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Editorial

| ‘I ne unfree Press has decided to ignore
| #he political significance of the years
{ which brought the last decade to a close.
This does not surprise us. The ideology
which sustains the bourgeois press is in
the throes of a serious crisis and one can
understand the reluctance of the journals
| and newspapers of the ruling class to re-
mind us of this fact.

For The Black Dwarf, the significance
of the last decade was highlighted by
‘fwo inter-related events which shattered
the complacency of the bourgeoisie on
‘an international scale and decisively hal-
ted the counter-revolutionary trend
which had characterised the first seven
ms of the decade. The Tet offensive

ched by the Vietnamese revolution-
anes shattered the mytas and illusions
fostered by the United States govern-
ment and its client states, and was un-
doubtedly one of the factors involved in
Bringing the revolution back to the ad-
sanced capitalist countries. There can be
po doubt that the young workers and
| #udents on the barricades in Paris on
May 10, 1968, were inspired by the
wictorious offensive of the Vietnamese
ts and workers. Thus May 1968
l. France bolised the fact that the
sevolution had leapt back to Europe.
[ The betrayals of Stalinism and social-
| @emocracy had succeeded in wrenching
[ #he workers’ movement in Europe away
[ from its revolutionary heritage, and the
| wsetory of the Chinese Revolution in
1949 had seen the centre of world revo-
Bution shift to the colonial and semi-col-
onial world. This situation was further
accelerated by the triumphant revolution
#n Cuba, which contrasted sadly with
acceptance by the French workers of the
strong Gaullist state in France at the be-

gnning of the '60s.
Within the imperialist countries the

[ 1960s began with the main pillars of

| Bourgeois power apparently unshake-

. able: the economies of Western Europe
eontinued to grow, fed by an uninterrup-

[ ted boom in the United States. After
1963 the boom was weakened by a series
of local recessions, but these did not ac-
cumulate into a generalised crisis. The

. eold war, highlighted by dramatic con-

Lm Berlin, the Cuban

—
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the ideological grip of the imperialists—
democracy and affluence against dicta-
torship and hardship— on their own wor-
king class. The imperialists could feel
confident of a secure base from which to
hit the colonial revolution. This revolu-
tion reached a high point as the Cuban
revolutionaries expropriated 1,000,000,-
000 dollars-worth of imperialist assets
and declared that Cuba was making a
socialist revolution. The sharp contrast
between the Cubans and such figures as
Nkrumah, Sekou Toure, Nasser, Ben
Bella and Sukarno became very clear as
the latter refused to accept the class
dynamics of the permanent revolution or
uninterrupted revolution, and found
themselves unable to solve the problems
of the bourgeois-democratic revolution.
This refusal brought its own set-backs
and where the nationalist regimes re-
fused {o fully integrate the political and
economic structures of their countries
with United States imperialism, they
found themselves overthrown by their
armies in league with imperialism. In
India the ruling class decided to provoke
a limited border war with People’s China
in order to sell the idea of U.S.-Indian
collaboration to the Indian masses. In
the Congo the U.N. intervention and
later the U.S. intervention resulted in the
Congo being secured for imperialism and
its leader, Patrice Lumumba, butchered
in cold blood. The imperialists’ biggest
success was undoubtedly the massacre of
over a million communists and socialists
in Indonesia. The whole story of this ex-
ercise has still to be told but Indonesia
showed quite clearly that there could be
no “third way”. The imperialists thought
that they could bring their counter-revo-
lutionary successes to a glorious end by
defeating the Vietnamese Revolution,
but here they were proved wrong by the
heroism and determination of the Viet-
namese people.

The Tet offensive marked a crucial
turning-point for both imperialism and
the world revolution. It showed that rev-
olutionaries could with a correct practice
defeat imperialism. The Vietnamese
masses under the leadership of the Natio-
nal Liberation Front have destroyed the
global strategy of American imperialism
and have shown that a superior political
ideology can withstand the most power-
ful military pressure. They have put poli-
tics in command and held out their suc-
cesses as an example to the world asa
whole and to the colonial and semi-colo-
in particular. They have in-
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in whole of South-East Asia. And it

resurgence of mass movements

is the example of Vietnam which fright-
ens imperialism most and inspires the op-
pressed everywhere.

In the imperialist countries themselves
the Vietnamese struggle has had its most
crucial effects and modified the relation-
ship of forces. The Vietnamese peasants
are determining the course of American

Eglitics: ‘they have split the American

urgeoisie, produced an unprecedented
crisis in the imperialist high command
and have broken the grip of bourgeois
ideology on a whole new layer of the
population. The black militants in the
ghettoes and the white revolutionary stu-
dents in the universities have both felt
the pull and the attraction of the Viet-
namese Revolution and they have acted
accordingly.

Of course the imperialist boom was
throwing up its own contradictions; in
the first place the new stage of capitalist
development which the boom expressed
had necessitated planning the degree of
exploitation of the labour force, integra-
ting the trade unions within the state
and creating a reserve army of labour.
The instruments which have been used
to facilitate this process are well-known
to us: incomes policy, productivity deals,
collective contracts on one side and auto-
mation and rationalisation on the other.
Secondly, monopoly capital integrates
professional and petty bourgeois layers
into its productive processes and gears
the education system to the needs of big
business. Thus the boom contains within
itself the seeds of its own negation: the
student revolt on one hand and the in-
creased politicalisation of the workers on
the other. May 1968 in France saw these
contradictions explode with a fury ;
which stunned the bourgeois class
throughout Western Europe. Student
militancy on the barricades succeeded in
triggering off a massive general strike
involving 10 million French workers,
many of whom occupied their places of
work and posed the question of state
power. For ten crucial days there was a
pre-revoluticnary situation in France and
the existence of a Leninist revolutionary
party would have taken the mass move-
ment further on the way to establishing
dual power and smashing the bourgeois
state. But this party did not exist. In its
place was the French Communist Party
with a strong tradition of counter-revo-
lutionary activity. This degenerated

arty blocked the revolutionary upsurge
in France and succeeded in diverting it to
to reformist and economistic channels.

The craven capitulation in France by
the French Communist Party did not .
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come as a surprise. It merely T
the crisis which had con : k

Soviet bureaucracy since the early '60s. -
The Sino-Soviet rift saw the break-up of
the Stalinist monolith and for the first
time there was some sort of discussion
within the world “Communist” move-
ment on important theoretical questions.
The positions taken by the Chinese lead-
ership on some of the issues involved cre-
ated a new pole of attraction. The con-
cessions which the Czech bureaucrats
were forced to make in the political
sphere under pressure from students and
workers created a completely different
situation in Eastern Europe. It was clear
that the Soviet bureaucracy would not
be able to tolerate the existence of a
Communist Party with officially recog-
nised factions in an East European coun-
try. The freedom given to the mass
media in Czechoslovakia also worried the
Kremlin; they were frightened that the
example would spread to other People’s
Bureaucracies and they invaded Czecho-
slovakia with Soviet troops to accom-
plish what ordinary pressures could not
achieve. But for the bureaucracy this
intervention will undoubtedly prove
counter-productive and there is strong
evidence to suggest that inside the Soviet
Union itself, as elsewhere in Eastern Eur-
ope, sparks which could lead to a politi-
cal conflagration. In China the Cultural
Revolution might have formally ended,
but there can be no doubt that some of
its experiences are deeply ingrained in
the consciousness of millions of Chinese
revolutionaries. Many of these will hark
back to Mao’s invocations of the “spirit
of the Paris Commune” and his anti-bur-
eaucratic texts in years to come. We
should therefore see the Cultural Revolu-
tion as by no means over ...

The defeats and victories of the '60s
have re-taught us Leninism. France and
Italy have re-affirmed the historic role of
the working class as the gravediggers of
capitalism, the workers and students of
Czechoslovakia have exposed even fur-
ther the crisis of the Soviet bureaucracy
and throughout the world the revolu-
tionary forces are exploiting the victories
of the Vietnamese.

But in 1970, the centenary of Lenin’s
birth, the task to which Lenin dedicated
his life remains incomplete—the organisa-
tion of the revolutionary forces interna-
tionally against the class enemy and re-
visionism in the workers’ movement. The
fate of the revolution in the 1970s will
be determined by our ability to renew

stop the war criminals meeting
demonstrate against Wilsons US visit

jan25
assemble with torches at 6 30pm
Charing Cross embankment
march to Downing street
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| Last September, the National Joint Negotiating
[ Committee at Fords put in 2 demand for an all-
round £10 a week wage increase. The basis of
their demand is parify, parity with the Mid-
lands. The company 18 sweating. At the end of
last year’s strike, in March 1969, they agreed to
open discussions on the question of parity.
Now they are complaining that the Fords men
have singled out the Midlands and in particular
the Rootes plant at Ryton in a way which is
“unfair”. The company thought that parity
eant the average wage of the industry asa
whole! Then they circularised every man at
Fords, trying to persuade them that although
the men at Rootes earn around 6 or 7 shillings
an hour more, they are worse off than if they
were at Fords; but Fords work much longer
hours. They also pleaded serious international
competition; but they pay their workers on the
Continent more than the men at Dagenham
and Halswnod
As usual; the arguments put forward by
management have little to do with justice or
fairness, as these categories are irrelevant to the
market. The employers are influenced by the
organised strength of the workers and by the
combativity of their leadership. The men at
Fords are militant and feeling strong. They have
argued the case for parity well; the rank and file
is taking the demand seriously and knows that
it will most likely mean a strike. Stickers and
badges can be seen all over the plants. Mass
meetings have been held, and there has been
well organised liaison. Four hundred represen-
tatives from all of Ford’s 23 plants met in Cov-
entry last month, and a small group of men
from the shop floor went over to Ostend,where
they met Belgian and German Ford workers, to

You are niamed in to the Isingion peraze radSo.
broedcasting erownd 230 metres mediem ware-
band. at 10 o 'clock every night until the North
Iskington by-election. We are broadcasting illeg
adly to show our contempt for the politics of
really concerns people is happening outside par-
liamentary action and debare. Parliament and
peopie are on &ffcrent weve-lengths. The real
podiics &5 where peopic lke thew own affars
into thetr own hands.

{Recorded in a pub): Well, I'm just an immi-
grant worker, and in some ways all these politi-
cal parties, both Labour, Tory, Liberal and
Communist—they re no bleedin’ good, because
they don't support, they don’t do anything for
the working man. I mean you take that Harold
Wilson. He s been in power for five years! And
what do we have? Incomes policy, wage [reeze,
high interest rates. I mean, prices keep going up,
my rents keep going up ... It’s all no good.

The North Islington by-election was one of
five snap elections which took place last Octo-
ber. A local Labour Party, corrupt even by LP
standards, produced a nondescript Irish candi-
date gerrymandered through selection and
sucked into the Palace of Westminster by the
sheer massive indifference of Islington people
(only 34% actually making it to the ballot box.)

The only political challenge came from the
local branch of the Irish Civil Rights Solidarity
Campaign. They had hoped to field a candidate,
but had to settle for active intervention by
marches, public meetings, skilled heckling, and
by a poster and leaflet campaign about the rele-
vance to the Islington working class of the up-
rising in Ireland.

At the same time, a group of iilington revo-
lutionary socialists hastily got together the
organisation and apparatus for a less conven-
tional attack on people’s boredom with politics.
With the struggle in Derry and Belfast in mind,
they transmitted within the election boundaries
an hour-long pirate radio programme every
night in the week before polling. We draw a veil
over the participants—except that IS members
want a mention to show they’re not such tuddy

mslb are that there will be no international scab-
ing.

The men’s strike has grown out of last year's
strike, which was a five-week action which
struck a heavy, although not a final, blow
against the White Paper. It didn’t achieve every-
thing it set out to do; in particular, the Unions
conceded a small penalty clause which has since
proved totally ineffective. (There have in fact
been more stoppages since the agreement than
before). Above all, last year’s strike was a de-
fensive action which also made some gains, the
main one being that the men went back to work
work strong, united, and knowing they could
fight.

If there is a strike this year over the new de-
mand, as many of the Fords militants think, it
will have even greater national impact than last
year’s. For it will be an aggressive action, de-
manding parity with the highest-paid workers in
the Midlands. Anything approaching a victory
for this demand will redouble wage struggles
throughout Britain.

The company’s first offer will be made on
January 23rd. They have a good record for stu-
pidity, and a strike is on the cards. Black Dwarf
has interviewed two Dagenham convenors
about the possibilities of a struggle. They spoke
about their international contacts, what they
think of students, how they organise in the
plants, what they think of the Labour Party,
whether or not they should occupy the fac-
tories. When asked why the demand for parity
was being put forward now, they replied. “Be-
cause now the time is right for us to be able to
put the most force behind it.”

This important interview will be carried in
the next issue of Black Dwarf.

fuddy <uddies after all, and anarchusts to show
they re quite capable of complex political orga-
nisat

ton.

Political pirate radio, as opposed to varieties
of pop music, has operated in two sorts of situ-
ation. A Committee of 100 group published
their single issue through a clandestine opera-
tion on TV wavebands, and radios operated
fairly openly behind the Belfast and Derry
bamncades. .

In Islington, we thought it would be worth
putting over a straight-forward disenchantment
with Parliament, and the positive idea of work-
ing people doing things for themselves. As we
said in our anonymous press release to local
press and national agency tapes, the programme
consists of interviews with peaple in social
groups whose problems cannot be solved—and
are not even expressed—through ballot box
politics. The voices were: a tenant, an Irish wor-
ker, a housewife, a schoolboy, a black organiser,
and an unofficial striker. The interviews varied
from just talking casually about one’s life, to
the more prepared and collective statements of
political interest groups. For the speakers’ pro-
tection, they were not identified in any way
and recording ook place without their knowing
how we were to use the tape. This and other
elements of conspiracy in the operation—especi-
ally when it came to secrecy about transmission
sites—seemed paradoxical when our message wa
was democracy; but we argued that field prac-
tice with the apparatus would help prepare for
that other situation, where pirate radio could
be used with full popular support.

