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INTRODUCT ION

The 'Intercom® bulletin and meetings were the outcome of a conference in
Manchester in September 1982, which in turn followed the production of a
pilot issue of a discussion bulletin called the 'New Ultra-Left Revieuw' by
the 'Wildecat' group in Manchester.

The bulletin was intended to promots an exchange of information on the

activities of various groups and individuals who together form a minority .
communist tendency distinct from what is generally called the 'left wing'and

who sometimes doscribe themselves as: anarchist—, libertarian-, council=- and

left-, communists. It was hoped that this information would provide the

basis for regular discussion and debate amongst our political tendency leading

to greater clarification of important issues and increased co=operation in
practical work. (see Conference report for more on this)

The first tuo issues were produced by the 'Careless Talk' collective, this
issue has becn produced by the 'Wildcat' group and the next issue will be
produced by members of the London Workers Group involved in the magazine
'Workers Playtime'.

Articles which conform to the basic political outline below and which in
general are pre-typed on a 'Universal' stencil, to fit A4 paper will be
automatically included., Other material is included at the discr~tion of the
production group. Leaflets and neusletters will be included if they are on
stencils or at least 200 are provided., 'Intercom' is generally available on
subscription only at 30p per copy including postage.

THE FOLLOWING POINTS FORM THE MINIMUM POLITICAL BASIS FOR REGULAR
PARTICIPATION IN THE PUBLICATION OF '"INTERCOM' :

1. Opposition to the class society which exists in every country in the
world.

2., Commitment to the communist objective - abolition of nation states and -
the money/market/wages system and its replacement by the common
owunership and democratic control of the worlds resources.

3, Rejection of 'nationalisation' as any kind of solution to working class 2
problems.

4, Support and encouragement for independent working class struggle out-
side the control of the trade unions (including the shop stewards and
'rank and file' movements), and all political parties.

5. Opposition to all capitalist and nationalist parties; including the
Labour Party.

6. For the active participation by the whole working class in its ouwn
emancipation through 2 social revolution which overthrows all
governments, bosses and leaders.

7. Rejection of all forms of nationalism - for the internationalisation
of working class struggle., *

8. Active opposition to racism and sexism.
9, Opposition to religicn and all other ideological mystifications.

10. Support for principled co-operation among revolutionaries and
opposition to sectarianism.

NOTEs ALL MATERIAL FOR THE NEXT ISSUE SHOULD BE SENT, NOT LATER THAN :
THE END OF SEPTEMBER 1983, TO:

'WORKERS PLAYTIME' c/o C.1. METROPOLITAN WHARF,
WAPPING WALL, LONDON E.1.

and mark 'for INTERCOM', E

#(This point appears in its amended form which was previously ommitted.)



REPORT_OF_'INTERCOM! CONFERENCE

The last 'Intercom' conference took place over the weekend of the 2nd
and 3rd of July in Keele., Sixteen people attended throughout, represent-
ing three main groups: 'Workers Playtime' (LUG) from London, 'Careless
Talk' from Stoke, and 'Wildcat' from Manchester, with in addition two
comrades previously involved in 'Subversive Graffiti' from Aberdeen.

This was a slightly smaller number and narrower geographical representa-
tion than at the earlier 'launch' meeting.

As a result of people maoving away from Aberdeen the 'Subversive Graffiti'
newsheet is no longer being produced. The form of political activity of

the 'Wildcat' group has changed over recent months. Various individuals
seem to have lost interest in the 'Intercom' project and we have failed

to involve others, such as the ex~ICC people and some of the class-struggle
orientated anarchists. Also we had failed to generate as much real dis=
cussion as we had wanted.

For all these rcasons it was thought nccessary to reconsider the future
and function of 'Intercom',

The publicatio itself is still in demand and we all valued the contact
and co-operation we had achieved so far but our base of support is very
limited, Because of this we decided to continue with the publicatian,
but to extend its function into a means of addressing other groups and
jndividuals on our political fringe and to adopt a more positive
'editorial' policy.

The next odition of 'Intorcom' is to be praduced by London comradcs
involved with 'Workers Playtime'.

We also discussed ways in which those of us outside London could assist
the 'Workers Playtime' publication and make use of it in our ouwn activi-

tics.

Incidental to thesc discussions was a roview of the past contents of
'Intercom' particularly No2 including the long article by Simon Lccfe.
It was folt that whilst this article provided a useful general intro-
duction to the organisation of work and 'new technology' and might
inspire a discussion of the capitalist cconomy, that its own economic
content was very poor and largely jacked a sound historical and class
basis,

On Sunday there were three main political discussions:

The first concerncd our definition of the 'working class' and the process
of working class struggle. Whilst 2 general distinction was made between
the 'working class' (as propertyless wage labourers) and other classas
such as the capitalist class, peasants, slaves, petty traders, tribes~-
people ctc, most of the discussion revolved around the changing compo-
sition of the working class and dividions such as that between 'productive'
and'nonproductive' workers, supervisors and supervised, factory and
officu workers, direct producers of commodities and those involved in the
reproduction of labour power etc. It was fclt that thesc divisions could
only start to bc overcome in thc procoss of collective struggle and that
some workors (such as tcachers) bocause of their special position could
only become involved in large number when there was alrcady a high lovel
of activity amongst the rest of the class and then only by specifically
rejeeting their role in the system, It is hoped that an article might
emmerge from this discussion,

The sccond discussion was about the anti-nuclear and anti-war movemecnt.
Comparisons were made beotweon the movemont in other parts of Westorn
Europc (particularly Germany and Italy) with that in Britain. Therc was
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.-general .agreement on the need to expose the single issue politics of the
anti-nuclear movement and the organisation and activities of CND in
particular. Thorc was also a common criticism of the dogmatic feminism of
many women in the 'peace' moveoment, who whilst looking bocyond simple
anti-nuclear politics, blamed 'male psychology' for the threat of wars

At the same time it was thought that articles such as that in 'Workers
Playtime' No1 oversimplified the make-up of the movement and ignored those
involved in dircct action against missile sites who rojectod all wars
betwcon states on a more fundamental basis.

