason for centralis­
ing economic , political, and military power 
in the hands of supra national bodies, thus 
strengthening reaction. 

On the other hand, by placing the empha-
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sis on upholding national sovereignty, we 
minimise the chances of becoming embroiled 
in an imperialist war of aggression, yet, 
by denying the superpowers the possibility 
to expand, we are encompassing their de­
feat. They must either expand of collapse 
under their own weight. 

Whilst it is the duty of the people of 
each country to defend their national inde­
pendence, it is advantageous for the small­
er countries to enter into pacts with each 
other which provide for mutual assistance 
if the territorial integrity of a member 
state is threatened. 

Such a concept, to be practical must in­
volve a degree of technical, economic, and 
military co-operation. To the extent that 
the E.E.C. st~engthens the unity and the 
technical and economic base of the West 
European countries, we should support it as 
an impediment to super-power expansion in 
the economic field and as the provider of 
the industrial base for military strength. 

However, we should oppose its negative 
features such as the use of its collective 
strength to maintain an imperialist rela­
tionship with the developing countries, the 
tendency for the economically stronger 
states to dominate the organisation. In 
connection with this we should also oppose 
any tendency to diminish national save 
ty in favour of a 'European identity'. 

The t1ili tary Defence of l~estern Europe 

The working class should be concerned 
with the defence of the national sovereign­
ty of the West European countries. 

The capitalist class in these countries 
is concerned with the maintenance of the 



capitalist system. 

Herein lie our differences, 

NATO as it stands is concerned first and 
foremost with keeping Europe safe for U.S, 
and European capital and, if possible, ex­
panding the field of operation to Eastern 
Europe and the Soviet Union, 

In accordance with this role it is possi­
ble, even likely, that it would be used OP. 

the side of reaction in the event of an in" 
ternal armed conflict in a member state. 

At the moment, NATO is heavily dependent 
upon U.S. forces, and their withdrawal 
would alter the military balance not cnly 
between NATO and the Warsaw Treaty Organi­
sation, but also within NATO itself as 
there is always the tendency for the econo" 
mically strongest state to achieve a posi" 
tion of dominance in a centralised organi~ 
sation. This fear is reflected in the 
statement by the Prime Minister of France 
to which we referred earlier. 

The subordination of significant propor" 
tions of the armed forces of the member 
st~~ a s under a centralised NATO Command 
structure will tend to strengthen all of 
these negative features. 

We contend that the defence of the nat­
ional integrity of the West European coun­
tries can best be accomplished in the con­
text of a system of collective security 
which Jntails a high degree of arms stand­
ardisation and a common defence strategy, 
but with each state maintaining absolute 
control of its armed forces. 

By emphasising defence of national sover­
eignty as the object of the alliance it 

will help create a climate of public opin­
ion which will make it difficult for the 
reactionary elements to use the organisa~ 
tion to interfere in the internal affairs 
of a member state, or indeed of any state, 

It is becoming increasingly obvious that 
NATO does not have a sound strategy for 
dealing with an attack by forces of the 

. W.T.O. 

It officially plac3s its main reliancJ on 
the use of tactical nuclear weapons, but 
this appears to be more of a gigantic bluff 
rather than a serious strategy. 

If tactical nuclear weapons were used it 
would set in motion a chain reaction which 
would lead to the destruction of a large 
proportion of the cities of Europe and the 
people who live in them. 

If the politicians and military men admit 
this 1strategy 1 to be a bluff, it would un­
dermine the credibility of the nuclear 
'deterrent' and possibly precipitate an 
attack. 

If, on the other hand, they expressed a 
readiness to 1defend 1 Europe by destroying 
it, they would incur the wrath of the 
people. 

When it is realised that most of these 
so-called tactical nuclear weapons are more 
powerful than the one used in Hiroshima, 
one can see the extent of the problem. 

This dilemma is never publicly aired in 
the mass media because it would put the 
politicians and military men in an imposs­
ible position, 

In spite of the alarm that it would weaken 
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NATO, we should work to bring it out in 
public debate and propose the establishment 
of a nuclear-free ZOQe in Europe. 

· This will immediately raise the question 
of how the territory of Western Europe can 
be effectively defended, and unless some 
realistic answers are forthcoming, the re­
sult will be a spread of defeatism and an 
accession of strength to Social Imperial~n . 
ism and its allies on the one hand, and a 
growth of ultra-reactionary forces on the 
other. 

The victory of either would be contrary 
to the interests of the working class and 
the majority of the people, therefore a way 
must be found which corresponds with the 
interests of the mass of the people. 

A People's Defence. 

As defence of one's own territory is a 
just cause and one which can arouse strong 
emotional reactions, it can be harnessed to 
prepare for a people's war of resistance 
should the need arise. 

To accomplish this, the prime requirement 
is a correct political line, and from this 
point on we are considering the question 
solely in the context of the situation in 
Britain. 

In Britain 

In Britain the most vociferous opponents 
of Social Imperialism are also the most in­
veterate enemies of the working class. 
Margaret Thatcher and Lord Chalfont are 
perhaps the best known of this species. 

For them and their kind, opposition to 
Social Imperialism and opposition to 
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Socialism are inseparable; they are regard­
ed as one and the same thing. 

These characters are intent on creating a 
climate of public opinion which will sup­
port the proposition that preservation of 
the status quo on internal matters is an 
indispensable condition for the defeat of 
Social Imperialism. 

Every strike is laid at the door of 'agi­
tators' whose loyalty lies with the Soviet 
Union rather than with the British people . 

They are trying to create a situation in 
which justifiable popular opposition to 
Social Imperialist aggression will provide 
the political reason for suppressing mili­
tant working class activity. 

This can present a danger to the forces 
of the Left being drawn into battle on a 
ground favourable to their enemies, with 
the political division being between those 
who support the status quo and those who 
support Social Imperialism. 

In a deep political crisis, a battle on 
these lines could provide a measure of pop­
ular support for intervention by Social 
imperialism which would be regarded as a 
'liberator' 

This is precisely the situation that Soc­
. iill· Inq:larialism, is try±ng·to ·engineer 
everywhere. It is a valuable tactic by 
which it seeks to justify its aggression 
as in Angola. 

In this event the reactionaries, defend­
ers of the status quo, would be able to mo­
bilise support for themselves as patriots. 