Our other tactic—using the official media to
relay the pirate message—came unstuck: we no-
ticed a press story only in the Daily Telegraph!
which kindly gave our editorial and transmission
sion details. But we were also aiming at a direct
audience: the transmission was close to the
ordinary Radio One programme, and was adver-
tised in the receiving area by thousands of stic-
kers. We cannot know, and cannot be too opti-
mistic about, the numbers whom we reached in
this way, or happened to bump into us on the
dial.
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TWO NEW STRUGGLES

POLITICAL PRATERADIO RE

A STAGE ON FROM SQUATTING

Our Belfast dent writes:
BOMBAY STR , situated between

by a combined RUC/

B Special/UVF attack on August 15th

Es’_algzear. It is at this moment being re-
ULt

Not that Beifast Ca-pt:ntion has been
jolted by its housing problem into posi-
tive of some kind. Bombay street

is being rebuilt by its former residents
without official asgistance. The Corpora-
tion’s contribution has been to obstruct
the progress of reconstruction as far as
possible. Using the argurient that the
“legal position”’ must ‘“first be clarified”,
they have even threatened to demolish
any building which deviates one inch
from their own specifications for the site.
The builders of Bombay Street are
mostly skilled tradesmen who have quit
their jobs to carry out the work. They
are being assisted by sympathetic archi-

NoOW

BUILDING BOMBAY STREET

tects, surveyors, and mﬂls%emab 1 ly) law-
yers. At their dupomim the bulldozers,
- dumper trucks and tools of Jocal builders

lent or hired for the occasion. Most of

the men are Republicans, and the rebuil-

ding of Bom Sl el significe wme wE
the first efforts of the Republicans since
August to assert the duality

of which still very much existsin

Bem.!Despite their claim of “normalis-

ation”, Storemont, the local parliament,

has ne-more than nominal authority in

areas like the Falls. What authority it

does have can only be asserted by mili-
means,

The rebuilding of Bombay Street not
only represents the determination of the
ordinary working people of the locality
to seek their own solution to the prob-
lem of their housing shortage; it also rep-
resents the latest addition to Ireland’s
already worthy innovations in the strug-
gle against the British State.
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Factory occupations, lockouts. guer-
rilla strikes, general strikes. barricades
and riots: a minority government in-
ternally divided and apparently unable
to find parliamentary allies; bombings,
plots and financial scandals: even
from the press’s meagre, ill-informed
and trivialised reporting of Italy. its
image stands in dramatic contrast to
the rest of capitalist Europe. But how
are we to distinguish fundamental
contradictions from ephemeral pheno-
mena’

THE RULING CLASS: CANIT GO
ON IN THE OLD WAY MUCH LON-
GER?

The fundamental problems which confront
the Italian ruling class are not hard to iden-
tify—indeed they could not be missed. Some,
such as those represented by the South and
the Vatican, are specifically Italian. The ex-
ploited and decaying South and Islands may
have provided the limitless supply of cheap
labour which made the “economic miracle”
of the fifties and early sixties possible; but
advanced capitalism requires an expanding
domestic market, and certainly cannot in the
long run flourish with 40% of the national
population and S0% of the national territory
constituting a huge “underdeveloped” area.
Again, the immense economic and political/
ideological power of the Vatican is by no
means an unmixed blessing; though it may
have played a vital role in maintaining the
Christian Democrats in power. For it in fact
constitutes a major obstacle to the solution
of a number of fundamental problems: most
notably, the archaic socioeconomic struc-
tures of the South which modern capitalism
must tear down are also a principal bastion
of the Vatican’s power.

Other major contradictions confronting
the Italian ruling class are not unique to
Italy —though their combination of course is.
Like Japan, Italy has a state apparatus,
police, bureaucracy and legal system whose
structure and whose personnel were largely
formed under fascism. The disadvantages of
this are obvious—a grossly inflated and ab-
surdly mefiicient bureaucracy, massive cor-
ruption (just in the last couple of years pub-
lic figures involved in major financial scan-
dals have included the mayor of Rome,
the mayor of Palermo, one cardinal, two
munisters, the chairman of the atomic energy
anachronistig -

operdive o
higher incomes, ete. Like France during the
Fourth Republic, Italy now has a permanent
governmental crisis, and the fear of a “Gaul-
list™" solution is naturally a constant preoccu-
pation of the left. Like France again, Italy
has a huge communist party—in membership
indeed some five times the size of the French-
one: moreover, unlike the PCF, the PCI has
shown itself ready and able, within certain
limits, to move with, encourage and coordi-
nate working class militancy. Finally, like
all capitalist countries, Italy needs to expand
its national economy and its industrial base;
vet since the mid-sixties capital investment
has been prossly inadequate, and the result
has been failure 10 run the economy at full
capacity . Government policy has consisted
ol 4 series of timid deflationary measures. In
f o situation, Italian capitalism needs des-
ilely to control wages tightly, and the
dustrial conflicts of the autumn of 1969

nust be seen in this context.

CHRISTIAN DEMOCRATS

How capable is the Italian ruling class of
tinding solutions to these problems—prob-
lems which are not simply external but
which invest and structure that ruling class
itself? Before any answer can be even at-
tempted to this question. we must look at
the main political instrument of bourgeois
power in post-war Italy—the Christian Dem-
ocrat Party (DC). Since the break-up in
1946, at the start of the cold war, of the co-
alition which had been forged in the war-
time resistance to fascism, the Christian
Democrats have been continuously in power.
They have governed with a series of allies, at
first mainly on its right, and more recently
on its left—the so-called “centre-left” for-
mula. In this latter phase (since 1963) it has
had the support of Italian social-democracy—
comprising the growing Social Democratic
party of Saragat and the declining rump Soc-
ialist party of Nenni. These two parties divi-
ded in 1947 on the issue of communism, re-
urited in 1967 and re-divided in 1969.

The DC is an inter-class formation: not
merely in the sense that like the British con-
servative party it has a large slice of the wor-
king-class vote, but in a more structured
way. Most notably, the second in strength of
the three trade-union federations (CISL).

PCI

DREAM OF
POWER

stretches right across the sceial and political
spectrum via urban petty bourgeoisie and
peasants, via the central bloc of the big bour-
geoisie itself, to the landowners and political
bosses of the South, though sections of big
bourgeoisie support the Liberal party on the
right and the Social Democratic party on the
“left”. The weight of the Vatican in cemen-
ting and swaying this bloc of forces needs no
emphasising. Is this organisation capable of
effecting the transformations which are
needed by Italian capitalism? It is difficult
to believe so.

NEW BLOC

Yet what should we conclude from this? The
most popular conclusion is that a new bloc
will have to be formed. In concrete terms,
this means the eventual inclusion of the PCI,
which takes 26% of the national vote, in a
“new majority” coalition. Such a prospect is
certainly invoked explicitly enough by the
“modern” wing of Italian capitalism and of
the DC, is hinted at by certain Vatican
sources, and is fervently believed in by
important, and probably dominant, sections
of the FCI leadership. Moreover there is a
superficial plausibility in it. FIAT, the Vati-
can, and the Moro wing of the DC with its
trade-union left, might seem strong enough
forces to form a new bloc with an “integra-
ted” PCI and the social democrats, and to
shed the Christian Democrat right=the reac-
tionary Southern bosses and landowners,
and those sections of small capital, of the
petty bourgeoisie and of the traditional intel-
lectuals (Southern priests and lawyers,
bureaucrats, etc.) who were not prepared to
follow. Then the way would be open for a
solution to all the fundamental problems
enumerated above,

A PIPE-DREAM

pipe-dream, or rather it isa myth- _
a very precise function. The fact is that on
closer inspection, the “modern™ forces have
very little substance. FIAT has been the fore-
most proponent for a decade and a half of
company unionism and iren fist policy
against strikes. The Vatican, by all evidence,
is a thoroughly conservative concern, and it
is hard to take “modern™ hints as anything
other than its customary bet-hedging. Is it
seriously possible to believe that an organisa-
tion unable to come to terms with the Pill
can do so with Communism? The Moro
group has been ousted from any serious posi-
tions of power within the Christian Demio-
cratic party. But these are only minor con-
siderations. More importantly, it is necessary
to be quite clear that it is sheer idealism to
reduce bourgeois politics to the rational
interests of “capitalism” in the abstract. The
process whereby economic factors are ulri-
mately determinant is a very complex one,
in which in specific conjunctures the domi-
nant factors may well be themselves politi-
cal, social, or ideological. The Tact is that the
Christian Democrat party, despite its inter-
nal contradictions, has been the most suc-
cessful bourgeois party in the world since
the war. Quite unchallenged in power, it is
comfortably the largest party (half as large
again as the PCI even after its reduced vote
at the last general elections). It stands in the
centre of a wide spectrum of potential allies,
and whereas during the fifties it was con-
fronted with a communist/socialist front
commanding 40% of the electorate, it now
has against it fewer than 30% (the combined
forces of the PCI and the little PSTUP which
can to all intents and purposes be considered
an appendage of the PCI). Moreover, in Italy
more than in any other advanced capitalist
country, anti-communism has been the
cement of the social order, Crucially impor-
tant as anti-communism has been, and is. in’
both the United States and West Germany,
the absence of large communist parties has
meant that it does not have the same abso-
lutely fundamental function in the domestic
politics of those two countries that it has

in [taly. If the PCI was brought into a coali-
tion, the DC would lose both the inter-class
unity and the ideological cement which have

tac "n!__ ta unson \x:hm:nm‘m on thr_nzti.ma] scale,

port consistently over the last twenty-five
years while its membership has declined and
its allies have been detached from it.

The real function of the “modern solu-
tion " is as @ myth to ensure that the PCI re-
mains within the system. So long as the PCI
leaders have their eyes firmly fixed on the
possibilities of participation in a coalition
government, there is little danger that they
will endanger such possibilities by extra-par-
liamentary adventures. Of course, this is an
over-simplification, since the myth is genu-
ineiy believed by many of its proponents,
and is not simply manipulated as the way I
have presented it might suggest. But it func-
tions as a myth whatever the intentions be-
hind it.

THE EXPLOITED CLASSES: WILL
THEY BE PREPARED TO GO ON IN
THE OLD WAY MUCH LONGER?
The expanding industrial working class, fol-
lowed by numerous other categories of em-
ployees, has shown itself decreasingly willing
in the last couple of years to accept the logic
of the bosses. The three trade-unions federa-
tions have achieved a remarkable degree of
unity, after years of mutual hostility fos-
tered by every device of the ruling class; but
the national wage campaigns and massive
general strikes of the autumn of 1969 should
be seen against the backdrop of two years of
escalating working-class militancy in almost
every sector. Significantly this militancy has
expressed itself not simply in terms of wage
demands—though these are of course crucial
—but also in the growth, at first largely spon-
taneous and subsequently fostered by the
PCI, of new forms of factory organisation,
notably general assemblies of all workers in
each factory. The picture has been one of
working-class militancy preceding trade-

the part of the union leaders—in particulas
the communists and the left catholics. For
instance, high wage demands first put for-
ward by small anarcho-syndicalist groups
such as Potere Operaio were subsequently
adopted by the unions and fought for suc-
cessfully in recent strikes. Naturally, one can
be certain that this policy of militancy and
sensitivity to the masses followed at present
by the unions has its very definite limits. It
is an industrial policy, avoiding any direct
political dimension. It would be quite wrong
to see the present situation as one of irresis-
tible and irreversible pre-revolutionary up-
surge on the part of a united working class.
It is perfectly possible that the movement
may be braked, at least temporarily, by wage
increases in key sectors, and t\ie French ex-
perience after May shows how easy is is for
the capitalists to recoup these by price in-
creases etc. Perhaps the mos! important of
all, it seems only too likely that if the dan-
ger of a rightist solution of some kind be-
comes a real possibility in the minds of the
communist and left catholic leaders they will
reverse their present policy and bend every
effort to brake the movement. Perhaps there
are already signs of this in the wake of the
recent bombings in Milan and Rome, though
it is still too early to prophesy the effects of
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these. In short, the combativity shown in
recent months both by peasants in the South
and by the working class in the North is an
important and encouraging sign that the long
period of discouragement and disunity is at
least for the moment at an end: but it should
not be made out to be more than that. What
one may legitimately believe is that both the
new-found militancy, and the experience of
new forms of organisation and of united ac-
tion by communist and catholic workers,
will have their own dynamic, and that any
attempt to reverse the trend will be hazar-
dous.
REVOLUTIONARY FORCES
The Italian left is of course dominated by the
the huge communist party. What kind of a
party is it? This is not the place to attempt a
characterisation of the parties formed by the
Third International, but at least it can be
suggested that the PCI is a complex organisa-
tion, neither characterisable simply as “‘refor-
mist” nor certainly as “revolutionary”.
Widely quoted as now threatening the entire
stability of Italian political life by its recent
gains in electoral strength, its membership
has in fact declined steadily from over 2
million in 1949-56 to a million and a half in
1968, its youth organisation has dropped
from a 1951 peak of 460,000 to 125,000 in
1968, 80% of its members are over 30, its
membership in the industrial triangle* has=
dropped proportionally to total membership
from 31% in 1946 to 21% in 1968 (despite
the huge increase in the working-class popu-_
lation of that area). The drop in its member--
shup in the big cities has been greater than
the average drop throughout the country, its
working-class membership has dropped by
over a quarter from 856,000 in 1954 to
617,000 in 1968 despite a big increase in the
size of the working class during that period.
Perhaps most striking of all, PCI mem-
bership in both Milan and ‘1 urin—the key
working-class cities of Italy—has been halved
since 1956. What do these figures signify?
They should not be over-dramatised. Mem-
bership has never meant a very high level of
active commitment—at least since the end of
the war. The party still indoubtedly has the
vast majority ol the most militant and politi-
cally conscious workers; its political and cul-
tural presence in the country as a whole was
almost certainly greater in the sixties than it
had been in the fifties, and its strength is of
course far more real in the present confext
of government crisis and working-class mili-
tancy than it was—despite its “socialist”
allies— in the doldrums of the fifties, when
Christian Democrat hegemony appeared un-
assailable and unemployment and the flood
of cheap labour from the South drained the
industrial power of the organised workers

gel onp
mentary activity has been accompanied by a
massive neglect of organisation in the fac-
tories, which has only begun to be fully ap-
preciated in the last couple of years. At the
last party congress, blessing was conferred
on the factory assemblies which have begun
to spring up, but the partv’s industrial strat-
egy is guided by a constant preoccupation
on the one hand with maintaining a “‘respon-
sible” national image, and on the other with
preserving its continuing alliance with the
Nenni social-democrats inside the CGIL.
Moreover, it is important to stress the defici-
encies of the party’s implantation of even a
general idea of what the socialist revolution
might mean in an advanced capitalist coun-
try; for years its central themes have been on
the one hand the defence of democracy and
the full implementation of the republican,
post-fascist constitution, and on the other
identification with the Soviet Union. The
birds came home to roost with a vengeance
in this latter respect when an estimated third
of the party’s membership dissented from
the leadership’s condemnation of the Rus-
sian invasion of Czechoslovakia—a third
which largely coincided with the party’s
working-class base. (A curious coda to this




episode was the line followed by the small
PSIUP; its leadership, normally impeccably
faithful in their tailing of the PCI leaders,
opportunistically adopted a more “pro-
Soviet™ position on Czechoslovakia in the
hope of wooing discontented communist
militants)

Two further episodes must be men-
tioned in any attempt to characterise the
present PCI. Firstly, its relations with
the student movement. After May 1968,
Longo, the party secretary, (who himself
had ap ultra-left past when he led the vouth
organisation between 1927 and 1969; he was
already campaigning for what was later to
become the line of the Third Period, in
opposition to the Bukharinist leadership of
Togliatti and Tasca in those years) arranged
a meeting with a number of prominent stu-
dent militants from revolutionary groups to
the left of the PCI, and after a long discus-
sion inaugurated a new “open” policy to-
wards the far left in the student sector. How-
ever the practical effects of this directive are
hard to assess, since the student movement
declined sharply in 1969 and the far-left
groups fragmented prodigiously.