The last discussion took as its starting point the article on 'Contralism'
in the last issue of 'Intercom'. It was felt that this article, fino as’'
far as it went, might give readers the impression that the only differences
we had with groups such as the 'Intcrnational Communist Current! were

over organisation, Whilst we did hold certain formal political positions

in common, there were some fundamental differcnces in practice, particu-
larly in houw we vicw and reclate to the class struggle.

Other more informal discussions also took place over the weckenfl which
was in my opinion both politically valuable and & vcry saciable cvent.
Our thanks to all the Stoke cemrades who made it possible.

M8 (Wildcat). July 83,
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2uWorld Revolution'

The 'Intefnational Communist Current' in Britain, responded in the July
issue of its paper 'World Revolution' to the article in 'Intorcom' No2
entitled 'A Reply to Centrolist Critics', although it chosc not te submit
anything to 'Intercom' itself.

Unfortunately there is little in the way of a serious political response
to the vicws oxpressed in the 'Intercom' article. Instecad we are served up
a series of sarcastic comments and snide remarks involving some very
selective quotes from completely different articles. The contents of some
of the articles undoubtedly deserve criticism but this isn't the way to

do it.

The ICC still finds it impossible to understand the nature and validity
of 'Intercom' as an ppen discussion jourpal for revolutionaries, which
isn't suprising when their own discussions are hidden away in secret
internal publications.

'Solidarity' (England)

In a letter I wrote following the initiation of a new series of the
'Solidarity' magazine I ended by saying; "Hopefully this new series of
your journal will see some clarity emerging on the major issues facing
us at this crucial time."

Unfortunately in the same edition of the magazine (Ne2) in which my letter
was published this hope is immediately dashed. This issue is totally
dominated by a long and tedious article from the groups mentor -
Castoriadis - which has eventually exposed this individuals obssession
with the concept of burcacracy as the road to capitulation to the prop-
aganda of the Wester ruling class. Andy Brouwns' week criticism of the
article pleads that "....he must sce how casy it is to misrepresent what
he is trying to say...." but taken together with other material from
Castoriadis there is no room left for doubt or misrepresentation as to his
position.

Those fow, still members of, or influenced by 'Solidarity' should
seriously consider the possibillity that Castoriadis is here expressing
only the logical ocutcome of the groups pun political positions over recent
years, on such matters asj social democracy, the trade unions and CND,



Splidarity continued... g

The only saving grace in this issue is John Kings clear refutation of
Castoriadis arguments and his request that others publicly dissascciate
themsclves from them - we await the outcome.

mB (Wildecat) July 83,
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THE ORIGINS OF SOCIALIST THOUGHT IN JAPAN
Written by John Crump
published by St Martins Press.

1 had hoped to write a detailed revicu of this book tut unfortunatcly
I don't have the time before 'Intercom' is due out.

Suffice it to say for now that this is one of the only casily available
english language accounts of the origin of ‘'socialist' ideas in Japan
during the pcriod from about 1870 up until 1918. It deals with both the
‘putside' influences of European Social Democracy, Russian Populism,
American Christian tS5gcialism' and various anarchist traditions and the
way in which these were adapted to fit in with the particular class
divisions and changing class composition of Japanese society in this
period, It is written by someonec who is not only a genuine revolutionary
socilist but who places himself well within the framework of the tintercom'
project, The 'Introduction' itself is worth reading in this cecnnection.

I know that the author, partly because of his uncomropising approach,
had great difficulty in getting a publisher and it is noe cnly available
in a very cxpensive hardback cdition (nearly £16 ') but it is worth
trying to get it at you local library.

You might also look out for a longer, if largely uncritical, reviou
by Mark Shipway in a forthcomming edition of ‘Frocdom’.

MB, 11.7.83
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This issue of 'Intorcom' has been produced by the '"Wildcat' group in
Manchestcr. As a result of the money we have laid out for this, the
high cost of our commercially rented accomodation address and the cost
of free leaflets we are dosperatgly short of funds.

You can help by paying promptly for any copies of 'Intercom' you take.
If you think the 'Intercom' project is worthwhile and our activities
useful then you could alsoc make a financial contribution: cash or blank
postal osrders preferred. Sce address elsuhere.

IMpDRTANT R N B IMPDRTANTaOQI'OIc IMPGRT&NT.ICOII.II IMPDRTANT-QOQ
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TRANSLATIONS

since we started producing INTERCOM, the Careless Talk Collective has
received s steady stream of journals produced by groups in other
countries. Regrettably the only ones we are able to read are those
published in French. As other groups probably also receive these
journals, we thought it would be a gocd idea to present a feu
translations. Tnis does not rnecessarily imply any political agreement
+ith the ccntents of the translations. Probably the most interesting
paper we have received Is L'EVEIL Internationaliste. Thkey have
recently produced a series of journals which translate atticles into
rcerch. The must recent edition included articles from the groups
associeted with the INTERCOM project.