Patriotism As A Weapon Of Reaction. 

For donkeys' years the most reactionary, 
corrupt and parasitic elements in society 
have manipulated people for their own ends 
by appealing to patriotic sentiment. Bla­
tant acts of aggression have been 1justif­
ied1 in this way. 

As a consequence, patriotism has come to 
be regarded by the Left as a dirty word not 
to be used in civilised company. 

We have allowed it to become the exclu­
sive property of the social scum. 

It is time that we gave patriotism back 
its true meaning and used its emotive mobi­
lising power in the interest of the people. 

After all, who is a patriot but one who: 

1. Works for the interests of the majority 
of the people. 

2. Upholds the right of the people to de­
termine the path which their country shall 
take in its economic, political and cultur­
al development. 

3. Upholds the right of other peoples and 
nations to do the same~ 

Slogans such as 1Put Britain First' ap­
pear to carry a patriotic message, but like 
'Deutschland Uber Alles', it is imperialist 
in content. 

The difference must be explained. 

Patriotism As A Mobilising Force For 
Defeating Reaction at Home 

As patriots concerned with the indepand-

ence of our country we must look at the 
material basis needed for this independence 
and define the obstacles in the way of its 
attainment. 

THE MATERIAL BASIS OF INDEPENDENCE means 
that a country must be able, at a pinch, to 
exist without external trade and rely en­
tirely upon its own efforts and internal 
resources. Except for armed attack, the 
country with this kind of independence 
would be immune from outside pressures. 

The U.S.A., U.S.S.R., China, Canada and 
Australia are probably capable, (at least 
in theory), of achieving this self-suffic­
iency. 

As far as Britain and most of the smaller 
countries are concerned this is not a prac­
tical possibility if current living stand­
ards are to be maintained. 

The nearest we can come to achieving co~­
plete independence is by following a policy 
of self-reliance. 

This means relying primarily on our own 
efforts and using indigenous raw materials 
as much as possible but appreciating that 
our independence is in actuality· limited by 
our need to obtain certain raw materials 
and foods from abroad that we do not pos­
ses or cannot grow. 

In order to achieve this practical kind 
of independence the economy must be balanc­
ed in accordance with the needs of the 
British people and the needs of the coun­
tries with whom we would enter into agree­
ments for the purpose of obtaining our 
necessary imports. 

Forms of mutually advantageous co-opera: 
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tion between industrially developed count­
ries are also possible and advisable. 

For instance, the cost of research and 
development is now so prohibitive that, in 
many fields, it makes political and econom­
ic sense for countries to share these costs 
of some ne~ products and technologies and 
pool the results. 

This prevents one state from achieving a 
position in which it can, by virtue of its 
possession of technical know-how, dominate 
its partner. 

For this reason we welcome decisions by 
any British Government to undertake joint 
ventures on the above basis with other 
European countries. The European airbus is 
one such project . 

Such co-operation is essential if the 
smaller states are to retain their national 
independence. 

British Independence 

The measures required to create the mat­
erial basis for our national independence 
will necessitate structural changes in the 
economy which will involve sharp struggles 
with the ruling class. 

In the final analysis, independence can­
not be achieved within the context of an 
export orientated market economy. 

'Export drives' are profitable for the 
capitalist class and may also provide full 
employment when successful, but it is a 
dog-eat-dog business and ,sooner or later, 
the competition launches a counter export 
drive. 

With the 1success 1 of each capitalist 
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economy depending upon the ability to im­
port less and export more, there must be 
losers as well as winners and disaster is 
only just around the corner as far as all 
workers are concerned. 

Whilst abolition of the market economy is 
not a practical proposition at the present 
time, this does not mean that we sit back 
and await the revolution. 

There are other activities of the capital­
ist class which demonstrate their disregard 
for national sovereignty and the well-being 
of the people when their profits are at 
stake. 

For instance, we have the example set by 
prominent political figures stowing their 
money in the Caymen Islands to avoid paying 
taxes in Britain. 

Capital is exported whilst British indus­
try, we are told, is starved of capital. 

A consortium, including British banks, 
have financed the building of a large car 
factory in South Korea whilst leaving the 
state to furnish capital for British Ley­
land at home. 

~Je are constantly reminded of the import­
ance of obtaining a favourable balance of 
payments position, yet large numbers of 
nominally British-made products are made up 
of imported sub~assemblies. 

This practice both increases the amount 
of imports and cuts down the work available 
in Britain. 

If we think about it there are many exam~ 
ples. Although each one by itself will not 
shake the system to its foundation, in to-



tal they can be combined to expose the un­
patriotic character of the capitalist way 
of life and assist in the building of a 
broad patriotic front with its cutting edge 
turned against big business. 

Contradiction£ Within The Capitalist Class 

There are also contradictions wit~in the 
capitalist class itself, the resolution of 
which can have far-reaching repercussions, 
particularly if the working class takes its 
own independent class line and turns the 
situation to its own advantage. 

We here refer to the contradictions be­
tween the City interests, whose parasitic 
function it is to make a profit out of bor­
rowing money at one rate of interest and 
lending it at a higher one, and that sec­
tion of the capitalist class concerned with 
productive industry. 

It is the former who insist that sterling 
should retain its role as a reserve curren­
cy so that they may continue the~r parasit­
ic existence. By retaining that role for 
_sterling they subject the internal economy 
of Britain to the fluctuations of the in­
ternational money market. 

Any move towards greater national inde­
pendence must entail the elimination of 
these parasites. 

Those interests concerned primarily with 
industry are aware that the continued exis­
tence of Britain as a capitalist state is 
dependent upon its ability to improve the 
industrial base of the economy. This aim 
is continually frustrated by the increases 
in the Bank rate occasioned by the 1need 1 

to offer high enough rates of interest to 
attract foreign money into the British 

banks. 

Thus we have the contradiction between 
the 'patriotic' section of the capitalist 
class who want to bring about a resurgence 
in the industrial field and the 'unpatriot­
ic' parasitic section. 

There is a further related contradiction 
between them concerning the need to assure 
that capital goes into prod~etive industry 
rather than office blocks, the distributive 
network and other similar fields. 

These contradictions between the two main 
sections of the capitalist class find ex­
pression in many of the differences between 
the Tory and Labour parties. 

Unity and Struqgle 

Tony Benn is, at the present time, the 
most outspoken advocate of the 'progressive' 
trend. 