IL MANIFESTO

The second, and more important episode is
the “Manifesto™ affair. After Togliatti’s
death, there was a swing to the right of the
PCT’s centre of gravity, and a number of left-
ists in important positions in the party appa-
ratus and press were pushed out and were
subsequently unable to develop any consis-
tent alternative to the official strategy in the
party press. This, however, they regarded
quite correctly as absolutely indispensable in
the present conjuncture. In the past, two
more or less coherent strategies had been re-
spectively articulated by the party’s “right”

and “left™. On the one hand Amendola was
arguing for a labour alliance of communists
and social-democrats as an electoral alterna-
tive to the DC. On the other Ingrao was cal-
ling for a strategy aimed at detaching the
catholic working class from the DC. With the
recent fragmentation of social-democracy—
not merely have the followers of Nenni and
of Saragat re-divided, but each sub-party is
itself riven with dissension—Amendola has
made himself the standard-bearer of what in
reality would amount to an eventual “grand
coalition” of PCI and DC—with presumably
social-democracy thrown in for good meas-
ure. The traditional Ingrao “left™ has been
absorbed into a “centre” which on the one
hand seems to have accepted the Amendola
perspectives for a new coalition, but which
at the same time is following an industrial
strategy which fairly closely corresponds to
the old Ingrao conception of uniting with
the catholic workers. This situation com-
prises the background to the decision of a
group of intellectuals from the left of the
party who had been effectively silenced after
Togliatti’s death to found their own journal
11 Manifesto—despite party disapproval. The
group includes Central Committee members

Aldo Natoli, Rossana Rossanda and Luigi
Pintor, and the most original Marxist theor-
ist in the party, Lucio Magri. The signifi-
cance of this enterprise became clear when
the first issues of the journal revealed that
the group was producing a coherent and
powerful alternative to official party posi-
tions on a number of key issues. Not only
did they attack the policy of waiting hope-
fully to be allowed to participate in a subor-
dinate capacity in some new coalition, and
call for a strategy for socialism, based on
mass struggle ; they also published serious

analyses on the structure of the PCl it-

self, favourable material on the Cultural
Revolution, and wrote an editorial on
Czechoslovakia which stated that the
existing order in the European socialist
countries could not be renovated but must
be replaced. Such unorthodox views earned
them expulsion from the party. Many com-
mentators have expressed surprise at this
decision—the more naive that the “liberal”
PCI should do such a thing, the more cyni-
cal that they should do it now, of all times,
when they need a democratic image to reas-
sure the bourgeoisie that they would be
acceptable partners. But in reality, of course,
the PCI has not permitted freedom of ex-
pression for Marxists since 1926, and the
bourgeoisie—despite the rhetoric—could not
care less about the internal regime of the
PCI, any more than United States imperial-
ism could care less about the internal regime
of its Soviet partner in peaceful coexistence
(or for that matter than the Kremlin could
care less about the internal regime of the
United States).

Aside from the PCI, the Italian left pre-
sents a dismal picture of incoherence and
disarray—to which can be added severe re-
pression since the recent bomb attacks. The
state of the revolutionary groups alone
should temper the illusions of those who see
the revolution around the corner in Italy.
Before the student movement of 1967-8, the
Italian far left was broadly speaking sponta-
neist and ouvrierist, and the miin internatio-
nal marxist currents outside Moscow-orien-
tated communism, Maoism and Trotskyism,
had little presence. During the student up-
surge, which in Italy was an extended one,
the Cultural Revolution made a bigger im-
pact than in any other of the European ad-
vanced capitalist countries, and a vigorous
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~ list countries, and on the other a vigorous

Trotskyist youth movement, Falce e Mar-
tello, emerged. In the past year the picture
has completely changed. The spontaneist
groups have returned to the forefront in the
recent industrial militancy, and devoted as
they are, their mish-mash of vulgar anti-
Leninism and crude ouvrierism hardly fits
them for the role of political vanguard. The
countless “Maoist™ groups, far from apply -
ing any positive lessons either from Mao’s
own example or from the Cultural Revolu-
tion, have degenerated into a delirious cult
of Stalin. To complete the picture, Falce e
Martello has disappeared and its former lea-
ders are now leading one of these “Maoist”
groups, the Unione, abject Stalin-worship-
pers, who are renowned for making their
members marry if they live together, so as
not to offend the workers’ sense of morality!

In conclusion, one can say the following.
The ruling class does have a series of funda-
mental problems which it is hard to see it
being able to solve in the immediate future,
but there will always be a way out for it in
the absence of any real revolutionary chal-
lenge.

The working class has recently achieved a
very high degree of militancy and unity,
which is bound to alter the coordinates of
the political situation to some extent; but it
would be wrong to present its temper as
revolutionary. ==

As for the forces of the left, itﬁ?ﬁ‘
that there is no existing organisation on the
Italian left which could even potentially be-
come a revolutionary vanguard, so that the
PCI retains its absolutely dominant position.
The future of the Manifesto group, now out-
side the party, is unclear. Without a revolu-
tionary party, talk of imminent collapse of
the bourgeois order in Italy is quite illusory.
Quintin Hoare
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''M A MARXIST , BUT SOME OF MY COMRADES
HAVENT COME THAT FAR YET®

On September Ist, a group of young army offi-
cers overthrew the archaic and oppressive
regime of King Idris of Libya. In its place they
established a Revolutionary Command Council
(RCC) which has already irked Britain and the
United States by taking steps to remove the
huge US base near Tripoii The following inter-
view with @ member of the RCC was made by
Ania Francos, a French journalist for the mags-
zine Le Front

Lieutenant-Colonel El Mokadem, who must
have been a captain or a lieutenant before the
coup, waited for me at the door. Smali, thin, he
is twenty-five, but seems even younger. The
epaulettes of his beige battle-dress bore traces
of the braiding he had torn off. “We don’t want
to become a caste,” he said, “and besides, braid-
ing and medals are ridiculous.”

Extremely shy, with a secret air about him,
speaking Arabic in a soft voice, he refused at
first to answer my questions, put to him in Eng-
lish, which he speaks very well.

“My story is the same as that of all my com-
rades. We all were at high school, coming in
general from poor peasant families, though
some of us were children from bourgeois back-
grounds. We understood the misery of the peo-
ple, the corruption of our leaders, the foreign
occupation (of the Italian colonialists) ... In
1948 we were children, but it seems as though
we ourselves lived the occupation of Palestine
by the Israelis. Finally, at the beginning of sec-
ondary school, some of us decided to build a
Revolutionary committee. We did form it,
about eight years ago. We understood that in
our country, where there is no revolutionary
party, the only way of taking power is to con-
trol the Army. So many of us, after the end of
high school, entered military academies in
Libya and Europe, or even directly into the
Army. In 1964 we reorganised our movement
and formed an exclusively military central com-
mittee. Its first meeting took place at Tol-
meitha, on a beach near Tripoli. But we have
never been very numerous. We didn’t have con-
fidence.”

It is said in Tripoli that the young officers
struck on September 1 to pull the rug from un-
der other groups of superior officers who were
themselves planning coups—some in support of
the Iraqi Baath party, others in the pay of
Anglo-American economic interests. I asked El
Mokadem if this was true. He smiled, and de-
clared, “No one other than us, the young peo-
ple, could have pulled off a real revolution. This
wasn’t a putsch, you know. We succeeded be-
cause we were out to make a revolution.”

mand Council, on the first day of the coup,
made a mistake and said on the radio, “*Unity,
Socialism, Liberty ™", which is the triple-threat
slogan of the Baathists. (The Baathist party is
the ruling party in Iraq and Syria, and incorpor-
ates both Socialist and Islamic elements.) |
asked El Mokadem whether the “mastake™
meant that the great curreats which presently
divide the Arab world politically (Nasserism,
Baathism, Arab nationalism, and Marxism) are
reflected in the Council of the Revolution?

“If you want to put it that way,” said the
officer. “But in terms of influencing us, not
really. You've said yourself, we’re for unity,
socialism and liberty, for Palestine and for the
Arab Nation. However you order the words, we
we're all, primarily, nationalists. So we don’t
want the Council of Libya to become a closed
battlefield for quarrels between these different
movements.”

“But what does Arab unity mean to you
exactly?”

His answer came like a cry from his heart:
“The Unity of all Arabs from the Persian Gulf
to the Atlantic Ocean.”

“Meaning unity with Faisal (the feudal king
of Saudi Arabia) and with Hassan (the bour-
geois dictator of Morocco), plus Nasser, Algeria,
and you?”

“Ah, no,” he said. “Unity of the progressives
only.”
“Well, then, the whole world won’t be uni-

fied tomorrow!”

He laughs. “Not tomorrow, that’s right, but
revolutions sometimes happen when you’re not
expecting them.”

I had noticed in almost every conversation [
heard in Libya a sort of hostility to the idea of
the Great Maghreb (the union of North African
countries bordering the western deserts, includ-
ing the Sahara. So I asked whether the Libyans
felt closer to Egypt than to Algeria.

He moved his head as though I were touch-
ing upon a delicate subject. “We're very close to
revolutionary Algeria, but we feel that the prob-
lems of the Arabs of the Middle East are our
problems. For us, the construction of the Great
Maghreb is not a very practical business. We are
for the unity of the entire Arab nation. That's
the only important thing. But if the unity of the
the Maghreb is a stage'on the road toward the
unity of the Arab nation, then we’re for it.”
And he adds, “You know, the unity of the
Arab nation is not a reactionary slogan. Even
for the rest of the world, it’s important that
the Arab world be unified.”

“There never used to be anv pelitical parties

ALIBYANGENERA

strictly Libyan, coming out of the revolution.

Others want a front, still others want us to join

one of the big parties of the Middle East.”

1 asked him if he thought there exists in the
Arab world today a party in power capable of
leading the ‘r:‘ss;s‘t‘can amhen;ic socialism.

“But 10 ml ingustice . foreign oppres-
sion, that’s already a lot.”

“Is it sufficient in 19697" -
“But what drives the masses to make the
revolution, if not misery, injustice and corrup-

tion?”

| asked him whether he really believed in
class struggle.

“As for me, I'm a Marxist, but some of my
comrades haven’t come that far yet. Neverthe-
less, they re patriots and revolutionaries.”

For the Libyans, Palestine “Lost™ is still an
open wound. But in their speeches, they speak
less about the resistance of the Palestinian peo-
ple than of the necessity of unifying the Arab
armies for the next battle against Israel.

“We think,” he says, “that the resistance will
not win without the Arab armies, and vice-

I was astonished. Hadn’t the defeat of '67
taught them anything about classical Arab
armies?

He answered me with such a passion, that I
understood the frustration of these officers
when in "67 they were arrested by the king for
having tried to go to the front. “But we weren’t
surprised in *67 when we couldn’t get across to
the battlefield. Israel had a real technological
advantage over the Arabs; the West had given
them arms, information, everything. We had to
unify ourselves, acquire modern armaments,
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armies, but you also need mod,;’:arm. We |
wanted them.”

But if the liberation of ino- —
centre of their preoccupations, economic pt'ob- :
lemns are not less important. “We must give back
to our who are used to corruption, a
sense of working the land, a pleasure in it. We
have to irrigate the desert, modernise agricul-
ture: and what to do about 0il? Of course, the
ideal, for the people, would be to nationalise it.
because it belongs to them, But can we today?"

We talk about Wheelus Field, the huge US
military base, “Today, foreign bases aren’t the
problem. We're here, after all, and we can ex-
pect to control what goes on. They can never
be the starting point for carrying out aggression
against us.”

Reference is often made to giving youth an
“Islamic morality™. Did El Mokadem believe in
Islamic socialism?

His eyes fold with irony. “Islamic socialism?
Me, I don’t believe in it. But I'm sure that some
of my comrades do. But you shouldn’t take a
term like that too literally. Nothing that we say
really has anything to do with religion. But our
people are not very politicised yet; and they are
Believers. Look, you have to understand our sit-
uation. We’ve lived for a century in the shame of
of being what we are. We were colonised by the
Italians, by the English, by the Americans, up
to just a month ago. We want our people to re-
discover the pride of what they really are ...”

And what is that?

**Arabs,” he says, getting up and accompany-
ing me to the door.
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In mMarcn 1Yos the mhabitants of My Lai, old
men, women, children, were liquidated by C
Company of the Americal Division’s 11th Infan-
try Brigade. Twenty months later photographs
of the massacre were spread across the pages of
the bourgeois press. It had become a story.

Despite the heroic journalists who had repor-
ted truthfully on Vietnam, despite all the evi-
dence of barbarity and genocide, despite the

efforts of the Bertrand Russell Tribunal, the
papers and television had never carried such a
story before. Yet massacres were known to
have taken place. My Lai itself was known to
the press—Life, Look and Newsweek turned the
“story”’ down in June.

The US Army also knew. GIs had immedi-
ately protested and the Army had received Hae-
berle’s black and white photos as a matter of
course. Yet their informal inquiry, headed by
Colonel Oren K. Henderson, found nothing.
Only a letter from an honest American citizen,
not a peacenik, but 2 man who hated the autho-
ritarian corruption of the US Army, started to
get an inquiry moving; and then only because
Congressman Udall, unlike the President’s
office, decided to check his letter. In April
1969 an inquiry was ordered. Pressure for ac- -
tion was evenly balanced against the interests of
the Pentagon East. On September 5th, only one
day before he was due to leave the Army, and
with it its jurisdiction, twenty-six year old Ist
Lt William Calley Jr was charged with the mur-
der of Vietnamese civilians.

The brief announcement of this fact was not
considered important. For two months, while
all the world knew the Vietnamese were being

—massacred in an atrocity of unparalleled dimen-
sions, the single incident which has come to rep-
resent this remained hidden.

It is a measure of the numbed intelligence of
the left that no one has asked why My Lai
should “suddenly” become news. It is a shame-
ful condemnation that socialists should turn
out appalling moralistic prose to berate US
aggression while at the same time appearing to
begrudge the coverage that My Lai has received,
as if they were jealous of the media for pinching
their story. Unable to grasp the way the press
can be used, the left fails to see how adverse
publicity, at the same time that it is a genuine,
if limited freedom, is an integral part of the
class role of the media under capitalism. The
publicity of My Lai calls both for an analysis of
the nature of the war, and for an understanding
of how the ruling class in the West is now man-
oeuvring to cut its losses.

Capitalism has always enforced genocide. lts
ruthless and rapacious expansion destroys all
cultures and all social organisations which stand
in its ‘bas sacrificed, and will always be

<o mmodity production and the accumulation
of capital. From the slave trade to apartheid,
labour power has been consumed by capital;
while the social forces which threaten to deny
it access to labour power, and to potential mar-
kets, have been amashed. Capitalism respects no
civilisation, not even its own. It distinguishes
between civilians and the military only to treat
its soldiers better than its working men. It exer-
cises no colour bar, it is free from all prejudice:
blacks, browns, vellows, and whites, Catholics,
Buddhists, Jews, and Muslims, capitalism has
slaughtered them all.

George Brown is right! My Lai is not excep-
tional. If we “knock’ the US for one atrocity,
then we will have to attack Britain, France,
Italy, Germany, Japan ... Yes, everyone has
done it. This bitter truth is turned into a fright-
ful lie. It is turned against mankind. Human
“nature” itself is expropriated from the peoples
of the world. Massacres we are told (usually by
those odious valets who accompany and profit
from all imperialist wars: priests), massacres are
tragically human. And then, if that does not ex-
culpate the US, we are also told, and withouta
trace of self contradiction, that, anyway, com-
munisé massacres are worse.