1 Workers' Voting Paper

NOJE: This article appeared under the title "Bulletii de Vote du

PFioletaire." It provided us uvith the inspiration to produce ocur own
eiection leaflet -~ see eleewhere in this issue.

Their address is 3P221 44604 St NAZAIRE Cedex France.

"1 accept the WORK whizh kills me by degrees, for the good of my
Caprtalist MASTERSS bosses, extortionists and the other bastards,
nrivate zoos as Uell as rationalised zoos, and in general for the
good of all the bourgeois whc only exist to deprive me of all real
numan life. :

"1l accept this deprivation, in order to remain a slave, heast of
buraesn emong other beasts of burden. As regards my fellou vorkers;

; only want competitive relations, so that I can sell myself more
dearly. And T wil! force mys=l¥ now and aluways to do more and more
ss that T will have the right to rewmin in the service of my MASTERS,
zlinging to the hope that they will throw me a pitying glance of
cecognition. And vhoknows whether one day, by dint of tenacity and
scoft-licking, I will not myself reach the rank of Upholder of ilie
System, since I haven't won tho pools yet.

"And in everything I declare that I place myself in tne hands of the
LUMIONS and the PARTIES, who think, knou and lead for me. And if this
world should be a failure, 1 prefer to die with them than to follow
ths path of ADVENTURE.

"] demand the PUNISHMENT of all those who inconsiderately question the
ESTABLISHED ORDER and I insist that COPS and JUDGES, whom I pay for
frem my own taxes, should be lined up against them,

"I declare myself ready at all times to defend my COUNTRY: todays by
multiplying my EFFORTS to defend the NATIONAL ECONOMY, ‘thanks to all
the plans of AUSTERITY that they make me swazllou; tomorrow in enrolipg
myself in the national army to fight the WAR which will exterminate
the uvorkers of other countiies (and also of my own) for the greater
gocd of my leaders and bosses.
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For all these reasons, and also for all those reasons that they uwant
to give me,I will VOTE. For all the PARTIES, because they are all
worth my backing."

*@F@IAIEIAHAFAF@HANQFQHQ@IQI@R@ @I QXA X @A @@ @X@*A@ A @*@* AN @*@*A*

NOTE: The following article comes from a journal produced by the group
LE FRONDEUR, "CHRONICLES OF PRESENT STRATEGIES", April 1983. Ue have
a translation of the entire journal, uwhich is full of obscure
situationist-type jargon. They have announced that they have ceased
producing their old paper, they give the following reason for this:

",..Ue no longer think that a paper can be an end in itself - i
the product of life as an end and no longer as a means, characterizing
the existence of a group, either itd sole concrete activity, or

worse, as with the extreme left, a form of false consciousness
resolving itself in its material base by the refusal to see or

to fight against its own conditions of alienated existence = in

short, the justification of practical inexistence.”

They can be contacted by uriting to BP105 94402 VITRY Cedex france.

2. Claus Barbie

All the media without exception, told with remarkable zeal of the
incarceration in a Lyons prison of Claus BARBIE. All the details uwere
meticulously related, from his arrest in Bolivia, recalling his role
of counsellor to the last military junta, right up to his arrival in
France, without forgetting the interfersice of former resistance
members, the families of those who were deported, ets.

All the political groups, without exception, sang the song of anti-
fascism and of the memory of the shadowy fights against Nazism. The
character of Barbie is shown very obviously to be that of a dirty
bastard, with none of the elements missing, enjoying the torture that
he practices with finesse. He uwas at this time the representative of
National Socialist legality, a man of power well-versed in repression
and maintaining order in the Lyons region, where the resistance movement
was particularly active. Independently of his representative role
(and that's not saying much) Barbie received, carried out, and gave
orders as a loyal soldier, totally seperated from reality, as is
demanded of every good, well disciplined soldier, and of every army,
whose every action is disconnected from people's daily life. Houever,
looking at the responsibilities given to Barbie it seems certain that
he was pgrfactly able, in full knouledge, and taking into account the
surrounding conditions, to take on the task assigned to him, even if

Barbie was acting as a seperate elenent away from the higher level of
global strategy of the German Fatherland.

Twice Barbie was judged for his crimes in his absence, and tuwice the
nenalty was the death senterce - so let's. have the third.

One must be sure that the next trdial has an attraction never before

gqualled, and maybe even live TV at peek viewing time ; so nothing
is too fancy!

Of course, there is no accident in this little play. It is clear that
they want us to believe that the moon is made of green cheese. In
fact there is nothing new in the attitude of those countries who were
the Allies in the last uar, seeing that it always seems to be that the
law of the victor is the order of the day. These allied countries,
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victors in 1945, in order to reinforce their ideclogies, and i
from any occasion, have not finished with showing tﬁe p;radiszrg;lting
democracy compared with the Nazi hell (or the Gulags, the South
Americgn dictatorships, terrorism or what have you?.

While on the subject of Barbie people talk of'uwar-crimes'. is
nn.doubt to hide the fact that it is primarily war itself thlz iaiz
crime. The state of war favours by nature the basest reactions. lar
has no laws and respects nothing, it is the very caricature of what
we go through every day.

Forgive us for repeating that, yes, Barbie is definitely a bloody
murderer!