It will be remembered that Harold Wilson 
was also an advocate of the 'white-hot 
technological revolution', but he was un­
able to overcome the City interests and 
they continue as the dominant section of 
the capitalist class. 

Their removal from power will be no easy 
task and it is certain that it will only be 
accomplished by mobilising the organised 
working class for that purpose. 

This struggle is rentred around the 1need 1 

to increase the British capitalists' share 
of world trade by increasing the volume and 
'competitiveness' of our exports. 

As far as we are concerned, that is their 
problem but the increase in the industrial 
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base which this will require is of great 
importance to the working class since it 
will provide a stronger economic basis for 
national independence. 

There are other factors as well, such as 
the practical experience to be gained by 
involvement in the struggle to dislodge the 
City interests and the opportunities for 
strengthening working class power at the 
grass roots as a condition for assistance 
in that struggle. 

Further, an increase in the proportion of 
the population engaged .in"industrial pro­
duction will alter the class structure of 
Britain in our favour. 

Whilst the working class should be mobi­
lised behind the demand to improve the pro­
ductive base, it must also wage an unrelen­
ting struggle against the trend towards the 
Corporate State which is an integral part 
of the political philosophy of the 'pro­
gressive' capitalist. 

This is a subject that demands a separate 
article and we will deal with this in a 
future issue. 

In short, our relationship with these 
'progressives' in the immediate future must 
be ·one of Unity and Struggle. The class 
struggle must be intensified; what is es­
sential is that the immediate, medium and 
long-term aims must be clearly specified. 

Our opposition to Social Imperialism will 
inevitably bring us into conflict with the 
revisionists and those influenced by them 
at home, particularly on the subjects of 
Anglo-Soviet Trade and Defence. 
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As we noted earlier, trade is used by 
Social Imperialism as one of its weapons 
for simultaneously undermining the indepen­
dence of the trade 1partner1 and drawing it 
closer into its economic orbit, and ultim­
ately into what it describes as the 'world 
socialist system'. 

The general strategy is to get important 
parts of the economy increasingly dependent 
upon Soviet trade. 

In an advert. in the Morning Star on May 
7th 1976, I.A.Ivanov, Deputy Head of the 
Soviet Ministry of Trade, outlined some of 
the 1advantages 1 of Soviet trade. All the 
quotes below are from the advert: 

"Big contracts have been signed with 
British companies for: 

complete sets of equipment for the 
production of low-pressure polythene 
for the Prikumsky plastics factory; 

equipment for the expansion of the 
Mogilev synthetic fibre plant built 
with the participation of Polyspinners; 

carpet-weaving equipment for the 
Vitebsk and Kairakumsky carpet mills 
and 

forge presses and machine tools for 
the giant Kama lorry works and other 
Soviet factories. 

Deliveries are being made by Court­
aulds, I.C.I., Simon Carves, C.JOB. 
Vickers, Pickering, Singer Cobble, 
Stavely Machine Tools, Rank Xerox, 
Davy Leowy and other well~known firms~ 



Soviet orders placed with them are be­
coming increasingly important for keep­
ing their production capacities busy." 

"Recent developments have shown how 
Soviet-British relations are more and 
more taking the form of large scale 
co-operation on a long-term basis." 

It may be argued that these quotes do not 
prove our assertions, but it is a long term 
process and all we can do at this stage is 
to draw attention to the danger and make 
some other points for thought on the sub­
ject of Anglo-Soviet trade. 

"British estimates indicate that every 
£5,000 worth of Soviet orders keeps one 
worker in a job for a whole year." 

This is in line with the general implica­
tion that increases in trade with the 
Soviet Union will alleviate the unemploy­
ment situation in Britain. This is not as 
simple as it appears. 

"Under the new agreement on bank cred­
its for purchasing machines and equip­
ment in 1975-1979, the Soviet side is 
to be granted loans totalling £950 
million. This has helped to increase 
Soviet purcheses.~ 

According to this, we could expect the 
£950 millions to provide jobs for 38,000 
workers for 5 years. There are, however, 
other factors to be taken into account. 
One is that in order to balance the books, 
imports of Soviet goods would have to be of 
the same value, so that as far as the total 
number of jobs created is concerned one 
would cancel out the other. The other fac­
tor is that, according to reports, some of 
the l~ ~n-is to be spent on buying know~how 

instead of goods. 

For instance, B.P. are reported to be ne­
gotiating a deal to co-operate with the 
Soviet Union in the exploitation of ots off­
shore oil deposits. 

B.P. will supply the technology, the 
Soviet Union will provide labour and · 
materials. 

The Lucas Aerospace shop stewards told a 
press conference in Birmingham in April of 
this year that the Company is about to con­
clude a deal to furnish the Russians with 
details of an electronic engine control 
system for installation in the 1Concordski 1• 

They rightly protested that this advanced 
technology should be used to provide work 
in Birmingham. 

In these and similar cases the Companies 
concerned willreceive cash benefits, but 
no additional jobs will be created in 
Britain. 

A further point to note:-

"The main tasks are to establish large­
scale long-term co-operation, including 
co-operation on a compensatory basis 
(in which payment for the investment 
costs is made in products from the new 

t • ) II en erpr1se , •••••• 

Under this arrangement we could finance 
equipment for the production of lorries, 
and be paid in lorries; or equip a plastics 
factory and accept payment in plastics -
Big Deal! 

Most of British exports to the Soviet 
Union are machinery and such like, a 
great deal of the things that they want 
to export to us are consumer goods. 
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1 n I 
We need to ask the question, why is it 

that we can afford to grant credits at low 
rates of interest to assist Soviet indust­
rial development when British industry is, 
so we are told, short of capital. 

On a wider scale, the Soviet Union has 
accumulated debts to the Western capitalist 
states to the tune of 20,000 million U.S. 
dollars since 1974. 

These loans have enabled Social Imperial­
ism to build up its industrial capacity and 
allowed it to divert more of its internal 
resources into arms production with less 
impact on the standard of living of the So­
viet people, thus minimising the political 
backlash which its militarisation of the 
economy would otherwise bring about. 

Trade is profitable for the capitalist 
class. ~/e need to study the fine print of 
trade deals and investigate the political 
implications if we are to discover whether 
or not they are in the interest of the Bri­
tish people. 