The bourgeoisie have always felt it their
right to exterminate their opponents, and utilise
the latest industrial and technical advances
against the oppressed. From Thier’s use of pet-

rol against the Paris Communards to the napalm
of Kennedy’s helpful advisors; from the annihil-
ation of the Red Indians to that of the citizens
of Hiroshima, from Britain's South African con-
centration camps to those of Germany, no seru-
ples have restrained, no mercies softened, the
expansion of capitalism’s political oppression.
But it is very rare for the bourgeoisie to cele-
brate this essential feature of their civilisation.
On the contrary, they use the crimes that have
been committed in the name of socialism to
wax horrified and prance their hypocrisy before
the working classes of their own countries.
They suppress and distort the news of their
own world-wide class oppression. The proof is
this—that My Lai occurred in March 1968, and
that many massacres like it have taken place.
The ideology of the bourgeoisie turns the world
upside down as they do everything in their
power to convince themselves that violence is
foreign to their system and is threatening im-

_from participating in¢he occupation of Japan.
~ Now we are told that Vietnam is bei -

the present war rouses among the
the whimpering petty bour

only aversion to all use of ar

we must say - capitalist society Is ai

are preserved and then strengthened. The use of’
the Atomic bomb is justified on the grounds
that it saved A merican lives, when, as it has
ben : shown, it was used to prevent the Russians

ted from external aggression, The tale is fami-
liar; but something has changed—My Lai is
there to be seen in the papers of the bourgeos ‘e
themselves.

Why?

The simple answer comes first—the US are
losing. The political question is to know how
they are losing. And how, and this follows, this
opp ~rtunity can be used to inflict upon imperia
alism the greatest possible polii cal defeat.

If these questivs could force us to think
through the specific contradictions within the
world capitalist system at the present moment,
then the anti-war movement would be achieving
a degree of political maturity. As it is, it is ouly
possible to speculate on these questions. A dan-
gerous but vital task—dangerous, because we
could easily get the wrong idea about what is
going on within the US ruling class; vital, be-
cause unless the anti-war movement develops an
understanding of the nature of imperialism, it
will fail to turn rgainst the progenitor of imperi-
alist war—capitalism iteelf —and will become a
means whereby masses of youth and the middle
classes can excuse themselves from its results.

The coverage given to My Lai is an opportu-
nity to start on three tasks: 1. to speculate poli-
tically on the contradictions within the US rul-
ing class, contradictions whicii may have an im-
portant effect on the way the war ends; 2. to
look at the way the press is manipulated as an
independent but subordinate agent of the bour-
geoisie; 3. to glance at the odious ideology of
US/British imperialism.

The Leak

All three start with one question. Where did
the publicity about My Lai come from?

The news that the US Army had acknow-
ledged the massacre at My Lai was leaked by an
inside informant. There is also evidente to sug-
gest that the leak was a deliberate and calculat
ted move to expose the Army to political scru-
tiny.

The story first went to Seymour Hersh, a
freelance reporter who had worked with Eugene
McCarthy. Hersh is known as an independent,
and thorough, liberal journalist who has already
written a book about Chemical and Biological
Warfare and is at present writing one about the
Pentagon. He does not flinch from subjecting

‘bankrole his e

There’s a guy down in Benning who is being
held on a charge of murdering 70 to 75 Vietna-
mese civilians.”” Whether or not Time is right
in quoting those actual words, Hersh’s source
must have had something more. For Hersh was

moDers

speed, He must have beenassured that he was
onto an important story.

In less than two weeks, also according to
Time, the first paper to carry the story, the
Alabama Journal, of all papers, had “received.a
tip”. Then, three days after the Alabama, the
New York Times, the major national able to
orint anti-Army copy, got the copy. My Lai
went to print on November 13th. Hersh, using
the Dispatch News Service, placed it into 35
papers. Again, although it was Washington-
based, the Dispatch News Service had no loyal-
ty to the Army; it had only been in existence
tor a few months and was run by a young and
“leftish’ staff.

The press notice which announced the char-
ges against Calley gave no figures for the mur-
dered. Only an insider, or someone with inside
information, would have known the significance
of the charges. This secret lay dormant for two
months and then turned up in a peripheral
newspaper and with a marginal but vigorous
and independent anti-Army reporter. Neither
relied on the patronage of the military. Their
publicity was followed by a transatlantic blast
from the British press. A press dedicated to the
political leadership of the US but again indepen-
dent of the huge patronage of the Pentagon.

There are three possible sourceswithin the
US ruling class who could have leake¢d the story
and who will profit by its publication. All three
share certain common values: they will sanction
the death of communists provided they can get
away with it; they favour political conirol over
the military; they are now against the war in
Vietnam. These three sections are: the East
Coast Ruling Class, the CIA, and part of the
military itself. Probably the leak came from an
individual or a group who represent a combina-
tion of these interests.

The Military

The military is suffering badly from the col-
lapse of morale and internal discipline. Black
Power is now an independent force in the Army
which has become a training ground for Negro
militents. Desertion is rife, there are now more
than fifty GI anti-war papers being published,
malingering and self-inflicted wounds are nor-
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Force from its huge and useless losses over
North Vietnam. For the Army, every day that
it stays and tries to fight in Vietnam threatens
disintegration, not just in Vietnam where it sim-
ply faces defeat, but in Washington where a de-
feat will turn into a purge of the personnel who
have served the US so badly. The officers who
just managed to get Calley charged show that
there are men within the military itself who
want to end the war before it is too late.

The CIA

Since the bombing of the North, the CIA have
been doubtful about the value of the war, Their
information on the real balance of power in
Vietnam has always been better than the
Army’s. With their world-wide intelligence net-
work they have been able to calculate the glob-
al political losses entailed by the war. (From
Peru to Pakistan, it is to their CIA advisors that
puppet officers first turn to ask that threaten-
ing question: “‘Can the US really be defeated?’)
The hostility of the CIA was sharply exacerba-
ted by General Creighton Abrams, commanding
officer in Vietnam who ordered the arrest of
the leading officers of the Green Berets, the
CIA’s own army. The Green Berets, unlike the
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eactionary christian socialists ,among
oisie , only horror and fright ,

S , to bloodshed , death etc then
‘always has been horror without end

on centralising his command. When the Green
Berets resisted, he arrested and humilitated
their leading officers. The leak of My Lai may
have been the return blow. Not out of spite.
but a calculated risk to ensure that the army
does not make the same strategic mistake again,

The East Coasters

The third possible source is civilian and political
and undoubtedly has allies within the military
Its interests would be followed both by the CIA
as well as by the more intelligent officers, for it
represents the traditional direction of US for-
eign policy.

The secret of US imperialism has been that it
is indirect. Historically, acting under the banner
of “freedom”, it has exploited other imperial
isms (British, Japanese, France, the UN). The
war in Vietnam has bust this. The US has had
to fight it on its own; and indirect control has
wreaked a havoc of conflicting orders, corrup-
tion and incompetence. The tricky and difficult
task of imposing imperialism against the wishes
of the local population (injection of some
stable capital and a puppet ruling class) de
mands centralised political direction over both
the Army and the indigenous people. The US
has failed to manage either. The war in Vietnam
has gone out of its control.

Not that some declassed military colossus
has taken pver. On the contrary, the Army is in
for a drumming, The fact that the troops were
put in on the advice of the military does not
mean that the Pentagon has taken over. What
went wrong was that its advice was militarily
incompetent and that is the mistake which -
must not be repeated. The US ruling class are
not opposed to military victory in Vietnam,
even at the cost of millions of Vietnamese lives.
But they want a victory in Vietnam; and if they
can’t get that, then they want to be able to lose,
like the British, as best they can, controlling
and containing the after-effects. They know,
for example, that they could have had a neutral
Vietnam five years ago, that they could have
engineered an uprising there which would have
been put down to cries of “murder” etc. in the
bourgeois press. The last thing they want, how-
ever, is a defeat of the US forces there. But that
is what has happened. Now the Army must be
disciplined and more tightly controlled.

Having militarily lost the war, powerful US
imperialists have unloosed the story of My Lai
in the interests of imperialism itgelf. How else
can the fact be explained that high ranking poli-
tical and military personnel have struck a blow

It is certainly no accident, nor, as it is easy
to show, is it a result of the fearless search for
truth set in train by the leadirg organs of the
US free press. They are not totally unable to
achieve such a task, but at this moment, on this
issue, they did not succeed in doing so.

Certainly the leak need not have been the re-
sult of a Machiavellian conspiracy. (Although it
is difficult to know what else Washington is
good for.) For it is clear that whereas two years
ago, such a treasonous charge as: “The civilian
inhabitants of My Lai were murdered in cold
blood by GIs acting under the orders of the US
command in Vietnam' would have been dis-
missed out of hand as unthinkable. Now, the
unthinkable has happened. The US has lost the
war, Slowly the hegemony that the military ex-
ercises when the boys are fightine and dying,
crumbled and failed to hold. For the boys were
dying for nothing. Gradually, Congressmen, ser-
vice personnel, Washington public relations
men, began to criticise the war in the most ef-

fectlve way they knew: they stopped support-
ing it. Then General Abrams publicly humilia-
ted the Green Berets. When the boss says it's all
right to take the gloves off ... then the gloves
come off. So even if the leak of My Lai to
Hersh, the funds which were raised for him, and
the encouragement he received, even if these
were not part of a discussed decision, even if,
and this is a less rational and in its way a more
paranoid positioii, they happened unconscious-
ly as part of the war-weariness of the US ruling
class, the strueture of the event remains the
same. What was unthinkable two years ago has
happened; the American bourgeoisie is turning
against the war in Vietnam. But, as always, it is
doing so in its own class interests.

This can be demonstrated immediately and
definitively. If the revelation of My Lai was in
itself an attempt to disclose the real nature of
the war in Vietnam, and if it was so treated by
the press and television, then the nature of the
war the US is fighting there would have been
systematically exposed. Nothing of the sort has
happened. In fact the oprosite has happened.
My Lai has been used to expose the Army, and
at the same time no effort has been spared to
contain it, ideologically and politically, in de-
fence of capitalism—the fundamental cause of
the massacre,

The question of the mass graves at Hue
shows this quite clearly. Without doubt, after
they stormed amd occupied the City of Hue in
February and March 1968, the NLF executed
some of the leadine lackevs and valets who had

was bombed, strafed, shelled and invaded by
the US. Its defenders were napalmed, anti-
personnel bombs were dropped into the heart
of the old citadel. What happened to the dead?
Unlike the barbaric and callous American and
allied troops who leave them piled up on the
roadside, the Vietnamese bury the innocent vic-
tims of the War. The US then dug up the vic:
tims of their own aggression only to shout and
scream about the horrors of communism. All
this is well known. The North Vietnamese and
the NLF had made it known that the mass
graves of Hue were the casualties of the fight-
ing, not of execution. The Black Dwarf repor-
ted this in May 1965. As we say, we accept the
fact that political executions took place, even
though they shrivel to insignificance beside
such US actions as Operation Phoenix. But
there can be no reasonable doubt, to borrow a
phrase from bourgeois justice, that a very great
part of those who were buried in Hue were
killed by US aggression against that city.

However, none of this was to trouble the
press. They repeated and reproduced, like
trained dogs, the vile lies of the US military.
The Times, famed for its independence, repro-
duced a vast pitcure of the bones of the dead
from Hue the very day after it carried the story
of My Lai. There was no doubt about it. Com-
munist massacres, The Times told us, are worse.

Marx had a few words to say about the way
the ideologists of capital protest against the
resistance of their victims: “All this chorus of
calumny, which The Party of Order never fail,
in their orgies of blood, to raise against their
victims, only proves that the bourgeois of our
days considers bimself the legitimate successor
to the baron of old, who thought every weapon
in his own hand fair to use against the plebian,
while in the hands of the plebian a weapon of
any kind constituted in itself a crime.”

Now we have seen a sensational advance on
the barons of old. While Atom bombs, B 52
raids, and defoliation, go uncensored, when the
ordinary soldier on the ground starts to imple-
ment for himself the slaughter and sadism
which is the state policy of imperialism, then
he too is crushed. Imperialism does not shrink
from genocdide but it wants it to proceed auto-
matically under its state control. Thus both the
ordinary Vietnamese and the ordinary GI are
condemned for taking weapons into their own
hands.

This double condemnation suits imperialism

very well. No distinction is drawn between the
neasant fichtine for the rallactiva indanandan s

The response of the British press when the
news of the massacre “became known” demon-
strates how the publicity was used to cool out
the population in preparation for US defeat.
The mass circulation papers all announced that
the war was lost, as if by fate or some human
error. At the same time the news was slanted
to contain any adverse political effects. Three
years ago the Bertrand Russell War Crimes Tri-
bunal set about considering US war crimes. It
was ridiculed and dismissed by the British press
and banned from Britain. No retrospective ack-
nowledgement enlivened the excellent job the
British media did in making My Lai known.
That would have been to admit their class role.
My Lai was seized as an opportunity-to change
line and “speak out’ against the war. At the
same time it was used to speak out for the US
itgelf. Thus, when social democratic rabbit
Harold Wilson praised the free press for its ex-
posure of the atrocity, as he did in the Com-
mons debate, he is talking into President Nix-
ons’s hat.

It was necessary for the papers to publicise
My Lai. It also forced them to attempt a whole
range of miserable excuses. Only one of them
had any effect; that, in the unforgettable words
of Peregrine Worsthorne, chief columnist and
deputy editor of the Sunday Telegraph:

“This is a plea for moral rigour. Atrocities
are shocking. But the choice is not between
atrocities and no atrocities. It is between atro-
cities and atrocities.”

Apparently anti<imperialist atrocities can be
worse either in quantity or quality. The Sunday
Times reproduced the first arzument in its
introduction to Haeberle's colour pictures. It
wrote: “Not that such atrocities are an A meri-
can monopoly. The Viet-Cong have far sur-
passed them.” This is a straightforward lie. No
attempt was made to substantiate it. Nor can it
be excused by progressive journalists on the
grounds that such rubric is necessary to ensure
publication of the photos; which after all are
what is important. For if in staring at these gro-
tesque and gruesome pictures we are told with
all authority that the Vietnamese have done
worse, then the horror and fear of the NLF
(not the Vietcong) grows a hundredfold. The
very atrocities of imperialism are used as propa-
ganda for the bourgeoisie.

The other line of defence is even more sick-
ening; communist atrocities are worse because
theirs are policy. What greater form of self-con-
demnation can be imagined than to excuse
one’s society on the grounds that it does not de-
deliberately massacre people, it just breeds and

_trains men who do so on their own accord with-
out even receiving orders. “If I don’t kill him, |
someone else will, so what’s the difference?”
How many Vietnamese have died to that stupe-
fying thought vaguely echoing through the
drugged mind of a GI7_ - -

It could be argued that conscious genocide, |
the deliberate and responsible decision made in
a specific situation, is better than the US’s
mindless killing of Vietnamese. But this would
condone, if only slightly, the decision to bomb
the North and to defoliate and napalm the
‘South.