But we must ask ourselves the question: is he more guilty than the
butchers responsible for the First World Uar (Germans cr French)

who didn't hesitate to send hundred's of millions of men to the
slaughter house? O0Or, too, the one who pressed the button that dropped
the atomic bomb on Hiroshima?

To forget this aspect is to make a Nazi and an American G.I1. appear

as tuo very different beings, uwhereas both are the result of the same
process. TOmMOrrouw perhaps others will be called to carry out the same
missions, the same tasks, and will find themselves in the same
situation; that of the blind performer, manipulated, the armoured fist
of barbasrism.

The thick cloud of smoke that this affair represents has, therefore
its raison d'etre and above this means misfortune to those who could
dismantle and lay bare this principle of good eand evil, of good
conscience against horrible murderers.

In the recent past it uas possible to verify that it had had a violent
reaction against that handful of individuals who dared to question the
sacrosanct existence of the gas chambers in the Nazi camps. This
reaction reveals uell that the old world is more than touchy on the
principle of ideological camouflage, and that all means will be used
to preserve all its thickness under tho veil of the dominant ideology.
That is why ue think it indispensible to rip up this veil and to be
the grain of sand that stops the machine; that is the task that ue

assign ourselves. )
The Marquis de Franceuil.

"and returning to indulgence, I forget my great prnaects

for a while, in order to reason out yours with you.
"Dangerous Liaisons"
Choderlos de Lados

*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*Q*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*@*

From Belgium we received LE COMMUNISTE, journal of the GBOUPE CDNNQNISTE
INTERNATIONALISTE. They are a left communist group who 1dgntify with

the Italian left of the 20s and 30s. Despite this, their journal
contains a number of very interesting articles, particularly on the
Spanish revolution and civil war. The article below concerns some recent
strikes in the French motor industry. They can be gontacted by writing
to BP 5S4, Bruxelles 31, 1060 Bruxelles, Belgium - with no other

mention on the envelopse.



3 WORKERS STRUGGLE IN
.~ EFRENCH MOTOR INDUSTRY

To §tart its manosuvres against the proletariat , capital placed the
goc;al QBchracy in government in France. For the proletarians, this
bourgeois socialism meant more CRS (NOTE: CRS = paramilitary riot
nolice), a fall in salaries, stronger exploitation of labour, stricter
control of frontiers, more systematic expulsion of immigrants and a
stroqger attack on-the unemployed. In resisting these attacks, some
SECtloﬂS.Df the proletariat have shoun that, whoever the government

may be, it is not necessary to abandon the struggle against the whole
system of bourgeois exploitation. After the struggle of the iron and
steel workers of Chiens, the entire motor industry was shaken by a wave
of strikes (April '82 - '83) .... Started outside and against the
house-union of Citroen, the strikes were quickly shackled by the
competing union, the "free" CGT. The government of socialist-stalinist
chits tried to use the combativity of the (union workers?) to gain
support for the propaganda of "the neu code of labour”. The CGT, tha
CFDT (NOTE: competing union federations), the minister of labour, all
uere identical in talking about the "dignity of ths worker", the n

'new rights of workers", the "end of serfdom at Citroen"...

Unfortunately for the CGT and the socialists, the "poor immigcant
(union workers?)" working in large numbers in the motor industry,
"yere too ignorant, too untutored, too little French," to taste the
subtle joys of "the democratic rights won in the fectories". Against
rapid speed ups, very short notice to quit, the clock and diceipline
of work, strikes started again, this time mae radical, at the Citroen
factory at Aulnoy, affirming day after day the class line that exists

between partisans of the "freedom of work™ and proletarians in strugg.e.

“ach day., groups of workers marched through the workshops to entice
away recalcitrants, tno face the scabs officered by the bosses.

~he 'social peace' was broken in the factory by the determination of
the strikers to impose their class force, the managers uere terrorized,
the authority and discipline of work u=re swept auay, production was
sabotaged.....one of the strongest symbols of bourgeois order in France
staggered under the blous of the workers struggle. Neither the CGT:

1or the socialists, nor any other bourgeois force could tolerate

seeing the cmancipation of proletarian force, and after some violent
confrontations betueen strikers and scabs, the bourageois front of
order, of discipline of work joined together in the name of "freedom

of work" and "the interest of the French motor industry" to smash the
rising workers' struggle. Auroux, the minister, the bosses, the
nions, all censured the uwnckers massive abuse of liberty and used
bourqgenis justice to prosecute them.

"Using violence to make yorkers strike is not, for the CGT,

one of the actions of a union"...."For such criminal conduct
the perpetrators are to be excluded from their community of
work™" (Auroux).... "We have proved time and again that the
violence was not on our side. The court officials were able

to establish that we restarted work: it is as we have always
uished ... long live French law in the workshops of fear."(CGT)

Using their foul and devoted press the ministers Mauroy and Deferre
are launching at the French a first appeal for a pogrom against the
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struggling immigrants, depicted as a total rabble of fanatic muslims.
Despite their great isolation, we should understand the importance

of these struggles. Defend the class struggle, not allowing the
comrades to be condsmned, measures of lay-off threaten all combative
workers who surrender to the state copSesiseee

Long live revolutionary struggle!

re@rererarerera@rererere*arerararererererarerererererererarerererexerexar

From the FRACTION COMMUNISTE INTERNATIONALISTE ue received the first
issue of their journal LA REVOLUTION COMMUNISTE. This issue is mainly
devoted to their basic principles and an introduction to their politics.
They are yet another left communist group (probably a splinter from

the GCI) who are obsessed with their oun importance and the role of
some future "communist™ party. They claim to be in the tradition of

the Italian left.. If you've got a strong stomach, or are totally unable
to think of anything better to do, you can contact them by uwriting

to BP 99, Bruxelles 6, B-1060 Bruxelles, Belgium. For the vieuws of

scme of us with regards to this type of politics see the articles an
Organisation by Louis Robsrtson and Mike Stone in the last issue of
INTERCOM. UWe reprint a part of their programmatic basis.