Defence 

In general terms we should support mili­
tary expenditure necessary for the defence 
of Western Europe. In line with this, we 
must oppose the revisionist-pacifist line 
of unilateral reductions in Britain's de­
fence capacity 

The argument that the strengthening of 
the defence potential also implies a 
strengthening of the power of the capital­
ist state is a valid one but lessons 
should be drawn from the errors of the pre-
1939 era. 

Unlike the 1914-18 war which was essent 

18 

ially for a re-division of the colonies in 
favour of German imperialism, Hitler's aim 
was to impose a ~ew Order on the peoples of 
Western Europe, a fundamentally different 
thing. 

Social Imperialism is now intent on esta­
blishing a New Order in Europe after its 
own image, 

The fact must be grasped that the present 
regime has developed traits which are more 
akin to fascism than anything else. 

This being the case, we have no alterna­
tive but to give qualified support to a 
counter-military build up. To do anything 
else would be to strengthen the position of 
Social Imperialism on a world scale. 

We use the word 1qualified 1 in order to 
indicate that we have no illusions regard­
ing the negative aspects of the arms build 
up by NATO. 

We must expose the fallacies and the dan­
ger inherent in the NATO defence strategy 
based on the use of tactical nuclear wea­
pons. 

~le have already noted the dilemma which 
faces the military and political leaders of 
Western European in this respect. 

It is a bluff which, if called, will lead 
to the destruction of Europe's people and 
cities, both East and West. 

We have already observed that widespread 
recognition of this possibility will lead 
to an attitude of defeatism. 

The lesson of history that we must propa­
gate is that the only sure means of defeat-



ing an aggressor is by the use of the ulti­
mate weapon, People's War. 

The Soviet Imperialists, no less than any 
other, have no doubt drawn their own con­
clusions from this phenomenon and, faced 
with the prospect of a prolonged struggle 
which would result in their overthrow, it 
is possible that they would hesitate to get 
involved in the internal affairs of that 
particular country. 

The other side of this coin is that the 
main body of the capitalist class in Brit­
ain will also be afraid of enlisting the 
aid of this weapon, presaging as it does 
the end of their state monopoly in the use 
of arms. 

Yet the experience of the 1939-45 war 
shows that it is possible to overcome this 
resistance. The formation of the Home 
Guard, limited as it was, was the result of 
a political struggle waged by people like 
Tom Wintringham, a veteran of the Spanish 
Civil War, who saw the need and the opport­
unities offered by the threat of invasion. 

As the threat from Social Imperialism be­
comes more widely recognised, the demand 
for the arming of the people must also in­
crease. 

By this we mean the development of fairly 
sophisticated weaponry suitable for use by 
individuals and one- and two-person units, 
and the training of the whole population in 
the use of these weapons, as well as small 
arms. 

If this demand comes from the organised 
working class and the emphasis is pl~ed on 
National Defence, the ruling class will 
either have to concede the demand or be ex-

posed as capitulationists and traitors. 

A political struggle along these lines 
will make it difficult to isolate the revo­
lutionary forces but will, on the contrary, 
tend to unite the majority of the people 
around the industrial working class and 
isolate the most reactionary elements as 
enemies of the people. 

* * * * * * * 

The indispensable condition for implement­
ing the strategy outlined is that the in­
dustrial working class shall, in the first 
place, pursue its own class interests ruth­
lessly and on a broad, as distinct from a 
trade or sectional, front. 

Its refusal to accept the burden of an 
ever-increasing non-productive and bureau­
cratic sector of the economy will be a 
major factor in either forcing a restruct­
uring of the economy, or bringing it down. 

Either way is a step along the road to 
working class power, although the first al­
ternative provides the possibility of 
making an advance on a broader front. 

The middle classes can only be rallied 
around the working class when the latter 
demonstrates its strength and determination 
to bring about changes which will benefit 
the majority of the people in the longer 
term. 

To achieve this, the industrial working 
class must at all times recognise, accept, 
and assert its role as the national leader­
ship. 

JUNE 1976 
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U~~EMPLOYME~~T 
p f;r iQJS 

It is no accident that politicians of the 
party in opposition pay lip service to the 
1sacred cow' of reducing unemployment if 
their party is returned to power. The pre­
sent government, however, claims to have 
achieved this at a stroke when it settled 
the miners' dispute and scrapped Heath's 
policy of the three day week at the onset 
of its present term of office. This, we 
see, was nothing but a gimmick, along with 
other moves in the honeymoon period. We 
are now seeing the highest level of unempl­
oyment since the war because of their at­
tacks on the working class. 

Now they talk of 1acceptable 1 levels of 
unemployment, surely not acceptable to the 
thousands out of work. Certainly accept­
able to the C.B.I., City, Civil Service, 
and our overseas creditors the Internation­
al Monetary Fund, who see levels of unempl­
oyment necessary for the efficient working 
of the capitalist system, and the level 
which can be made politically tolerable to 
the working class at any particular time. 

The main enemy, we are told, is inflation, 
not unemployment and that a major cause of 
inflation is the high wage costa of British 
industry which is over-manned and under­
productive. 

So what do successive governments mean 
when thay cry about the high level of un­
employment and in the next move pursue pol­
icies which increase it? · 

From the government and opposition, C.B.I., 
City, Civil Servants, and many leading 
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trade unionists we hear the cry of "Stop 
this inflation". Who are they asking to 
stop inflation? They are not out of work. 

As always this problem is to be solved at 
the expense of the working class. Why 
should the working class make sacrifices 
for the purpose of solving the problems 
facing the capitalist class? Is there any 
assurance that unemployment will be abolish­
ed, or even reduced to the 'acceptable' 
level of five years ago, when the rate of 
inflation is reduced? Workers agree they 
do not want inflation to soar, it's an up­
hill struggle keeping one's head above 
water with high rents , rates, food prices, 
etc. It is a merry-go-round on which the 
working class is always the loser, 

Why is the ruling class concerned? The 
fact is that inflation constitutes a very 
serious, perhaps the most serious, threat 
to their society. If they are to take the 
measures necessary to defend their 11ay of 
life, tho inevitable result must be increa­
sing unemployment which itself is or can 
become a threat also. Hence the need to 
raice the 'threshold' to t million, i mill-· 
ion, 1 million, 1~ million, and so on, 

The million and a quart~r mark was anR 
nounced with a sigh of relief and rejoicing 
that it was not a million and a half. In 
addition this 'tide mark' was reached fol­
lowing a period that was one of the quiet­
est on the industrial front for years. 