Epoch of Atrocities

The fact is that the US does not need to
make atrocities part of its policy. It has always
committed atrocities. The torture and death of
civilians, especially women and children, form
an integral part of capitalism itself. The implac-
able contradiction in capitalism is manifest in
Vietnam. It is the fundamental contradiction
which spells its doom, even though it will only
be overthrown by those who, like the Vietnam-
ese, have learned to read. The West's billion-
dollar war machine, its gigantic productive
force, is used to impose its narrow and restric-
ted relations of production. It will destroy a
nation in the name of freedom for capitalism.

The excuse that formally juridically, the
bourgeois governments are opposed to massa-
cres is a mystification. For they represent an
entire order of society, they implement the
policies of a class whose rule has seen an epoch
of uninterrupted atrocities,

The vicious psychology of capitalism, the
psychology of competitive destruction, is ex-
cused by apologists as an unchangeable aspect
of human nature—they are wrong. It is no
longer necessary. As they retreat to the most
bankrupt and superficial ideology they expose
this to the entire world. The US has publicly
admitted responsibility for the greater part of
the deaths of 300,000 Vietnamese civilians. In
what possible way could this be considered
either natural or an aberration, unless the dyna-
mic structure of the US itself is the cause?

It is argued that the war does not pay, that
the US do not have a rational financial interest
in spending millions of dollars to force Vietnam
into the capitalist world. This misses the point.
Capitalism is not a simple system of rationally
calculated self-interest. It is economism to as-
sume that war is decided on the basis of a single
balance sheet. Capitalism is a political system;
bourgeois rule in the citadels, imperialism and
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EDITOR'S NOTE: The last few months have seen an intensification of the repression against the Black Panthers in the United States and ma
tants have been shot dead by the American police. The killing of Fred Hampton and Mark Clark in Chicago on December 4, 1969 brought the number of slai )
up to twenty-eight, many others have been wounded, and the best known survivors are either in prison or in exile. The Black Dwarf (Vol. 13, No. 8) was the fn‘st to

report on the Panthers for the revolutionary left in Britain. Since then the American ruling class has embarked on a campaign to annihilate the Black Panthers. The

|
' reason for this: the Panthers present a serious potential threat to the social structure. In the words of their leader Huey Newton:
is that the Black people in the country are definitely colonised, and suffer from the colonial plight more than any ethnic group in the country. Perhaps with the excep-

“The Black Panther Party’s position

I tion of the Indian, but surely as much even as the Indian population. We too, realise that the American people in general are colonised. And they’re colonised simply
because they're under a capitalistic society, with a small clique of rulers who are the owners of the means of production in control of decision making. Therefore

that takes the freedom from the American people in general. And they simply work for the enrichment of the ruling class ...

*

While we may disagree with some of the formulations expressed below, we are in no doubt that at this moment it is the duty of all revolutionary socialists to express
their solidarity with the Panthers. We print below a letter from the Black Panther Chairman, Bobby Seale, imprisoned in the United States. Details on Black Panther
solidarity campaign in Britain can be obtained from Scott Anderson, Ruskin College, Oxford.

Thas is Bobby Seale in the San Francisco
Oty il | just arrived back here
oy, Mowemmber 10th, Monday. And
there’s 3 word (o be mid 10 the progres-
wve forces in America, about impenalsm
abtroad, and domestic imperiahsm ( fas
c2sm |} here at home.

It’s correct that many millions of
people 55-60% of the nation or more,
are fed up with this unjust aggressive war
against the Vietnamese people. It’s
understood that the Vietnamese people
wre Dghting for their right to self-determ-
mation, their right to determine their
own destiny in their own land, country,
in their communities. It’s good that pro-
gressive forces (organisations and people)
can come forth and mass and demons-
trate and redress their grievances against
the government for waging such a war
against peophe unjustly, not only in Viet-

= saywhere sive in the world. But

L S. govemment if there is a war gomg
on that they perpetrate and put together
there, it must be understood that they’re
not waging that war for those people’s
right to self-determination, that they're

B waging that war for some inequality and
unjustness against those people. And it's
evident that it is being waged for this
reason on their part because of the fact
that there is no equality and there's no
Justice at home ‘or peopie right here in
America like Black people in particulsr
wr*o \e suffered ....nda racisn and brutal
Xy muzder for 400 years nght heve
in \rrenc: It's evident and it's clear
that if there is genocide in 2 country as
in Germany during World War [1, then
anything that ruling class fascist govern-
ment does outside 1s also unjust and is
also aggression and is also out to deny
and murder and kill people.

What we have to understand is that
right here at home in America we have
$0 oppose imperialism, also. That you

e=nt just fight imperialism, the acts of
;u:'ﬁr;usrr abroad, without understand-
q and r ising community imperial-

here of Elack people, Brown p.le)ople,
l:d people and even to the point of pro-
Sesting students and radicals and progres-
sive peoples here, in America.

Domestic imperialism here at home is
i fact fascism. But what in essence is it?
i think Black people if we go over the
concrete experiences that we’ve had in
America and what’s going on now

inst us we can understand exactly

t it is— to be corralled in wretched
ghertos in America and look up one day
and see numerous policemen occupying
our community, and brutalising us, kil-
ling Brother Linthcombe. m '
young Bobby Hutton. The fact that so
much brutality goes on to the extent
that all the fascist press and all the dema-
gogic politicians say it and the only thing
that the courts put out is that it’s sup-
posedly “justifiable homicide” on the
part of policemen who occupy our com-
munity.

The police state that exists here in
America right now is in fact fascism right
before our eyes. There are numerous ex-

amnmlas AFf tha A linn fdadn aadicibine Meala.

posedly cashing a so-called fictitious
check in a bank here in San Francisco
and was walking out of the m'-h
amongst a cro“-" of people and this
police guard runs out of the !'r:‘-".l: and
re s only walking an d the brother is shot
dead in the mid-section of his back. He’s
dead and klled, Black brothers and
Black people who have experienced and
know these fascist tactics and know of
too many cases and too many situations
where young brothers and Black people
have been gunned down and murdered
by these cops, and it’s becommg more
and more out of hand. It’s becoming out
of hand because in every major city, in
every major metropolis where Black peo-
ple live, police forces have been doubled,
tripled and quadrupled.

Also, the racist courts of America are
justifying the police brutality and mur-

der of Black people and any people. The
I_-—-([.)c--umul-:\ ERPY
: Enrws. g reerT vy are o U

And many Black people locked on and
said, “Look at those White people get-
ting beaten”, because we knew we had
been beaten and brutalised for many-

brutalising, murdering and bashing skulls.

LETTER FROM JAIL

years and still are.

They dragged me into this case. They
put me as one of the defendants there,
and they literally, overtly, fascisticly,
piggishly and racistly denied me my basic
basic constitutional rights. Charles R.
Garry, the most beautiful lawyer in the
world, a revolutionary lawyer, was here
at t‘ur\'-q going through an operation for
his health and couldn't come to the
court. Dr. Goodiett explained it to the
court a month before :J"se court even
convened that Charles would be risking
his life, and I made motion after motion,
request after request, and argued those
requests and those motions on my be-
half in my attempts to defend myself
there and was literally denied (literally
denied) my constitutional rights to be
able to defend myself, after it was clear
that my lawyer wouldn’t be able to be
there to assist me. For a man to stand up

and demand his constitutional rights and
= T lh oourt look. &t him and denies
= o

ple Amencan people know that to deny
people their constitutional rights, their
right to defend themselves, their right to
council, or any constitutional right, is

end police bruta

nothing more than to justify the brutal
tactics, murderous fascist tactics of the
police running rampant in the communi-
ties of America, and in particular the
Black communities of America.

To the Peace Forces, the progressive
forces in America, the protestors those
who know the war in Vietnam is unjust,
those who are going to the streets and
demonstrating, those who think they’re
really, really doing something—what the
they re doing in trying to end the war in
Vietnam is not meaningful at all, yet. It’s
not meaningful at all and will not be-
come meaningful at all if you really want
to stop the war in Vietnam, until you
take some action here in America against
the fascist brutal forces against Blac
people here in America. The very fact
that the North Vietnamese government
has announced that they are willing to
release prisoners of war, for the release
and dropping of all charges and trumped-
up charges again_st the Minister of De-
e e Newton a.n-d mynd.l this

people right here at home Because the
Black Panther Party itself has moved in
this direction from its very inception to
get rid of those fascist forces that corral
This is the kind of action that has to
of the Peace Forces
progressive forces in
America. And until they begin to do that
they will not begin at all to stop imperia-
lism; they will not begin at all to stop
domestic imperialism right here at home.
You must move against domestic imperi-
alism, growing rampant, FASCISM—right
here in America, before you can end the
war in Vietnam or all forms of aggressive
wars like that against other people
abroad. The very fact that Black, Brown,
Red and other peoples in America, and
poor people, even poor White people, are
corralled in wretched ghettos, especially
those people of colour and Black people
whose communities are occupied in the
fashion they are and murdered. No, we
can’t continue to allow ourselves to be
duped with the notion that we’re doing
something good until we learn to smash
imperialism right here at home. Because
to smash imperialism right here at home
is to smash imperialism abroad. Smash-
ing imperialism means taking action, de-
manding that those prisoners of war be
allowed to come home. When you say,
“Bring the G.I.s home”’, bring the G.I1.s
home. And we can bring the prisoners of
war home by demanding that the U.S.
government release political prisoners
here in America. Beginning with Huey
and me, right now in America we will set
a precedence of opposing fascism,
abroad and at home. If that is what the
Vietnamese people want, to release the
political prisoners and people here in
America, then I say that the progressive
forces have to take some action in that
direction; and they will be relating dir-
ectly to smashing imperialism at home
and recognising that this has to be done.
People move. Black brothers and sis-
ters, American people, it’s time that we
moved against fascism at home because



A year ago Black Dwarf declared 1969 the
*Year of the militant woman”".

A lot has happened in 1969. There has been
action by women at work ranging from the lava-
tory attendants who struck against the White
Paper, to the women at Industrial Mouldings
plastic plant in Coventry who secured the same
rate as the men. In jobs like nursing and teach-
ing where women are very numerous, there has
also been an important and determined militan-
cy. Apart from local agitation, the National
Joint Action Campaign for Women’s Equal
Rights organised a demonstration in the sum-
mer which included women from the potteries,
buses, GPO, and engineering.

In the student movement the secondary role
women play was raised at the RSSF conference
in the spring. Since then there has been discus-
sion within all the left socialist groups as well as
the Communist and Labour Parties. Various
women’s liberation and socialist women’s
groups have started, and two papers have ap-
peared, Socialist Womian and the Shrew.

Our weaknesses are apparent: lack of com-
munication, lack of empirical information, lack
of theory and lack of confidence. Our strength
is our willingness to work with one another and
our determination to base any analysis on the
actual situation of women now. For many
women the simple discovery that they were not
alone has been important. It has given us the
confidence to argue and to act without feeling
we were freaks. Here the stand taken by Lil
Bilocca and the fishermen’s wives in Hull, the
sewing machinists’ strike at Ford’s, helped, as
did the news of the women’s liberation move-
ment in America and Germany, and less
directly the impetus from the experience of
Black Power.

EMERGENCE OF DISCONTENT
- Discontent has emerged from very different
situations,

Consequently it reflects different emphases,
different preoccupations, and looks to different
objectives. Working-class women have com-
plained about their pay, about the way jobs are

ded, about lack of training, lack of creche
acilities, about the difficulty of combining
work and housework, about lack of representa-
tion in union positions, about being regarded as
a decoration at conferences. Young educated
middle-class girls, often students or ex-students.
are particularly sensitive about their sexual
situation. They know that contraceptives have
brought them the possibility of enjoying sex
without worrying. But this hasn't really affec-
ted the way they see themselves as people or
the way men see them. Before you were
wrapped up and traded to the highest bidder.
your virginity hopefully intact. Now you’re
“free” to circulate on the open market. The
protective wrapping of your “niceness”, your
“spirituality”, is stripped off. You’re on the
sex nexus. You're still a commodity. For socia-
list women there is a great irony: amidst all the
talk about people controlling their lives, and
counting equally and developing fully, it never
seems to be applied to them. They are begin
ning to demand that it should. Young working-
class girls are in a similar, often more contradic-
tory position. An alternative is less clear to
them but they re asking awkward questions,
“Why is it always naked women on the tube,
why aren’t there naked men?” “The Pope must
be bent. He doesn’t like women, does he? He's
against the Pill.” *T'd like to take boys out in a
car late at night in the rain and push them out
in the road and make them walk home.”
“Every boy in this place is a 1aving sex maniac,
and yet they say they want to marry a virgin.”
There are stirrings too amongst older women

_ who are housewives and don’t work, They feel
the isolation and trivialisation of their livess
They resent their confinement inside. They feel
pushed on one side. They are told that they’re
failures if they can’t adjust. They are complain-
ing about the false choice they are forced to
make between neglecting their children or drop-
ping all the things which they were interested in
before they were married. They see right through
through the hypocrisy which mutters piously
about motherhood and does nothing to make
their lives easier. They are absolutely essential

to the communityr ac nradnsars awed =
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OF THE
MILITANT

WOMAN

definition, recognition and human beingness.
Instinctively women'’s groups stress everyone
speaking, distrust leaders and figures. It’s im-
portant to understand every aspect of the very

different ways all women experience subordina-
tion in capitalism. There’s a tendency to try and

and restrict it to particular groups and parti-
cular areas. Middle-class women are described

as experiencing psychological oppression, work-

ing-class women economic oppression. Discus-
sion of non-economic oppression is seen as di-

versionary. Well, you can’t zone off oppressions

and then stick them mechanically together with
a percentage and say this = exploitation, and
leave it at that. If you do, you'll end up with an
identikit, not a person. You'll find the spheres
ol oppression overlap and interact so much that
you either go round in circles, locating the ori-
gin of one oppression in another, or you'll dis-
entangle them but produce an abstracted clari-
ty which doesn’t express what it feels like.
Both these miss the way particular experiences
merge and particular oppressions reinforce one
another. They ignore the way groups interact
on one another. Young middle-class girls could
be encouraged to look at their own situation
differently by the action of working women. A
group they start could be important in involy-
ing more working women.

COMBINATION OF DISCONTENT

Think how subordinations combine in the situa-
tion of the working-class woman. She suffers
straightforward economic exploitation, she gets
something like half the average wages of men.
She exists in what amcunts to a permanently
underdeveloped section of the working force.
She is a transient, denied training opportunities
and consequently access to skilled work. Both
the reason and justification of this are not sim-
ply that she is a member of the working class,
but that she is a woman. Because she is a
woman her main commitment is seen to be
making a “success” of her family. If the family
breaks up, if the children are difficult, if his
shart cuffs are frayed or the washing-up not
done, she blames herself, other women blame
her, the family blames her, the advertisers, the
sociologists and psychologists and everyone
blames her. There's no way out of the guilt, It’s
consequently very difficult for her to put effort
and responsibility into her work. She’ll go for a
job which isn’t too demanding, which allows
her to think about her other preoccupations.
Undoubtedly the money’s important. The bit
of economic independence is valued as well as
the change. But so much of the work is boring,
the pay so poor, that to think of it as emanci-
patory is starry-eyed. Some work obviously can
be, but most of it, and most of the kind women
do, is just crushing. The two spheres, work and
home, invade each other. There’s the remem-
bering, the sheer practical difficulty of quite lit-
tle things like shopping, collecting children
when you’re on shift-work.