4. 13ASIC PRINCIPLES

"The indispensable organ of the revolutionary struggle of the proletariat
is the class party. It regroups in itself the most resolute and - .-
advanced fraction of the proletariat.... The fundamental tasks of
the party are defending and spreading revolutionary theory, organising
and directing the proletariat in the development of its struggle...."

They claim the party is going to have a vital role in the "period of
transition” as well. They "...proscribe all democratic, autonomist and
libertarian positions and claims centralism as the only possible
proletarian mode of oraganisation." Nuff S2ideeeccescoes

*GHAHAR A @R HARQR@HEH RN HOR AN @RI RO B AR OFD D @A A KA*@*A* @¥@*@*A*A*

Je have received very little material from groups that could be described
as libertarian communist. We would like to receive some, any suggestions?
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THE ANARCHIST "SCENE™ IN THE NORTH WEST: FURTHER COMMENTS AND REPLY FROM A. "PROPONENT OF
EXTRA-PARLIAMENTARY REFORMISM".

‘Here we go again: most anarchists are trendies and especially cnes who happen to be
tpunks's It really does piss me off having to continually listen to 'clder generation'
anarchists put down people rewer to anarchism than themselves because of the way they
choose to dress ur because they're pacifistss etc.etc. M.B'a piece in the last issue of
Intercom on the February NWAF conference in Liverpool is: yet another example of this.

Okey so many of us as you say are proponents uf extra-parliamentary refoernisn, can you
honestly say that workers standing on picket lines defending living standards aren't doing
the same? Maybe we do want to put as you patronisingly put it "a militant gloss™" on the
various campaigns you describe but don't you by seeking solidarity and greater support for
the struggles of what is after all only one group of people among others - ie.workers -
do the same?

I know this will sound angry but then I am angry. The past couple of years has seon a
larger nunber of people — nostly young - than for a long time in the ideas of anarchism,
lergely though not completely due to the influence of 'anarchist punk' bands, Whatever your
views for and against the 'pacifism' of these bands (and I mean the likes of Crass, Poiscn
Girls etc.), I would at least have expected some recognition from older anarchists of what
they have acheived, but what do we get instead? Attacks on people at NWAF and other
meetings because of the way they dress. Scathing comments such as "Crass boys", "Anarchy
and Peace lot". 'Critiques' of the music industry and youth culturc such as those in 'Sumner
0f A Thousand Julys' and 'Anarchy 34', or 'The End Of Music' which either completely
nisrepresent or ignore things. And to cap it all M.B. of 1Wildcat' labelling us all a
"motley crew".

Most of us would not recognise a working class movement if one "were under their noses".
Now as far as I'm aware, the divide between those anerchists who believe in class strugegle
and those anarchists who don't is not a new one. To use the fact that you du to put down
people who you think don't really does smack of intolerance and lack of understanding? Not
to mention the fact that it is both bigoted and patronising. It is like some anti-sexist
men who say women pever oppress men. A pile of shit basically.

Regarding your criticisms of the NWAF both in the 'Tntercom' erticle and at the
subsequent Stoke conference. Yes the NWAF ss it is at present ig disomganised but you know,
if the NWAF is to have any point at all there does have tc be recognition of the
differences which do exist between anarchists and a greater degree of tolerance all rounc.
You, having been'arocund' so to speak longer than nost of us, nust surely be aware of this?

Gjon.

Brief Reply to GJjon

just a few points:-

1) I did not and never have 'put down' anyone because of the way thg dress.

2) The language used in my last contribution was born ov* of frustration and
m may have been a bit over the ‘top’.

3) However my basic criticism still stands and is only reinforced by G on's
lotter. He still fails to understand that seeing the class struggle (in

it's broadest sense) as the basis of the 1ibertarian communist movement and
strucsls is won simly an individual preference, one of many choices open to the
1ibertarian commmist but an alternative view to that peddled by the proponents
of the 'altcrnative socicty', 'life-style politics' ‘individual solutions’

and reformism in general.

4) T had not proviously come across the pamphlet 'The End of Music' though I now
find I have had previous political connections with the authors. It is now
availabla froms Calderwood, 15, BoxV2 C/o 488 Great Westorn Road, Glasgow G12.
Price 7% P MB
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The following letter was received by the Careless Talk Collective

Dear CTC,

Firstly, in answer to your implied question "What is wrong with student
groups?” (implied by “anyway, what is wrong with a student address"), this
is a bit like saying "what is wrong with nolice-cadet groups" or "what is
wrong with television-fan groups". Do you deny that universities are simply
organisations for the propagation of lies (including recuperated pseudo-
contestation). Do you realy think that there is such a thing as a revolutionary
student. The student is under training for becoming a conservative element
in the management of this society, and is therefore already such an element.
The role of the student is to glamorise survival within this society, to
advertise the dominant spectacular modes of pseudo-communication which
pervade the planet (eg. the lecture). To take the few stulciis who pretend
to be revolutionary, what does this amount to? It amounts to accepting the
student terrain and thus this society. The only revolutionary thing to do
with universities is to destroy them.