~sptte the level of unemployment, and 
workers realising there are no job~ to go 



to once laiG off, there are healthy signs 
of developing resistance from the shop 
floor. A major movement over recent months 
came from the shop floor workers at the 
British Steel Corporation. 

\Hth unemployment at 1~ million ( 6.1%) 
Jan. '76, (the highest of any month since 
the war and rising due to the worsening of 
the overproduction crisis facing world cap­
italism and the Labour Government's counter 
inflation policy), the B.S.C . which emp loys 
a 220,000 workforce wanted to shed 44,000 
jobs "for starters" in the words of Chief 
executive Bob Scholey. One doesn't have to 
cast one's mind back very far when Sir 
Mo nty Finneston, Chairman of B.S.C., vas 
talking about "only" 22,000. That is an 

· increase of 10cY~7 surely the highest rate 
of inflation in lost jobs ever in auch a 
short period. At that ti rr.e B .. S.C.'s 
losses per week were £5 million. 

A six-point plan was made to save £100 
million through more efficient work prad·­
icies and better plant organisatio n. Thi s1 

in fa:t, saved £7 million, Qainly from 
plant organisation. If this uas opposed 
then by the union officials along uith the 
original proposal of sacking 22,0CO steel 
wo·i kBrs, why not later when the fi gu re was 
doubled? It seems that Tony Bonn use d his 
influence with trade u~io n leade rs to nego­
tiate with B.S.C. to take the i ~iti ative 

from the rank and file, because a 100% in­
crease in lost jobs was not going to be met 
with cries of joy. Indeed the shop floor 
ignored its union leaders' pleas not to 
take action and made up i fs own mind when 
and where to resist attacks on their live­
lihoods. 

The first screw to be turned was the end­
ing of overtime and weekend working. This 

was quickly countered by 1,500 workers at 
Corby, Northants, who voted to uphold all 
existing local and national agreementc. 
They were followed by workers at Llanwern, 
Ebbw Vale, Velindre, Trostre in South Wales 
and Shelton works, Stoke-on-Trent. B.S.C. 
took an immediate step badt and said this 
would only affect 400 workers and those hit 
would be redeployed. 

The attack on the workers was then pursu­
ed in another area when B.S.C. announced 
the ending of the guaranteed working week 
agreements signed in 1969. The magnificent 
response from the rank and file was to defy 
their union's recommendation and take 
:r~r:'.k~,;, ai:Uoo, indicating t: .Gir -lack of 
trust in the kind of agreement the union 
leaders and B.S.C. were trying to reach 9 

and so force negotiations to take place at 
local level with shop floor stewards on the 
above mentioned point. The fact is when 
things on the industrial front are compara­
tively quiet, it comes as a welcome sign 
that workers are not prepared to sit batk 
and accept all the claptrap about the good 
of the country. 

The following weekend a meeting between 
the B.S.C. and the steel unions lasting 
some 20 hours took place. Three days later 

·:u was revealed that this meeting had pro­
duced a document outlining far reaching 
changes that had been agreed to by the 
T.U.C. steel industry committee. The cir­
culation of this document was limited to 
Trade Union leaders. It tied steel unions 
to acceptance of compulsory redundancies, 
measures to halt unofficial strikes, and 
managerial prerogative in del:ding where 
the guaranteed working week would be ap­
plied. 

The following is a statement from the 
document: 
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"That the maximum opportunity for vol­
untary redundancy will be allowed." 

It further states: 

1But after jobs have been declared re­
dundant, it is the corporation 1 s inter:., 
tion that if the manpower has not been 
reduced within 12 ~eeks from the date 
when jobs are declared redundant by the 
management, other redundancy measures 
will have to be applied." 

From this workers are supposed to believe 
that the Labour Government was maintaining 
a neutral position over 44,000 lost jobs in 
what appears to be the thin end of the 
wedge regarding sackings in nationalised 
industries. A shudder must run through the 
shop floor of the steel works, indeed all 
shop floors, to think that our "friends" 
from the T.U.C. have been playing their 
part in all this, with the Labour Govern­
ment about as neutral as any Tory govern­
ment. 

Nationalisation • 7 

The very notable difference between the 
struggle at B.S.C. and Chryslers was that 
at Chryslers m~ny of the official union 
leaders and top shop stewards were calling 
for nationalisation. The position of the 
steel plants is different as it is already 
state-owned, as are the mines and railways. 
Has this meant more work? Nationalisation 
means rationalisation and the above indus­
tries are under-capitalised and struggling 
and probably always will be under this 
system. 

Some people are under the illusion that 
nationalised industries are run in the in­
terest of the people and when the state 
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takes over, the workers of these industries 
help in the running of the industry for 
that interest. How wrong they are! As a 
worker in a nationalised industry, I know 
that the lads on the shop floor are under 
no such illusion; it is still the workers 
against the bosses. 

The Rolls Royce management, in the pro­
cess of reducing their 65,000 labour force 
by 6,000, issued tho following statement 
relating to their plant at Oundonald, 
Northern Ireland, where the intention was 
to sack 800 workers: 

"We are aware of the difficult employ­
ment situation in N. Ireland and are 
discussing with Mr Orme, ~1inister of 
State at the N. Ireland office, what 
steps might be taken to mitigate the 
situation at Oundonald and to find al­
ternate job opportunities for the work 
force." (Times, 30th Dec. 175) 

Can anyone seriously believe any work 
can be found in this part of the U.K . , a~ 

area which has suffered the highest rate of 
unemployment for many years? Certainly not 
the 800 workers at Dundonald. Different 
shades of political opinion in N. Ireland 
see this as a gradual economic withdrawal. 
The reason given by the government depart­
ment was that the decision is not influenc­
ed by the N. Ireland situation, it is based 
purely on economic realities. That is the 
brutal truth laid bare; profit is the prime 
consideration under capitalism - people 
are expendable. 

Rolls Royce is another instance where 
workers thought their livelihoods would be 
protected by state capitalism. I don't im­
agine for one moment that those workers who 
saw their firm taken over in February 1971 



thought they would be facing the prospect 
of dole queues in 1976. 