Amidst all this, it’s a very exceptional
woman who takes on the extra job of shop
steward or union work. It’s also a very excep-
tional husband who'll encourage her. Not only
will his comforts suffer. He’ll have to face his
friends. Eyebrows are still raised about wives
who are always nipping off to conferences and
summer schools and meetings, and leaving men
baby-sitting. The man is partly seen as a sucker:
partly felt to be hardly done-by. To stand out
against this pressure, men have to be very con-
vinced and rather brave. There’s still the feeling,
give them an inch, they’ll take a yard. Men still
mutter to one another about giving them a few
kids so you know they’ll stay put.

The individual working woman isn’t just
stuck in these ways. She’s stuck in the Memory
and experiences of her own past and the past of
other women. Dolls, not soldiers, toy hoovers,
not cowboy outfits, little girls can cry but they
can’t get dirty. Little girls do not climb trees,
jump off high walls, fight. They are not allowed
to be a full member of the gang. There is the
whole mystery of menstruation, the bewilder-
ment of puberty, “pull your skirt down”. the
separation of bra’s and make-up. There is still
too the double standard, reputation—easy-old
slag. Remember that factory girl sentenced to
a remand home in Kidderminster last summer

individual working-class woman. She can either
sit like Cinderella taking it all, complaining
masochistically to Buttons from time to time,
and wait for the prince to come and take her
off to a shiny comfortable world. Or she can
dress up like a boy and go off to sea in her
imagination, and pretend she’s a boy. But she’
always be sent off home again to be a woman as
soon as she’s discovered. No one ever heard of
Cinderella organising Buttons into a trade union
union, or undisguised girls capturing and occu-
pying boats. If they did, you can bet there’d be
no prince or pirate king who’d look at them,
Who wants to give up the definite possibility of
princes and pirate kings for unpleasant struggles
of doubtful outcome and no history?

Women are conditioned to leave the external
world to men, to “go helpless”, be suspicious,
and regard all other women as poachers. The
whole conscious world of articulation and orga-
nisation belongs to men. It’s not surprising
women often let themselves be pushed around—
they’re trained to—or don’t stand up for them-
selves—they’re not expected to. It's true there is
an implicit solidarity. But it doesn’t have words
to describe itself, much less concepts to situate
itself. It exists only in particular experiences, it
is flashed between women in a look. It under-
stands pain, humiliation, persecution, menstrua-

PRAISE MARX

AND

Review of Praise Marx and Pass the Ammuni-
tion. Paris Pullman.

e

Review of Praise Marx and Pass the Ammunition.
Praised by the bourgeois “critics” for its sensiti-
vity and wit, Praise Marx and Pass the Ammuni-
tion is an unpolitical and humourless film about
Bloomsbury Marxism. It wants to say some-
thing important about the British Left but is so
ignorant and unsure of its own tone that all it
manages is easy jokes and a kind of sophistica-
tion which just becomes glib when under any
political pressure,

The hero, Dom, is, apparently by some gene-
tic defect, a compulsive revolutionary. Expelled
from the Communist Party aged 15, we find
him in 1968 as the only white member of the
Central Committee of a Third World Revolu-
tionary Party whose aim is to build solidarity
movements with guerrilla struggle. Dom is aiso
writing a book about the modern condition of
the British warking class in tribute to Engels an
and to prove how little has actually changed in
the relationship of classes.

The Party has comical meetings of its leader-
ship, but its only activity is the publication of
revolutionary pamphlets written by Dom, and
the distribution of very ugly posters. These are
sold in a local psychedelic bookshop, disguised
for the day as a proletarian headquarters.

As a result of the May events, Dom becomes
(surprise, surprise) convinced that the Party
should turn towards the working class. He
somehow arranges meetings with various ill-at-
ease convenors and stewards and attempts to
persuade them to start a general strike. He's
seen lecturing an obedient class of dockers: he
buys a Ford convenor a cuppa, he plays docile
bar football with an Irish building militant.
Suddenly and inexplicably, the Party has cells
in 100 factories and has recruited the entire
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tion, abortion, being hit, ridiculed, the subject
of dirty jokes and dirty postcards and dirty
actions. It has its own strength, its own tough-
ness and its own code. “They’re all the same”,
“just like children”, “they don’t half go on™,
“they’re like that” or simply “Men!” Behind
the stock phrases there’s the feeling “If we eve,
had a chance”, an affirmation of ability, worth
importance. But the feeling is always accompa-
nied with a shrug. What’s the point of fighting?
Whoever heard of winning? It’s loaded in their
favour. You just lose what you've got now—
cling on to it. It’s always been this way. It’s jus
being a woman.

GENERALISATION OF DISCONTENT

That’s why Lil Bilocea’s so important, and Ros:
Boland and Kath Fincham and Daisy Nolan and
all the women you never hear about, They
break through all the hopelessness, all the fatal-
ity, the resignation, the passivity. They make
possibilities. Not only is their situation and ac-
tion generalisable to all women; it can be exten-
ded to all men. We are all entrapped in these
interconnecting oppressions. We are all separa-
ted and afraid. We are all unable to be fully our
selves, to act consciously and creatively in the
world. We are all passive victims. We are all
devourers,

Sheila Rowbotham

PASS

THECHEQUE
BOOK

to echo Lenin’s arrival at the Finland Station,

Dom is sprung from the trial and joins his com-
rades at Euston Statiorrtﬁ"jﬁﬁﬁﬁm
forthcoming Liverpudlian Revolution,

Dom is sent up a lot of the time. When he
comes back wounded from the May Events in
Paris, he’s ohly shut his head in a door. His
series of glistening rich birds show his tlesh
weak, his reliance on irrelevant Marxist quotes
shows his mind unwilling to listen. He lives in
growing luxury with many phones, records and
brightly coloured hardware ... presumably not
acquired by the sale of pamphlets alone. No
duplicators, heaps of Financial Times’s, unsold
newspapers and unwashed teacups. His politics
appear to be those of a 1 5-year-old Maoist ...
nothing wrong with that unless you are billed as
a 27-year-old Trot. He sprays bits of Marx indis-
criminately across any political enquiry. He
seems incapable of personal relationship (the
film-makers apparently believe, like certain mili-
tants, that personal nastiness is the same as poli-
tical hardness). When in a crisis (he needs to
torture a spy) his Home Counties girl has to
take a taxi to Harrods to get a torture machine,

Across this narrative of 1968 come two pas-
sable documentary inserts in a drab black and
white, One details statistical evidence which
shows how little our ruling class has given away.
Against a succession of photos of the world of
those who work for a living, their home,
schools and jobs, the sweat and the muscle and
pain behind those easy words like “exploita-
tion”, *“repression” and “class-struggle”, The
second of the inserts concentrates on the physi-
cal scars left by capitalism on the bodies of
those who work for it; the neck snapping, back
breaking, flesh grinding which is the daily medi-
cal sacrifice to British business.

To be most charitable one might assume that
the film was supposed to be critical of the Bri-
tish Left. But to make such a film honestly
would require some real knowledge. Not just a
familiarity with cliche and an acquaintance
with Marxist celebrities gained in Hampstead
parlours. The first plays of David Mercer dealt
with the politics of the Communist Party and
Committee of 100 in a way that was itself in-
volved, even scarred by the British Left, The
TV plays by the Kestrel Group, especially those
written by Jim Allen, commence from an
understanding of working class life and of what
it is that makes men political. Even the less poli-
tical French film, The War is Over, about a
revolutionary courier to Spain and his growing
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MADNESS

'UNDER

i

CAPITALISM

A few weeks ago | heard R. D. Laing discussing
his views on Schizophrenia with a group of Mar-
xists in North London. He told us about a clas-
sic case of madness involving a German judge
galled Scherer, who suddenly decided that he
was turning into a woman, and that he had a
direct link-up with God through his nerves.
Laing told us Freud’s interpretation of this
case, which was a variation on the Oedipal
theme—Scherer, Freud thought, was a sup-
pressed homosexual who wanted to be fucked
By his father. Then Laing gave us his own view
of the Scherer case—an interpretation which he
believed was a Marxist one. Having done re-
search into Scherer’s restrictive and brutal up-
Bringing, Laing had come to the conclusion that
Scherer’s “madness” was in fact a breakdown
of his conditioning by bourgeois society. 1f
Scherer was “mad’” at all, it was when he was

ormal, when he was carrying on the ludicrous-
By strict and puritanical traditions of his family.
$8s so-called Schizophrenia was a step forward.
It could be regarded as progressive, becapse it
was a breaking down of the conditioning he
had received as a child. It was, in fact, a valid
gxperience—just as valid as Scherer’s “normal”
ife as a German judge.

Laing left us with two important problems.
First: is there really such a thing as Schizo-
phrenia?- is anyone entitled to say that people
feading “normal’ bourgeois existences are any
Jess “Schizophrenic” than the people in mental
hospitals? Second: have Marxists paid enough
attention to this whole area of psychology?
Have they really examined the all-important
guestion of how the values of our society are
passed on to the individual, and how they can
be broken down in later life? In particular, have
they thought about the way in which the fami-
by plays a mediating role between capitalist
society as a whole and the individual growing
child? An off-shoot of this problem might be
the question: how many Marxists bring up their
children as miniature capitalists even though
they are sincerely and energetically fighting
against capitalism outside their homes?

Like most other people at this meeting, I left
feeling fairly confused. I just wasn’t used to
dealing with these kinds of problems “as a Mar-
xist””. Nor did I have any direct experience of
insanity to base my views on.

Then, a few days ago, a friend of mine went
dramatically mad. Her boy-friend Peter came
round to see me on a Sunday, looking very
worried. He told me that Ann had decided that
the son she had borne four weeks before was
the reincarnation of Jesus Christ. A few minute
utes later, Ann herself came running along the
road with her carry-cot. She burst in, saying:

] had to come and show you! Isn’t it fan-
tastic! You know, don’t you! It’s fantastic!
John, I didn’t know, I never realised. I didn’t
want this, I didn’t know!”

Some of the time she was very frightened,
and burst into howls of anguish. Other times
she was beside herself with joy, and was equally
noisy about it. She was like somebody on a
very violent LSD trip, except that she organised
everything that happened to her so that it
would fit into this theory about her baby being
JC. The feeling we all had—particularly my
wife, who could relate it to her own experi-
ences of childbirth—was that Ann was so over-
come by the real, miraculous implications of
having produced a baby that the only way she
could cope with them was to transform them
into this highly appropriate myth.

Two other things struck me. One was that
she desperately needed our support and help.
She definitely didn’t want to be alone with this
thing, she was too scared by it. The other was
that part of her psychosis involved an ugly and
dangerous revenge idea. She was the instrument
of God’s justice, and she was going to pay back
the people “who had tried to kill the baby™ at
the hospital.

So what was needed at that moment was an
immense amount of reassurance and warmth
from us, to calm her down and bring out the
love side of her experience instead of the para-
noid side. This we proceeded to give as best we
could, and by the evening she was much more
calm and happy—but as deluded as ever. The
next morning was the same, and we began to
prepare her to go and see her psychiatrist as
soon as possible. But now we encountered two
related problems. The first was that though she
was completely zonked out of her head, she
was as mtelligent as she had always been, and
rather more sensitive. She had an uncanny
knack of seeing through all our attempts to
reason with her and persuade her to cooperate

DWARF
LETTERS

X-MAS

At last the Dwarf has carried a new revolution-
ary article! But the last sentence of “The Dialec-
tics of Christmas”, which says that despite
everything we should still enjoy that festival,
gives the game away.

In his opening section Fred Halliday shows
that Christmas was not originally Christian,
though, even under Christianity, it was once a
time for a popular saturnalia. The modern
Christmas has nothing of that. It is a nineteenth-
century bourgeois festival, a vile and claustro-
phobic celebration of the Church, the Family
and the State. That is why Fred Halliday is right
to single out the ideological moment as the
worst part of the thing. But, to really abolish it,
we must separate the progressive from the reac-
tionary aspects of the whole affair.

Christmas, even under the bourgeoisie, hasa
dual nature, and the vacillation in Black Dwarf™s
article reflects this. There is a definite element
of liberation in Christmas: goods and food are
not transferred on the basis of capitalist ex-
change value, nor even on the basis of the plain
man’s use-value, but on the basis of pleasure-
yalue. Capitalism exploits Christmas, but this
fundamental aspect of it is profoundly anti-capi-
talist. At the same time, Christmas is especially
oppressive. With the liberation from the market
goes a forced and cultivated worship of the nar-
rowest, meanest and most reactionary aspects of
daily life. This is what must be abolished, the

Dear Editor,

I am writing to you on behalf of a group of
Apprentices and young workers. We have not-
iced that the Dwarf at one point writes for the
student intellectuals of the Left, and then writes
for the working type people in the form of arti-
cles on skin-heads. We think that the Dwarf has
got to decide which it is centring on. The reason
we say this is that many of our friends have
said to us that the Dwarf is a good paper but
they can’t understand the dictionary type arti-
cles and that although they are good articles,
they are not interested in reading about Stalin,
Pakistan or the Middle East troubles.

1, like them, would like to see the Dwarf do
more articles on young workers and workers in
general, because as I’'m sure you realise that in
any revolution or social change it is the workers
and the working class that are the force that
fights for the changes, and not the intellectual
groups. or have you forgotten that?

[. and the others, thought that the Dwarf
was very good when it did the Youth Supple-
ment and we would like to congratulate all the
people concerned, but then we are disappointed
when the Dwarf returned to its usual self. What
we would like 1o see is a permanent youth page
that has articles from youth writers and articles
that are more relevant to us. 2

We sincerely hope that you will consider this

matter as we feel that the Dwarf has the posi-
iiiam and iaflnanca in tha 1 aft tn draw in and eet

with us. The other thing was that if you have
recently given birth to Jesus Christ, you may

be slightly alarmed about it, but basically you
feel pretty flattered and pleased. Ann, in fact,
was as high as a kite on it, and simply didn’t see
why we should be worried about her. Her view
was that if anybody needed help, it was us—so
that even to get her to take her pills, we had to
take them too, as a result of which we spent
most of that day half-asleep.

We had been told by now that Ann was
suffering from “Puerperal Psychosis”—a form
of insanity that afflicts some women after child-
birth. It can sometimes be very acute—even
more than it was with Ann—but we were told
that it usually clears up fairly quickly. This was
moderately reassuring, but meanwhile Ann
wasn’t eating properly, the baby wasn’t getting
looked after properly, the strain was beginning
to tell on poor Peter, and none of us felt we
could give Ann all the time and help she was
going to need. So she needed treatment. The
question was: how does our society react to
people going through an experience like hers?
In some ways she was obviously getting a terri-
fic kick out of it, and was receiving—and giving
out—a lot of valuable insights. What was society
going to do about it?

The answer, as told to us by the psychiatrist,
was: cart her off. Get her inside a mental hospi-
tal, If she was willing to go, fine. If not, drag
her off. And there was no room for her to take
the baby as well.