In 1968, in France, most students were interested in 'university
reform' or the 'position of universities in this society' (!!) (the rest were
just open conservatives). However, I am ready to admit that, compared to the
15-0dd million workers on wildcat general strike, and to the tens of thousands
of young and old workers and unemployed who fought memorable battles with the
cops in dozens of cities, there were also a few hundred people who were,
purely in technical terms, 'at' university who were also revolutionary.
Naturally, they openly admitted that they were 'anti-student' and that they
wanted the absolute destruction of the university. (Consider the scandal of
Strasbourg in 1966, and the text of the first Occupation Committee of the
Sorbonne, which left the Sorbonne, en masse, on May 17th to help form the
Committee for Maintaining the Occupations).

A few more remarks about the articles in Intercom 2 :

Simon leefe’s article makes the mistake of considering technology
as a sort of deus ex machina, apart from the fact that he is continually
trying to analyse the crisis and the workings of the system from what the
bosses think of them. Certainly it is useful for us to know what the enemy
class thinks of the capitalist crisis, but this is not determinant in what
they are, and in how the crisis began and in how it will develop.

To analyse the present crisis, one has to consider how the ruling
class extricated itself from the last one. It is not a matter of simply saying
'by means of an imperialist war', becausc that is not the whole story. On
what basis did the ruling class manage its system after the war. To interpose
a few figures at this juncturc, price inflation in Britain between 1949
and 1953 was over 30% and between 1955 and 1965 it was 36%. During the period
of reconstruction, capitalism increased production in sectors of industry
destroyed by the:wrr (houses, for example, especially in Germany, Russia,
Poland and Britain), but it also increased production of what are called
'servicr 3' (eg. semi-durable goods with deliberately built-in breakability,
universities, as well as fashions). The continuous inflationist polocies
pursued by the ruling class from 195 did not create any new market for the
extra surplus value which was liberated by these manoeuvres, but the artificial
nature of the 'demand' for these goods was to some extent hidden by the
reconstruction industries, which were of course doing a roaring trade. The
end of the period of reconstruction revealed the fundamental lack of real
damand inside capital for this liberated surplus value (what I mean is, for
its realisation, because of course capitalists always want surplus value)
which was in the first place only liberated through State intervations
Adesigned to drive down real wages.
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Tubord thus is risht when he says that "the essential contradiction of
spectacular domination in crisis is that it has failed on its strongest
point - certain paltry material satisfactions - which excluded many other
satisfactions but which were presumed to be sufficient to procure the
continued adhesion of the masses of producer-consumers. And it is exactly
this material satisfaction that it has polluted and ceased to supply." -

I do not think that the IMF,CBI,OPEC,TUC, etc. counterbalance or
stop the basic anarchic nature of capitalist production. On the contrary,
anarchy of production was only temporarily halted during the post=war
reconstruction, and is now asserting itself more. On the contrary,protectionist
policies have become the rule for the capitalist classes of all countries,
from France and the US to Russia and Britain. This is more than anywhere
else noticeable in the country with the biggest total capital, the US. In
fact, in Poland, where there is only one big capitalist, this is where the
internal effects of anarchy of production are deepest at present, and soon
the whole world will resemble Poland. Witness also the other bankrupt
coungries (Mexico, Lebanon) and the countries at war (Palestine, F1 Salvador
etc.

Simon is thus very wrong to say th .t "the ‘health' of an economy is
determined by how much money is in circulation®. On the contrary, the 'health'
of an economy, which is the same thing as saying the prospects for the
capitalist class, is determined solely by the capability of that class to
reinvest its surplus value.

It is not the whole truth to say that the crisis started because
"for some reason, prices rose", or at least wrong to see this in terms
unconnected from the general conditions of capital. The truth is that the -
fundamental contradiction between the interests of the individual capitalist
(wants his workers to have as 1cw wages as possible, but wants cther werkers
to have high wages so they can buy his goods) an? the capitalist class as a
whole (wants as high a profit rate (s/v+c) as possible, but alsc wants demand)
has once again become determinant.

Therefore, the present crisis can only be seen as a generalised crisis
of the capitalist system, and not even a massive increase in the rate of
exploitation (which is nonetheless what the capitalists will try% will extricate
capitalism from it. A war might, though (new reconstructicn ete.), but capitalism
will for obvious reasons try other methods first, namely the acceleration of
the present worldwide increase in poverty, rate of expleitation, anc unemployment.
Still, one should not forget the scores of '"minor' wars since 1945 (Korea, Cuba,
Angola, Palestine, Vietnam, Chile, S.Africa, S. Africa, Kampuchea, the Arab-
Israeli wars etc).

The deepening of the capitalist crisis, and the dynamic of the class
struggle of the proletariat, will create the conditicns for the escalation
of proletarian Aiscontent (including its own consciousness of itself), which
this time is already beginning to know that its emancipation must be its own
act, the consequence of generalised proletarian self-crganisation,” of civil war.