Examples of industrial workers being 
sacked are so widespread that a book could 
be written along the theme of companies 
losing profit because of inflation and 
overmanning. One firm, namely Thorn's , 
have shown that, whilst they have been ma­
king profits in some areas, they are not 
prepared under any circumstances to look 
favourably on keeping things running for 
the workers in those factories whose pro­
fits are not so high, by diverting work 
there. They boast of pre-tax profits of 
£31.5 million and with profits at that lev­
el they can hardly claim poverty as a 
reason for threatening to close down a com­
plete complex at Skelmersdale in South­
West Lancashire , throwing 1,400 out of 
work . 

The other big company in the area is 
Courtaulds whose future hangs in the bal­
ance after many months of closure rumours 
and short time working . This, in a new 
town where unemployment is running at more 
than 1a,Z and likely to see a quarter of its 
workforce out of a job before the winter 
(1976/77) is out, is nothing short of dis­
astrous for the workers and their families. 

Lucas Aerospace provides another example 
of the employers "concern" to contain un­
employment. In an attempt to check and 
reverse the steady decline in the work­
force,(5,000 over 5 years), the shop 
stewards prepared and presented a detailed 
plan for diversifying the existing work­
force and plant into a broad range of alt­
ernate products. 

A major consideration in the preparation 
of this plan was environmental and social 

desirability. 

The management of Luc1s Aerospace rejec­
ted the plan and expressed its intention 
to 

" •••• concentrate on its traditional 
business which involves the development 
of aircraft systems and components for 
the aerospace and defence industries.n 

In the field of the capitalist rat race, 
Social desirability is an 'also ran'. 

The important thing is, what lessons will 
the working class have learnt about loyalty 
to the Labour Government, and the trust 
they have in trade union leaders? 

It is no accident that governments in the 
capitalist countries with combined unem­
ployment running at 14 million will try to 
bring in legislation to curb struggle by 
working class movements. In the U.K. we 
are seeing more and more of the arbitration 
service set up by the present Labour ~ov­
ernment, free collective bargaining being 
interfered with, T.U .C. collusion with 
statements about getting unemployment re­
duced to 600,000 by the middle of 1978, as 
proposed in the annual economic policy re­
view, which also suggests that the real 
level of unemployment might be as high as 
1,700,000. 

The achievement of a level of 600,000 un­
employed by 1978, as proposed by the T.U.C. 
document, is dependent on a growth figure 
in gross domestic product of 7.9% in 1977 
and 6. 8% in 1978. The fallacy of this is 
that growth of this kind has never been 
reached, which more than justifies some 
leading economic experts fore t asting job­
less totals not falling below 1 million by 
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the end of this decade. 

The Copper Handshake 

It is true that workers are still volun­
teering for redundancy and receiving statu­
tory payments. (The maximum is now £2,400). 
The hope is that something will turn up be­
fore the money runs out. But pressure on 
these workers will tell in about six months 
after their earnings-related benefits have 
run out and the unfilled vacancies drop. 
The mind boggles! With ~11 this in the 
melting pot, which way will the Labour Gov­
ernment move? Remember they brought in the 
Redundancy Payments Act 10 years ago to 
stem industrial trouble on the shop floor. 
It's fair to say this form of legislation, 
along with many others of its kind, is 
nothing but an attempt to stop struggle. 

On the other ~idQ of tha cci~, wbile the 
industrial workers are being thrown on the 
scrap heap once again , we find top civil 
servants are on the increase year after 
year, proof of the growing bureAucracy of 
the capitalist-run state machine. One has 
only to look at the new year's honours list 
to see old friends being looked after. Out 
of 744 names, 166 are fr·om the higher civ­
il service. Of 19 new Companions of Bath, 
18 are from Whitehall's upper ranks. No 
redundancies for the Maharajahs of White­
hall. Investigation shows they retire a{ 
sixty and are almost the only section of 
the community who have their pensions 
fully guaranteed against inflation. 

It is not unusual either for civil ser­
vants to be offered lavishly paid jobs in 
industry, banking and insurance when they 
have completed their task in the interest 
of those whom they are later to serve in 
big business. In turn the gap is filled by 
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a loyal recruit to follow the right line in 
the interests of capitalism. 

Hard-up Britain produced £235,400 to buy 
a home for one of our Paris envoys with the 
moving-in fee a staggering £146,000. Also, 
in Rio de Janeirc, for the occasional use 
of Sir Derek Dodson who lives 700 miles 
away in Brasilia, a spacious penthouse, 
cost £150,000 with £50,000 spent on decor­
ation. 

While workers queue for dole money, look­
ing for an honest day's work, the rot at 
the top is deeply entrenched, where their 
life style is still that of a rich empire, 
with too much money and too many honours. 
This form of subtle corruption with jobs 
for the boys has been and will be a facet 
of th' society for years to come, similar 
to the court of the middle ages with their 
rigid sense of duty to their own class. Do 
the right thing for the capitalist class 
and you will receive ribbons and baubles 
and look like a Greek shipowner!s Christmas 
tree. 

The government statistical service, which 
is just one part of the vast civil service 
machine, has produced figures for 1975 
showing a decrease in its staff from 
694,384 to 693,921, a total of 463, a 
grand total in comparison with the thou·· 
sands of industrial workers laid 1ff each 
week. It's bit of a joke, although one 
cannot be happy about even this small 
amount because they probably came from the 
lowest grades. 

0 Now You See Them ••••• r 

Further on in the report we find that 
18,000 officials were transferred from the 
Department of Employment to the Manpower 



Services Commission whose staff are no lon­
ger established civil servants, giving the 
impression of a drop in the number of civil 
servants which is not really a drop at all 
but a means of "concealed employment•. It 
shows, also, that 5,767 of those transfer­
red have gone to the Department of Health 
and Social Security, proving that whilst 
they have increased administration staff to 
this department, the service will not im­
prove one iota because at the same time we 
are experiencing drastic cuts in expendit­
ure on new modernised hospitals and modern 
equipment, over-worked doctors, nurses and 
all hospital staff in general. Hhen unem­
ployment goes up, the decline in society is 
shown in many ways with people's health af­
fected with the pressure of not being able 
to pay bills and meet hire purchase commit­
ments. The crime rate is soaring and more 
tramps and dossers roam the streets, parti­
cularly in London. 