“What about Peter and John?"’ asked Ann.
] want them with me—I need them.”

“Sorry,” said the psychiatrist. “You'll have
to go on your own.”

“Then I’'m not going,” said Ann.

“I really think it would be the best thing for
you,” said the psych.

“No!"” said Ann vehemently. “It would be
the best thing for you. That’s why you want to
get rid of me.”

And she was quite right. We all wanted to
help her. But part of the reason we wanted her
to go to hospital was that nobody outside hos-
pital could spare the immense amount of time
and love that was necessary to look after her.

As she was so determined, the psychiatrist
gave her another day to decide. Peter and I
spent the time using our education and influ-
ence to try and get Ann a better deal. We
phoned Laing. We talked to several other doc-
tors as well. We persuaded Ann’s psych. to try
all the hospitals again to see if she could find
somewhere more humane than the one that had

EVENTS

JANUARY 11th: Conference on Workers’ Control.
Chelsea College of Science, King’s Road, SW13. 10 to
6.30. Tickets 12/6 (inc. food), Brian Nicholson, 64
Northampton House, Corporation Row, ECI.

JANUARY ll1th: Film-Making and the Young Social-
ists. Classic Cinema, Hampstead—Pond Street, NW3.
9.30 a.m.

JANUARY 11th: Demo. Stop Wilson’s visit to Wash-
ington, Speakers’ Corner 2 p.m. to Lyceum Ballroom
4 p.m. Sponsored by the Y§, 186a Clapham High St.,
SW4.

JANUARY 12th: Enoch Powell speaks in Surbiton.
Info: Students” Union, Kingston Poly, Penrhyn Road,
Kingston, Surrey.

JANUARY 14th: Springboks v Munster at Limerick.
Information: Irish TGWU, Liberty Hall, Dublin, Ire-
land.

JANUARY 16th: Class struggle in socialist China. 24
Warren Street, 7.30 p.m. Anglo-Chinese Educational
Institute. 387 0074.

JANUARY 17th: Springboks v South Scotland, Gala-
shiels. Contact Tom Woolley, 14 W. Preston Street,
Edinburgh 1.

JANUARY 18th: Which way for the Union? A discus-
sion on productivity deal between Bert Ramalson (in-
dustrial organiser of CP) and Roger Rosewell (Interna-
tional Socialism) at the Africa Centre, 38 King Street,
WC2. 7.30 p.m. Entrance fee: 2/6. Meeting organised
by IS.

JANUARY 18th: Women's Equal Rights Campaign so-
cial. 7 p.m. on. Camden Studios, Camden Street, NW,
5/- plus refreshments. Vietnamese films.

originally been decided on. Because we were
articulate and knew about these things, we got.
Ann a place in a hospital where she could take
her baby, and where she could be visited any
time during the day. Most people wouldn’t have
been able to do that. They wouldn’t have
known where to start. So their wives and
friends would have been carted off screaming,
and parted from their babies.

But the real point of this story is this: not
only are people who are mentally ill not pro-
ductive, in the usual sense of that word. They
also represent an embarrassment and a threat to
some of our society’s most deeply held notions
of normality and usefulness. They expose our
society’s contradictions in a particularly sharp
way. So society does its best to get rid of them.
It pushes them aside into a corner, hoping that
nobody will be able to see them and be embar-
rassed by them. It treats them like dirt.

Yet more people go to mental hospital than
university in our society. Our society actually
makes people mentally ill—because it is so com-
petitive, because it is so purposeless, because it
isolates people, because it prevents them from a
living collective relationship with each other,
because it is basically uninterested in people’s
feelings (unless it can exploit them for the pur-
poses of advertising). Capitalist society recog-
nises no debt towards these casualties of its in-
humanity.

Often it is really necessary for these people
to go to hospital. It was necessary in the case of
Ann, because the kind of care and rest she need
needed couldn’t be had outside. But instead of
the warm and understanding environments they
should be, most of these hospitals are like pris-
ons. Their facilities are hopelessly inadequate,
the buildings are lousy, the nurses are under=
paid, there aren’t enough staff. Society puts
people in them, not so that it can live up to its
responsibilities to the mentally ill, but so that
it can escape from them.

When we make a socialist society, we must
make it possible for people like Ann to go
through her experience with the minimum of
suffering and with the maximum of creativity
and learning. Mental illness must be treated asa
useful, valid experience, insofar as that is pos-
sible. People undergoing it must be helped, not
rejected. They must never feel that society has
forgotten about them. They:are antimportant
part of the human race, and deserve the same
consideration that everyone else gets—in fact
more.

John Hoyland

JANUARY 20th: Springboks v Llanelli, Lianelli. Con-
tact Will Howells, cﬁ: Students Union, Dumfries Place,
Cardiff, 0222-44644, ex.8.

JANUARY 20th: Teach-in on Equal Pay movement,
Greenford Coop Hall, Greenford, Middx. Contact:
Leonora Lloyd, 40 Inverness Road, Southall; tel
01-574 7407

JANUARY 24th: Springboks v Wales, Cardiff. Infor-
mation: Will Howells (see above, Jan. 20th).

JANUARY 25th: Vietnam Solidarity Committee
demo. 6.30 p.m, Charing Cross Embankment. Torch-
light march to Downing Street. Contact: VSC, 13

_ White’s Row, E1. 01-BIS 9845.

JANUARY 28th: Springboks v Southern Counties.
STST, 21a Gwendolen Ave, SW1S. Phone 789 5370.

JANUARY 31st: Springboks v The Barbarians, Twick-
enham, STST as above.

FEBRUARY 5th: Lecture. Internal Situation in China.
Holborn Central Hall, Theobalds Road, WC1. 7.15 pm.
Anglo-Chinese Educational Institute.

FEBRUARY 7th: Conference on left and future ac-
tion. Conway Hall, Red Lion Square. Contacl: Left
Convention, 11 Fitzroy Square, WC1. EUS 6073.

FEBRUARY: Conference of Left Economists. Con-
tact EUS 6073.

FEBRUARY 14th-15th: Scottish Socialist Students’
Conference. Stirling University. Contact Tom Woolley,
14 W, Preston Street, Edinburgh 1.

vietham demos

VSC Jan25th

evening demonstration
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/%dm Masters"™, 5/-.
-~ The Fontana “Modern Masters” series
seems to have been designed to blast

t of the water the armada of subver-
sive ideas that have recently invaded
the fetid waters of British academic
culture. If Marcuse, by Alasdair Mac-
Intyre, is anything to go by, the threa-
tened barrage will only be a pop-gun
salvo. From an interview with Frank
Kermode, editor of the series, it emer-
ges that this is intended to be ‘“‘the
first, and last, book about Marcuse”.
Fortunately it is neither—just as it is
neither the first nor the last display of
the virulent philistinism of its author
and of the culture of which heisa
chosen, if lowly, custodian.

The formula for the series is a per-
fect example of what the situationists
mean by recuperation. Potentially
dangerous subjects are to be handled
by reliable authors: George Lichtheim
on Lukacs, Philip Rahv on Trotsky.
Potentially dangerous authors are re-
stricted to safe subjects: Conor Cruse
O’Brien on Camus, Raymond Williams
on Orwell (let’s hope a miscalculation
has been made here). A makeweight
biography of Che Guevara, gushing
with trivial romanticism, tops off the
menu. Need one add that the architect
of the series is a former staff worker
for Encounter, presently rejoicing in
the title of Lord Northcliffe Professor
of English Literature at University
College, London.

Maclntyre has for a long time speci-
alised in doing hatchet-jobs on such
figures as Isaac Deutscher, C. Wright
Mills, Georg Lukacs and Herbert Mar-
cuse, as well as purveying slanders on
the Cuban, Chinese and Vietnamese
revolutions. His reputation as a leftist
makes him most useful in projects of
this type, witness his frequent contri-
butions to publications supported by
the Congress for Cultural Freedom.
His “left” reputation has derived from
the tolerance extended to him, over
the years, by various left groups, and
not from his writings or actions. But
let us hope that this book will defini-
tively mark the end of both the toler-
ance and the reputation. The follow-
ing are characteristic political judge-
ments which Maelntyre offers in criti-
cism of Marcuse:

*“The defence of the authority of a
university to teach and research as it
will is in_more danger immediately

e from Marcuse’s student allies than
=~ from any other quarter.” (p.91)

¥ or.

‘“The notion that the ruling elites
are now able to treat welfare as an in-
strument of social control is at very
best a quarter truth and a very danger-
ous one in so far as it distracts from
concern over welfare.” (p.69)

Even a sensitive liberal might re-
frain from claptrap of this sort. It
should be stressed that MacIntyre's
polities reflect in many ways the phil-
osophical position which he has al-
ways defended. Take the following
sample of argumentation:

“The paradigmatic example of poli-
tical accident is the Vietnam war. The
myth of American imperialism in
Vietnam is the product of a collabora-
tion between the sternest critics of the
war and its sternest supporters. In ac-
tual fact American involvement in
South Vietnam came about through a
series of improvisations and ad hoc
measures in which Kennedy and John-
son continuously produced larger and
larger unforeseen effects; they then
identified themselves with what they
had produced and ended by producing
a war which has been destructive for
every party engaged in it and from
which no good can result.”

What, then, of victory for the Viet-
namese people? Would that not be a
“‘good” result? Sustaining Maclntyre’s
aberrant political judgement is an em-
.__ piricist view that social facts must be

*accidental” if they are not deliberate.
The notion that a given society might
systematically produce “‘accidents” of
a certain sort (wars, exploitation, in-
vasions, etc.) which constitute imperi-
alism does not ocecur to him. As we
shall see, MacIntyre has always been
the sworn opponent of all philosophers
who seek to contest the dominant
“facts” and ‘‘values”. The US inter-
vention in Vietnam can, without great
difficulty, be seen as part of a pattern

* of similar interventions: including

Russia in 1918, China and Korea after
the Second World War, Guatemala in
1954, Cuba in 1961 and Santa Domin-
go in 1965, to mention onlv a verv

Macinty[e :
the game is up

Maclntyre, as Dean of students,
announcing expulsions

the Vietnamese, and this explains
many of what MacIntyre euphemisti-
cally calls their “improvisations and
ad hoc decisions”. British empiricism
has always refused to analyse social
systems as coherent wholes, just as it
has always denied the meaning of re-
volts against them. This is why it as-
sails critical philosophers like Herbert
Marcuse with such venom.

The substance of MacIntyre’s slim
volume is elusive. Ninety pages of ped-
estrian quibbles simply don’t add up
to a coherent critique. Those sections
supposedly devoted to exposition of
Marcuse’s views are miserably inade-
quate when not flatly misleading. In a
whole book devoted to Marcuse, one
might have hoped for some specific
reference to those important sections
of his early writing which have yet to
be translated into English. No attempt
is made to indicate Marcuse’s distinc-
tive relation to Adorno, Horkheimer
and the Frankfurt School. Most stag-
gering of all is the omission of any dis-
cussion whatsoever of most of the
central themes which unite and divide
the Frankfurt philosophers. The coun-
terpoint :;;d mdri'\ﬂdmm)- and mass,
identity non-identity is totally ig-
nored. MacIntyre has not even noticed
the significance of the %?rl;lematic of
“nature” in this work. ughout
j ’s writings there is an attempt
to unravel the fatal link which he de-
tects between the control of nature
and the domination of man (and the
natural in man) which has been char-
acteristic of Westemn civilisation. Un-
like most Marxists he does not con-
ceive a liberated existence as one in
which man masters nature and sup-
presses the natural in himself; any
such attempt can only provoke the re-
turn, of the repressed with, as always,
a vengeance. Instead a harmcnious in-
tegration and pacification of existence
should be sought. It was partly be-
cause nature constituted an unchang-
ing pole of negativity to capitalist
society that Marcuse could sustain an
eloquently critical position within a
neo-capitalism which deceptively ap-
peared to have absorbed class conflict.
The insight of Marcuse, the “critical

theorist”, was unaffected by that tem-
porary eclipse of the proletariat as a
revolutionary force which plunged the
orthodox Marxist in gloom. This time,
perhaps, the mystificatory kernel (the
idealist dialectic of “Nature’’) will
have to be rejected if the rational shell
(the critique of bourgeois civilisation)
is to be rescued by the revolutionary
movement. But in developing a
critique of “critical theory” the revo-
lutionary movement will need no as-
sistance from fink professors or cold-
war hacks. Lenin once remarked that:
dialectical idealism was a thousand
times preferable to mechanical materi-
alism. If one adds that mechanical
materialism is a thousand times prefer-
able to vulgar idealism, one can see
what a chasm separates Marcuse, the
dialectical idealist, from MacIntyre,
the vulgar idealist.

The most insistent complaints
which Maclntyre has to make are that
(1) Marcuse viblates formal logic;

(2) Marcuse is unconcerned about, or
even hostile to, “facts™; (3) Marcuse is
intolerant of views not his own. It
soon becomes clear that Macln =

himself h intolerant of any
mode of urse which does not
the crabbed routines of Oxford

philosophy. The logic and evidence
which Marcuse employs are usually
those appropriate to the critique of es-
t.abhslwcrr ideologies and the culture of
repression. No it is this enter-

itnﬁhe -I;‘ﬂe?ti i::m to Mac-

as or his part, always

sought to combine academic reform-
ism with political “leftism”, at the ex-
pense of the latter.

British empiricism has never criti-
cised the civilisation of its bourgeois
masters. Indeed this empiricism, usu-
ally united with traditionalism and
moralism, very precisely reflects the
consciousness of the world’s first capi-
talist class whose successes owed no-
thing to theory or ideas. The exact na-
ture of dialectical logic may be prob-
lematic but only the most myopic
pedant could imagine that it could be
refuted by an elementary exposition
of the law of identity. MacIntyre

Marcuse saluting Black militants.
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ings to such tasks the same wretch-
ed philistinism to be found in his ear-
lier attempt to outlaw the key con-
cepts of psychoanalysis in his book
The Unconscious. To this self-pro-
claimed empiricist concepts like “the
unconscious” or “contradiction’ are
an unwarranted attempt to go beyond
the categories which are sponfaneous-
ly thrown up everyday life in bour-
geois society. Maclntyre’s own view of
what constitutes useful evidence is
bizarre in the extreme. Fantastic as
this may seem, Marcuse is actually re-
proached with not accepting the
“facts’ discovered in the demented
later researches of Wilhelm Reich!
Confronted with an authoritative ap-
peal to such evidence one is forcibly
reminded of its author’s notorious
role in perpetrating the “cattle’scan-
dal of some years back.*

MaclIntyre actually has the impu-
dence to write: “What Marcuse invites
us to repeat is part of the experience
of Stalinism”. At the time when Mar-
cuse was publishing a superb indict-
ment of Stalinism as an ideology (Sov-
iet Marxism), MacIntyre was rebuking
Dunayevskaya for ‘‘a fantastic under-
valuation of socialist achievement in
the Soviet Union. She writes of the
Soviet state as though the Moscow
trials, Vorkuta, and Hungary were its
supreme and authentic expressions.
And because of this standpoint she
tends to treat as Soviet crimes and
heresies what are in fact at least at- .
tempts to face the problems of a soci-
alist society’’. Later on in this review
MacIntyre allowed himself the follow-
ing “witticism™: Trotskyism, he wrote
wrote, ‘‘shares all the dogmatism of
the Stalinists without any of their
achievement”. (Universities and Left
Review, Autumn 1958: MacIntyre
was reviewing Dunayevskaya’s book
Marxism and Freedom which had an
introduction by Marcuse!) With this
book Macintyre is again lining up with
his old friends in Moscow as they con-
tinue their dirge of hate against Mar-
euse and all that is most vital in revo-

imagine that
they would allow a miserable charla- e
tan like MacIntyre to get a =
the vicious assault contained in this
book? Perhaps older groups on the
Left have indulged Macintyre's politi-
and intellectual bank

cal debnquency E
ruptcy Jﬁzf"‘ but this was part of
the i philistinism of the Left
in this country. It is poetic justice that
Marcuse has begun for us the task of
dispelling this backwardness—thus
protecting the Left against chameleon
pundits and professional renegades of
the Macintyre variety.