Most of the contributors to Intercom still defer to the stage-sets
of the patently nationalist CND (with big or small letters), even if they pretend
to put a ‘'radical'’ tinge on the holding hands, chanting, and conservatism
of the Greenham women. The stupid 'Subversive Graffiti' group in Aberdeen
devote three A3 pazes to a glorification of the pseulo-action at Greenhanm; v
they think it's some kind of action (t) to chant 'show us your number' when kicked
by the cops. What would they do in a real class war?? Revolutionaries must,cn
the contrary (and this group certainly is not revoluticnary) continually combat
their own image in the spectacle. This is the first condition for revolutionary
coherence. To think that revolution=its image in the spectacle, this is
counter-revolutionary in every way = it is the whole locus of recuperation.
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Marx put his finger on the nature of pseulo-revclutionaries when he said
in the 18th Brumaire of L.Bonaparte that one cannot ju’ze people by the conception
they have of themselves, but only by what they are and what they do. Those who,
like Marx, Luxemburg, Pannakoek, etc., espouse a real anti-ideological practical-
critical method, know that ideolosies are 'ideas that serve masters'.Anarchism,
Leninism, Stalinism, Trotskyism, etc. are all counter-revolutionary: their only
purpose is to put a2 new disguise on the cld world in order to strengthen it.

The real movement which suppresses existing conditions, the real communist
movement, is developing elsewhere, in quality as well as quantity. Revclutionaries
must intervene in this process by actively contributing to the homogeneity of class
consciousness. Revolutionary orsganisations which may exist before the absolute power
of the workers councils must explicitly prepare for their own dissclution at this
time. Parties, Unions, etc are antagonistic to the communist project, and their
forms have been anti-communist for a long time.

There are many thinzs to be cdone.

Revolutionaries must try tc state the whole of the matter ..... the destructicn
of capital an? its manifestations (wage-labour, commodity preduction, nations,money,
pseudo-1life). Of course intervention will only be effective where something is
already happening, where proletarians are already rejecting the unbearable
poverty of their condition, even if these rejections are not yet violent. As
a communist I refuse to conceal my views and aims; I openly admit that my aims can
only be achieved by the vioclent overthrow of all existing conditions. No aspect of
this society's domination must be sheilded from our attacks. In this respect, the
paternalistic self-denyinz of the 'Wildcat' sheets is more or less saying to
proletarians: "We know that what you are doing is part of the revolutionary movement
but at present you are too stupid to understand it, so we will only state half the
matter and try tc limit you to making more demands from your enemies”. (For example
the article on the DHSS strikes in Wildcat 7 says 'Struggle for 12% and nothing
less' as their culminating piece of advice). (Another example is the advert for
a gay switchboard in 'Subversive' Graffiti, which glorifies survival within this
society. Would these social workers give 'help and advice' to gay bosses?)

Revolutionaries are people who act theoretically and practically inside
the process of the total escalation and generalisation (in quantity and quality)
of the present proletarian refusals of this society. Talking about civil war, just
like civil war itself, cannot be put of to the indefinite future, a la Kautsky.

Generaliserl coordinated intervention is necessary, which must be coherent
at every level.

Red i zgbert July 1983 - 1

P.S.

Simon Leefe shows a certain lack of understanding of what revolution is
all about when on p.ll of Intercom 2, he defines the alternative either as
'a large number of productive workers opting out of production' or ..aat he calls
'the classic seizure of the means of production'. Defininz things like this, which
cannot really be considered as separate from the rest of his article, forgets
several basic facts, which I shall list:
+++ Revolution means civil war, because the ruling class will not give in.
+++ The real suppression of wage-labour and commodity production is equivalent
to the workers' direct possession of all aspects of their activity, productive
and otherwise, In one very important sense, 2ll of human activity (and passivity)
is productive, in the sense that ¢ sryone's life~-span is filled with time and
therefore with irreversible choices, This is what pseudo-revolutionaries, because
of their lack of dialectical thought, do not understand.
++ Yes, Proletarians must seize the means of production and everything else;
this is the reality of the end of wage labour. From the very beginning, this
entails workers producing things for themselves (food, arms to fight troops etc.)
Of course there will be bureaucratic forces trying to pr- i this back onto
the terrain of the system. This is , of course, no reason not to do it, because
every inch of the way along the revolutionary road, there will be counter-
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-revolutionary forces pretending to be on the side of the autonomous proletariat but
in fact not. We must combat our owa image in the spectacle, and not shy away from
action because certain people will try to recperate it. The facts that the ruling
class will not give in, that there is a necessity for a prolonged and total civil
war between the two classes that will recognise no frontiers whatever, these facts
show the absolute necessity for the real 2 ‘atorchip of the proletariat. Simon
lLeefe does not, I feel, really understand the category of production, either present
alienated production, or the future production in communist society. For instance,
there is obviously no revolution if the bosses still control the factories (even

if there were a billion times more computers than there are now) .

Simon should think some more about civil war.

4=t + 4+ +++++++++++rr A

WILDCAT MINI-PAMPHLETS

The texts of two 'Wildcat' extended leaflets are included in this issue
of '"Intercom',

The text on the Labour Party has already appeared as a completed
leaflet and was distributed in substantial numbers at political meetings
and demonstrations just prior to the last British general election.

The text on the Socialist Workers Party is the result of considerable
jnternal discussion in our group and appears in draft form. We hope
readers will send us any criticisms they have of its content before we
go ahead with its production.

Both productions have, or will have, illustrated front covers, They will
be available from us at 5p per copy including postage. for 10 or more.

'"Wildcat' c/o Box 25, 434 Corn Exchange; Hanging Ditch, Manchester M4 3BN.

SYLVIA PANKHUST — 'COMMUNISM AND ITS TACTICS'
Edited and Introduced by Mark Shipuway

This is a2 reprint of several articles by Sylvia Pankhurst which appeared
in the 'Workers Dreadnought' in 1921 and 1922 with a useful historical
introduction.