Local authorities have increased their 
staff to four times that of the civil ser­
vice since 1952 when it was just twice the 
amount; the administrative and clerical 
workers increased by no less than 64%, 
which leaves only 36% on the manual side. 
In the last ten years employment in manu­
facturing fell by 600,000 while employment 
by local authorities increased by about 
750,000. 

While the imbalance between office and 
manual workers is shown in local authori­
ties, the most important imbalance of these 
forces is more sharply raised within the 
manufacturing industry where the non-pro­
ductive staff certainly outnumbers the pro­
ductive worker, so the pressure of work­
study and productivity deals are pushed on 
to the shop floor, again squeezing the pro­
ductive worker because management knows 

it's what's at the end of the production 
line that counts and further realising many 
are living off the backs of the few, making 
this the main reason for the inability of 
British manufacturers to compete in world 
prices. 

Instead of the T.U.C. pandering to the 
Labour government and acting as policemen 
against the workers it should, in the 
words of union leaders, be looking after 
its members' interests in fighting against 
the government on such issues as unemploy­
ment and wage restrictions, and for a re­
turn to free collective bargaining at 
plant level and the stabilising of rents, 
rates, food and fuel prices. 

It now seems the workers come second so 
long as the interests of the Labour Party 
are not damaged and they remain in power 
no matter what harm they inflict on the 
working class in reducing their standard 
of living. If these demands are not met 
by the government, the correct action of 
the T.U.C., if it is working in the inter­
ests of its members, is to call for mass 
struggle against this or any government 
that doesn't fight for the basic needs of 
those that produce the wealth for this 
society. 

A contributory factor to the general ac­
ceptance of the £6 flat limit was that it 
appeared very reasonable to perhaps a big 
majority of workers, even though it crea­
ted difficulties over differentials. The 
new limit proposed (4!%) should provide a 
much better basis for the broadest agita­
tion aimed at rejecting the Government­
T.U.C. carve up. 

If action is not called and the T.U.C. 
carries on with this carve up, then it 1s a 
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DEVOLUTION 
E Woglanct 

At a time when moves in both political 
and ecrnomic fields are for more centralis­
ation of power, the ruling class faced 
with a contradiction that may go far deeper 
than appare~t. Fnr some time the propa­
ganda has been impressing upon us the basic 
forms of action required to overcome the 
present economic crisis. However, when it 
comes to the specific problem of Scotland, 
liales, and of course, Ireland, then they 
are not in a pn~ition of having a line that 
even appears to offer a solution. 

This situation arises because of the nat­
ionalist movements that have been develop­
ing for a long period in these countries. 
All the ills that afflict the working peo­
ple there are seen as a consequence of 
English rule. This conviction is strength­
ened by the fact that the severity of the 
affliction is often greater in the 'subject• 
nations, for example, unemployment. This 
desire in turn provides the material for 
those political groupings who would solve 
all the ills by simply obtaining independ­
ence, Westminster being the 1enemy 1• 

It is essential that a distinct differ­
ence in attitude is taken towards tha poli­
tical organisations whc put forward 1nat­
ional1 solutions and the genuine desires of 
the mass of the people. Nationalism is a 
·version of class feeling into abstract 

channels and experience to date would in­
dicate that before class solutions are seen 
to be the answer, many people need to see 
the failure of 'national~ solutions in prac-
t.is£. 
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These movements arise basically from eco­
nomic factors, and the relative strength of 
these factors readily reflect themselves in 
the degree of national feeling shown, for 
example, the support for nationalism in 
Scotland ties in with all the vague .promis­
es of prosperity riding in on the waves of 
North Sea Oil. In Ireland, a different 
situation has a background of discrimina­
tion in jobs and housing, and so on. In 
Wales, the traditional culture rings more 
bells than their form of political 'nation­
alism' for they have been the least affect­
ed of the three nations. 

However, to return to our objective. The 
ruling class realises only too well that 
some form of devolution is necessary if it 
is to maintain its power. \lhatever form is 
proposed is likely to lead to an impossible 
situation, for it must leave a semblance of 
power for some form of assembly, etc. that 
is convincing, shall we say, to the people , 
of Scotland but at the same time still en·· 
able the G;vernment at Westminster to oper­
ate effective control. 

With the decline in the prestige of the 
accepted political parties and the failure 
of any grouping to provide an alternative, 
what chance has either the Labour or Con­
servative parties of offering anything that 
will be acceptable to Scottish 'nationalism' 
(or any other nationalism) and also to them .. 
selves? No wonder the Government statement 
in the days of Harold Wilson indicated that 
there would be a year of debate before any 
decision would be taken. That year is giv-
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ing them time to stwdy the moves of their 
adversaries and to consider what tactics 
and fabrications may be possible. 

let us look further into this line of 
thought. In the first place we must accept 
that nationalist feelings exist in suffici­
ent depth to demand more than a passing 
comment. In the extreme, they have shown 
themselves in Ireland on both 1sides 1• As 
I have already mentioned, it is an unfortu­
nate fact, but apparently a necessary part 
cf historical development, that national 
aspirations, in some cases, will need to be 
experienced before the realisation that 
class struggle is the solution. 

This being the case, those M.P.'s who 're­
present' Scottish constituences, but who 
rely on llestminster for all that matters in 
life for themselves, are in 'queer street' 
for the first thing they must do if they 
wish to gain the support of the main body 
of Scottish Nationalism is to give unswerv­
ing support to the general nationalist move­
ment in Scotland. The only ones who stand 
a chance here are those who .were elected on 
a Scottish Nationalist ticket; the rest are 
suspect as they have already spent their 
lives working for the British solution. 

If the Government at ~Jestminster is to 
take note of nationalism seriously it has 
to operate on two levels. The first is the 
devolution of the political assembly. In a 
situation where people are not too aware, a 
lot of sins can be committed and got away 
with here, but already in Britain generally 
and Scotland, Ireland and Wales in particul­
ar, this situation is past, so we need to 
look at the second, the devolution of the 
administration. This where the Govern-
ment will have a headache. To grant local 
power to some form of Scottish council, 

etc. to control the effective functions of 
state power in Scotland, which is what the 
serious arguments of devolution are about, 
is to do two things. 

Firstly, it is tn admit that central con­
trol from Westminster has failed at a time 
when centralisation has become one of the 
system's main solutions. Secondly, it 
would give power to a localised body with­
out any guarantee as to who may obtain pow­
er on that localised body. True decentral­
isation, and truly a problem for the ruling 
class. 