MacIntyre should understand that
the game 1s up now. We know exactly
who he is and what he stands for. His
threadbare political and intellectual
clothing ecan no longer hide the naked-
ness of his opportunism. Superficially
MacIntyre has occupied nearly every
conceivable political and intellectual
position but it would be truer to say
he has never really understood any of
them. In the past he has been a “Chris-
tian” without God, a “Trotskyist”
without commitment to revolution, a
“Marxist”’ patronised by the Central
Intelligence Agency, an “‘anti-elitist”
adornment of the world’s most medio-
cre and servile bourgeois intelligentsia,
a “‘socialist” avid for the approval of
his social “superiors”. Now he is a lib-
eral who rattles the fasces of law and
order, a libertarian instrument of aca-
demic authoritarianism. Full of
“toughness” when handling militant
students, he is meek when In the shad-
ow of power or authority. With Pro-
fessors like this one understands why
British universities have not needed
campus police. Robin Blackburn

*In a number of philosophical papers
Maclntyre made numerous references
to the Azande’s attitudes towards cat-
tle to illustrate his points: familiarity
with he supposedly aristocratic disci-
pline of anthropology is very modish
among British philosophers.. Mac-
Intyre’s academic colleagues were
much amused when it was pointed out
that the Azande do not have cattle,
seeing these laborious references to
non-existent animals as a comic illus-
tration of the idealist pseudo empiric-
ism lying behind Maclntyre’s ‘‘Carna-
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INDIANS
LIBERATE
ALCATRAZ

During the last week of December a party of
183 American Indians, Mexican Aztecs and
Eskimos seized and occupied the former island
prison of Alcatraz. 2

The operation was led by Richard Oakes, 27,

a Mohawk from San Francisco State College.
On behalf of the occupiers Oakes offered to
buy Alcatraz from the US Government which
owns it. The price: ‘24 dollars in glass beads
and red cloth, a precedent set by the white
man'’s purchase of a similar island about 300
years ago."

similar island about 300 years ago.”

Since it ceased to be a prison in 1963 the
island has been inhabited by US Government
caretakers and their families. The Indians, who
propose to turn the island into a cultural centre
for their people, have announced: “We will give
to the inhabitants of this island a portion of the
that land for their own, to be held in trust by
the American Indian Government—for as long
as the sun shall rise and the rivers go down to
the sea—to be administered by the Bureau for
Caucasian Affairs. We will further guide the in-
habitants in the proper way of living. We will
offer them our religion, our education, our life-
ways, in order to help them to achieve our level
of civilisation and thus raise them and all their
white brother$ up from their savage and
unhappy state.” It is rumoured that the US
Government is prepared to offer the Indians a
piece of land at Fort Miley near the Presidio.
The Indians are prepared to discuss this: “But
fen want Alcatraz. We'd acoept all America

Indian children play in liberated Alcatraz

IMPERIAL VISITORS

An unidentified helicopter circled overhead as
30 Lancashire demonstrators marched, on Sun-
day 21st December, from Burtonwoods Catho-
lic Club onto the local US Base. They attemp-
ted to deliver an anti-War petition which had
been signed by over 1,300 American servicemen.
A British police officer refused to take the peti-
tion to the US Officer in Command on the
grounds that ‘' ... any Americans here are only
visitors.”” The Stars and Stripes and the en-
trance sign which read: “US ARMY BASE”
showed that the visitors had settled in. They
were also no doubt flying overhead, gas canni-
sters at hand, ensuring that the police and the
RAF did their jobs as the servants of US imperi-
alism.

A WHIFF OF CLASS CONFLICT

Sweden has long been held out as a model of
Social Democratic peace and prosperity. Its
centralised and strictly controlled wage nego-
tiations, so the ideology goes, are the special
ingredient behind the highest standard of living
in Europe. Now a two-week wild cat strike has
threatened the entire structure of nationally
organised class collaboration. In Sweden’s worst
wild cat for 35 years, 5,000 miners and surface
workers have brought the Northern LKAB won
ore mines to a halt. The Swedish TUC has an-.
nounced that it was inconceivable that even
each union should negotiate its own wage deals,
whilst the men have raised the question of the
way the company, which is State-owned, con-
trols the mines.

What is remarkable is not the intensity or
seriousness of the strike, but the fragility of a
long-established system. The Financial Times
reports that Swedish government circles are
worried about a complete breakdown of their
national wage negotiations, and this as a result
of a strike which by British standards would be
considered quite a normal occurrence. Under
certain conditions it may be possible to paper
over the struggle between Labour and Capital,
but there is no piece of paper in the world
which can keep them at peace.

The UN voted 67 to 1 (with 17 absten-
tions) that its members should take all
“effective judicial measures necessary”
against hijacking. The one country that
voted against was Cuba. Their ambassa-
dor, Dr. Fernando Alvarez Tabio, poin-
ted out the measures that were still in
force against his country and said “It is
naive to request unilateral judicial assis-
tance from Cuba with regard to certain
types of piracy while implicitly accept-
ing the right of imperialists to be pirates
against Cuba.” Cuba, he said, would re-
tain the right to grant asylum to revolu-
tionaries if it so wanted. Havana remains
an escape route from US oppression,
provided you. can get onto an airliner.

A wage-claim at Lucas’s Birmingham plant has
thrown up a new tactic for industrial struggles.
The DATA men have been applying a technique
called “silent concentration™: draughtsmen just
sit and think (and sometimes, thinks the man-
agement, they just sits) considering where to
draw the next line, or what to do next on any
given problem. A DATA official remarked:
“When you've got creative men it is hard to tell
when they are not thinking about work.” Silent
concentration also involves a refusal to answer
telephones or to maintain communication at
any level other than inter-office memoranda to
fellow-draughtsmen. The Financial Times re-
ported that the management was “quite
peeved”. The wages of 25 DATA members who
had spent the week concentrating silently were
withheld. As the management smugly re-
marked: “They just didn’t do any work so we
just didn’t pay them.” So the workers just went
on strike!

THERE’S NO SMOKE WITHOUT FIRE
Having benefited from the military pro-
tection of private property, Gallahers,
who have a large factory in the outskirts
of Belfast, have given 160,000 cigarettes
to the British Army serving in Northern
Ireland. A packet of 20 for every man,
from private to General Freeland. Since
private property was saved from going
up in smoke, they feel rich enough to
give the men some tobacco, and of
course gain some good publicity. —No
doubt when Gallahers are expropriated
there will be plenty of smoking behind
the barricades.

The ruling class won't dare jail Bernadette Dev-
lin. For each petrol bomb she helped on its way
towards the RUC, there is an outbreak of
Unionist skullduggery waiting to be unearthed.
The Irish in the North, as they say, have got up
off their knees, and they won't keep silent if
the British try to put Bernadetie behind bars.

‘Should they run true to form, instead of
risking dragging the case all the way through to
the House of Lords, the British will dele out a
suspended sentence. This will appear to be
“lenient’’ and at the same time will establish
their right to jail the MP for Mid-Ulster if they
want to.

If they do carry on with their attempt and
actually put her inside, the Civil Rights move-
ment and Peoples Democracy will be faced with
a difficult job of concentrating their political
demands around Bernadette. For one of the
most lethal effects of Bourgeois justice. wheth-
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Viva Che Badges 2/6d including post and packing from
the Dwarf office.

SCREW—Support Communications for a Revolution-
ary Europe and World. 46 Paek Creseent, Brighton,
Sussex.

Marxist Youth Journal (Youth Bulletin of IMG). 2nd
issue. Articles on the Worker-Student Alliance; Trot-
sky on the United Front; Elementary Marxist Econo-
mics. Price 1/- (plus 6d p&p), bulk terms by request.
Qvail:;bje from Peter Gowan, cfo 75 York Way, Lon-
on N.7.

Workers' Republic, theoretical journal of the League

for a Workers' Republic (Ireland). Autumn issue con-

tains articles on the Student Revolt; Fascism in

Ireland ; Trotsky on Trade Unions Under Imperialism.

!:‘:JL including p&p from LWR, 15 Hume St., Dublin 2,
eland.

The Irish Communist. Containing series of articles on
Nationalism, Partition and Politics. Subs 9/- for 6
months post free. 1/- per single issue (plus 6d postage).
Available from D. Golden, 28 Mercers Road, N19.
Connolly Books, 62 College Road, Cork.

Cuban OSPAAL Posters 123" x 21", Printed in full
colour.

Cuban Day of Solidarity Poster.

4/- including postage from The Black Dwarf, 7 Carlisle
Street, London W1A 4PZ,

1970 Poster Workshop Calendar. Different poster for
each month—black, red, blue. Send 7/6 (at least) fo
Alison Waghorn, 9 Lyme Terrace, NW.1.

2nd Edition: DIRECTORY OF ORGANISATIONS
over 500 groups for left activists. 3/- pp. 18a New End
Square, London, N.W.3.

VIETNAM-monthly magazine of the VSC, available
from J. Suddaby, Room 1, 13 White Row, London
E.1. Price 1/6d.

Che Guevara’s Bolivian Diaries. 5/- post free from The
Black Dwarf, 7 Carlisle Street, London Wi1A 4PZ.

Shola: a new revolutionary Pakistani monthly journal,
2/-per copy. Write Shola, c/o Pakistani Marxist Group,
8 Toynbee Street, London E.1.

Back copies of the Black Dwarf available from the
Dwarf office. Early copies 2/-. Issue 7 onwards 1/6d.

Socialist Woman is produced by a group of socialist
women of the Nottingham Socialist Women's Com-
mittee. A subscription costs only 4/- for 6 issues (bi-
Nottingham NG5 2DU.

Rank-and-File: militant teachers’ journal. Available
quarterly from 87 Brooke Road, London N.16. single
copy 1/2d. 9/- per dozen. Annual subscription.

Rouge, French revolutionary weekly of the Ligue Com-
muniste, Write: Rouge, BP201, Paris 10e, France.

Grass Eye, Manchester local paper. Six months sub £1;
annual sub £2; individual copies 1/6. Write: Grass Eye,
c/o The New Arts Centre, Garden Street, Shude Hill,
Manchester 1.

‘Solidarity’ (West London). First issue of their maga-
zine. Contents include articles on: GEC—Liverpool.
The occupation that failed (by the man that nearly
booted Bill Bewley’s Bollocks); Brent Dustmen’s
Strike; Viners—Sheffield Cutlery Industry. 10d each
post free or 10/- for 12 issues. 15 Taylors Green,
Acton, London W3.

ERNEST MANDEL:— An Introduction to Marxist
Economic Theory. 9/- ppd. .

The Revolutionary Student Movement, Theory and
Practice. 6/- ppd. :

Marxist Economic Theory (2 vols). £4 4s 0d the set.
The Inconsistencies of State Capitalism. 4/6 ppd.
Available from Pioneer Book Service, 8 Toynbee
Street, London E.1.

Anyone interested in starting a BLACK DWARF
ACTION GROUP in Edinburgh to create interest and
promote sales contact Ian Millar, 35 Castle Terrace,
Edinburgh.

GLASGOW BLACK DWARF CIRCLE is now meeting
regularly to organise sales, reports, political discus-
sions. Contact Phyllis Duniface, 53 Diana Avenue,

Glasgow W3 (Tel: 042-954 8172).
ALL HELP FOR DECORATING =
THE DWARF’'S NEW.-PREMISES THE OTHEROPAP];ZR: ?llew socialist paper mdLEE?}?.
Weekly, 6d. On sale colleges, newsagents, and on the
VERY MUCH AFPPRECIATED AND street Saturday afternoons. Leeds comrades shoulg
send news, help, etc. to 15 Kingston Road, Leeds
VITALLY NECESSARY. RING B hre Sad13 o 34030,
437 5369 AS SOON AS YOU
READ THIS.
EDITOR Tariq Ali
EDITORIAL BOARD Anthony Bamnett, Robin Blackburn, Vinay Chand,
Clive Goodwin, Fred Halliday, John Hoyland, Sheila
Rowbotham, John Weal.
DESIGNER Mike Newton, Ruth Prentice, Agitprop Publicity Group
CIRCULATION AND
ADVERTISING Dave Kendall
DISTRIBUTION Peter Gowan
SECRETARY Marie-Therese Ligougne

Dwarf sales Centre in Nottingham. For de‘t;?ﬁ‘m
information about discussion group, contact Nick
Beeton, 38 Wilford Grove, Nottingham.

SOL_i'DARITY WEST LONDON: No. 2 now out. Arti-
cles include ITALY—Potere Operaio; Punfield & Bars-
tow, the struggle continues; Wembley Furniture Wor-
kers; “Glasses” of Perivale; N.W. Poly occupation.
10d each post free or 10/- for 12 issues post paid from
M. Duncan, 15 Taylor’s Green, East Acton, W.3.

Tricontinental, theoretical organ of OSPAAL (Cubal
Information, theoretical articlés, contributions by lea-
ders from three continents, Available from The Black
Dwarf, 7 Carlisle Street, London W1A 4PZ. Annual
subscription £1 10s post free (6 issues). Individual is-
sues 5 /- per copy.

Room available in revolutionary household 1 mile
north of King's Cross, early/mid February. Rent £3 10s
to £4 (1 month in advance). Enquiries to Box LT70,
Black Dwarf.

International Socialism 40. Moody: The American

Working Class in Transition. Harris: Agriculture,

Peasants and Accumulation. Higgins on the CP. Sub

15/- per annum. 2/6 per copy (plus 6d p&p) from

git‘grmtional Socialism, 36 Gilden Road, London
W.5.

“THE INCONSISTENCIES OF STATE
CAPITALISM”. NEW PAMPHLET BY
ERNEST MANDEL.

PRICE 4/6 (INCLUDING P & P) FROM
PIONEER BOOK SERVICE, 8 TOYNBEE
STREET, LONDON E.1.
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international
Socialism 41

Editorial
The New Militancy

‘Survey
China and the Russian Offensive
The Squatters

Joel Stein
Locating the American Crisis

Debate

Nigel Harris, Malcolm Caldwell
The Revolutionary Role of the
Peasants

\

Andrew Sayers

Between East and West:
Yugoslavia

Reviews
The Inconsistencies of Ernest
Mandel