The Irish situation increases the dilemma 
that the Government faces, for the actions 
of the British Army in Northern Ireland 
have clearly demonstrated what is possible 
should some sections in Scotland try a lit­
tle self-determination. 

The only form of devolution acceptable to 
the Government would be administration minus 
power, with the lines of communication to 
Westminster buzzing every time a query 
arose. 

If power was handed to a right-wing group­
ing, then their policies would be exposed 
to the test and provide a lesson for the 
working class forces, thereby weakening the 
nationalist position and putting the pers­
pective in a more positive light. There is 
little chance that any half-baked form of 
devolution will get support; on the other 
hand, the longer the delay the greater will 
be the support for nationalist groups and, 
in the final analysis, Westminster may well 
have to concede the fact that a serious 
concession may have to be granted as a re­
sult of a real movement of people, and the 
possibility of violence cannot be ruled 
out. However, if the ruling class can find 
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sufficient room to manoeuvre, then a tacti­
cal retreat would be preferable to a con­
frontation. 

One interesting factor arises concerning 
the state forces. The armed forces are un­
der central direction, but the police for­
ces are administratively controlled on a 
local basis. In Scotland there are eight 
police forces operating out of the forty­
three in the U.K. While we are under no 
illusions, it is still a fact that the lo­
cal situation could be embarrassing for the 
Government should the reliability of these 
Scottish forces be in question. There is 
no problem in redirecting army units, but 
if it became necessary to draft in outside 
police forces, it could have the opposite 
effect to that required by the ruling 
class. 

As far as taking a political stand is con­
cerned then, it would be positive to sup­
port the demand for devolution as it defin­
itely has the backing of many Scottish 
workers, and in any gen~ine form is an em­
barrassment to the ruling class. It can 
only lead to the revelation that national­
ism is not the answer and workers will be 
all the more ready to seek class struggle 
as the real solution. 

UNEfilLOYMENT 
Continued from page 25 

clear indication that they are serving the 
interests of the Labour Party who, along 
with the TGries, serve British capitalism. 
The British working class will then see 
that the power of the state is not at 
Westminster but controlled by the interests 
of capitalism. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 

Editor, 
The Marxist. 

I have read the Programme •tblished in 
No. 29 of The Marxist. Please understand I 
am not a great Marxist-Leninist. I bought 
your journal at Collett's with pleasure be~ 
cause I had already read an issue before 
(about the Common Market) and found the 
articles very helpful and very interesting. 
After reading your Programme I had no prob­
lem with most of it but there were a few 
questions or comments about points I didn't 
understand or didn't quite make sense to me 
and I would like to bring them to your at­
tention. 

1. It is a bit disappointing the way you 
jump from "General Principles" to "we draw 
the following conclusions"! Maybe you 
have really made a thorough study of "ap 
plying these general principles to condit­
ions in Britain" but in any case you have 
left the most difficult part out of your 
programme, It seems that too many other 
groups are quick to spout out "general 
principles" and "conclusions" but when it 
comes to the hard part of the real analysis 
they q1ickly run out of steam, The real 
analysis is what we readers are starved 
for, not "principles" of which we've had 
too many, so please don't leave out the 
best bit. 

2. Similarly, you ought to be more specific 
in the next things you say. For instance, 
in (2), how is this domination expressed in 
the approach to industriaal struggles, etc,? 

In the next paragraph "we do not lose 
sight of the fact that there are contradic­
tions •••• "- well, explain what contradic-

tions for us ordinary people who don't yet 
know, could you? 

Four paragraphs below: "Between the two 
main classes are other classes and sub­
classes" - could you say which these clas­
ses are? 

3. After writing General Principle ~. it 
seems that here you are giving a deliber­
ate kick in the shins to one such elite, 
especially in the second paragraph after 
"Classes", Wouldn't it be better not to 
lower yourselves to their level, at least 
here in your Programme. After all, if 
they're only an elite, they don't represent 
many people, and I don 1t think the people 
believe there are only two classes in 
Britain. It is more important to get 
through to the people than to get through 
to some individuals already organised in 
small elites, The vast majority in Britain 
are unorganised for revolution and yet they 
are the real masses. 

They should be the main object of our 
revolutionary work and propaganda. The 
others will get sorted out sooner or later. 

As I said, on the whole I agree with your 
programme, if you can resolve these points. 

Your comrade 
Peter Cook. 

The Editorial Committee Replies., 

The Editorial Committee welcomes corresp­
ondence from readers, particularly when of 
the critical-constructive kind like the one 
from Peter Cook, 

We think that the letter can best be an­
swered by explaining the reasons why we de-
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eided to publish this very abbreviated 
IProg,--•. 

It 8Ust be appreciated that not all our 
readers have taken out a subscl'iption, and 
there are ~thers vho begin reading The 
lbrx:ist at different ti81!s. This presents 
the reader vith the proble• of relating the 
articles on any one particular issue, to a 
general poll tical line. 

Ve hope that the publication of a General 
Progra81! in each issue rill go SOII8 vay to 
getting over this problee. 

The aa:in article in this issue and the 
article on the E.E.C. in No. 28 are upli­
fications of the terse state~~ents in the 
General Progra.e, and this process rill be 
continued in future issues. 

We hope in this vay to assist readers to 
viev each article in a broader context. 

On the question of elites. As a eatter 
of policy ve do not indulge in attacks on 
other groups and the point to vhich our 
correspondent refers is not directed again-

st one specific group. 

ElitiSII expresses ibelf in ~~a~~y differ­
ent fora and ve included a reference to it 
in the 'Prog.--1 to indicate that we in­
tend to consciously fight against it both 
as a general tendency, and specifically in 
relation to ourselves as a group. 

Finally, ve vholeheartedly agree vith the 
last part of the letter: 

'It is 10re illportant to get through 
to the people than to get throu~ to 
S081! individuals already organised in 
seall elites. The vast eajority in 
Britain are unorganised for revolution 
and yet they are the real easses. 

They should be the lain object of our 
revolutionary vork and propaganda.' 

Yours fraternally, 

Editorial Note - Oving to lack of space ve 
regret ~e have had to olli t 'General 
Principles' in this issue. 

'' ·------