A good pamphlet to sell at left-wing or feminist meetings on the
Pankhursts,

It costs S0p and is available from the 'Wildeat' group.
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S.W.P ¢ CONFUSION OR RANK HYPOCRISY ?

P

One of the most significant groups outside the orbit of the Labour and
'Commuinist' parties, in Britain, is the Socialist Workers Party. It is
important not primarily because of its size (though its membership is around
4,000 ), but more because of the fact that its politics have seemed credible
to many who have rejected the Labour Party and are committed to the objectives
of working class struggle. : ,
The SWP alsc has a seemingly clear position on Russia & Bastern Durope as being
State capitalist, which separates it from practically all of the remaining
Trotskyist groups, and this is reflected in their slogan : "Neither Washington
nor Moscow but International Socialism". !

In terms of practical activity, an enormous amount of energy is put in by
members, up and down the country, at picket lines, occupations, meetings,

at workplaces, inside the unions, and so on. A& pity is therefore that much

of this potentially revoluticnary energy should be channelled ultimately in
the direction of supporting some of the very institutions which uphold the

present system.

THE LABOUR PARTY

The first fact to consider is that the SWP considers itself part of the "Left":
the very same "left" which includes the left-wing of the Lebour Party.
Right-wing dominance of the Labour Party is seen as 2 defeat for everyone

on 'the Left', including the SWP, and hence for the working class.(see Socialist
Worker 18.9.82 p.7).

As occasionally happens, 2 more enlightened view 1s put forward, pointing to

the capitalist nature of all factions of the Labour Party. An article in

Womens Voice pointed out that,

When the crunch came Foot behaved as all Labour darlings of the
left always have. He worked flat out to convince us that our
interests were the same as Thatcher's. Sne could never have done
it without him.
The difference between Foot's activities over the Falklands and
Ernest Bevin's over Germany is one of degree: Bevin hed the blood
of millions on his hands.

WV July '82 'The 2nd World Wer-Mongers'

pe17

How can it be that ta. same party which states in its principles that

'the present system cannot be patched up or reformed seessssssssit has to be
overthrown', trot out during election times the seme old tired lie that Labour

is somehow less capitalist, less cheuvinist and less anti-working class than

the Tories, and should therefore be supported ? 'Voting Labour without illusions'
will do little to dispel the fraudulent claims that "Labour is the lesser

evil®, if the SWP help in contributing to that very myth. At least many in

the Labour party probably really do believe that it is in workers interests to
vote Labour, even if they are disastrously wrong. But for the SWP it's a 'tactict



they know Labour stinks but consider éﬁ% possibility of a boost in their
recruitment figures from those who become disillusioned more important then
actually telling the workers the truth.
A recent Socialist Worker headline ran like this :i-
Another five years of Tory government ?
Another five years of rising unemployment, of savage attacks on
the health service, of sgueezed welfare services end soaring arms
spending, of deteriorating inner city areas, of the installation
of Trident and Cruise ? The prospect is almost too frightening

to contemplate.
SW 30 Oct '82

Pandering to those who still believe in Labour, the Tories arc made out to be
the cause of the current attack on workers' living standards. This shores up
support for Labour. The implication here is that there would be zn alternative
to this under Labour, especially with a more left-wing Labour government.
With an eye to their recruitment figures differences with the Labour left are
pertrayed in terms of their parliamentary a roach, rather than aims -
The mistake of the Labour left has been to believe they can
substitute electoralism for basing themselves on (workers')
BtTUZEleSecesceresacocsases o the same minority of socialists,
operating with a different, non-parliamentary approach, could
both have a real impact and begin to break out of the ghetto
in which much of the left finds itself.
SWw 5 HMar '83
'The Alternative to Defeat'
Pe3

The Left in the Labour Party is also harangued by the SWP for not being
prepared to take on the Right: but nowhere is the critical distinction between
genuine socialists and those on the 'Left' who simply want to manage the
capitalist economic crisis, albeit with a greater degree of direct state
intervention (as is outlined in Holland's 'Alternative Economic Stretegy' ),
brought out. This shouldn't be too surprising given their own rather hazey
definition of socialdsm. The vision of tSocinlism' es nationalisation plus
workers' control is all-pervasive amongst the Left (including the SWP) and
provides & common ground between such groups and the Labour Party. Precisely

what form this workecrs' bontrol' should take is rarely gone into.

THE UNIONS

Combatting reformism also means chellenging the way trade unions are used to
control workers' struggles. For instance, the defeat of the health workers

in 1982, was brought szbout in large part by the way thec Unions mounted fake
solidarity national and regional one-day sioppages, thus preventing the health
workers actively seeking genuine solidarity. More recently, in the water
strike the union negoticted a settlement on behalf of their members without it
going to a vote. (Strikers hed earlier rejected a slightly smeller offer).
However the nearest the SWP comes to this is to point out the 'betrayals' of
‘bad lesders', or the 'tactical errors' of left-wing ones, as the following

comment on the miners' strike vote shows:



WHatever conclusidﬂsis reached from the ballot, it's clear
that the South Wales miners were left isolated by a combination
of serious tactical errors in the run up to the ballot. The
result also cruelly exposed the NUM's left leaders who, in
securing office, allowed their base to wither.scesecseccees
sesssessssAlthough Yorkshire is left led, there was little
propegenda from the NUIl officeSesssesssssesss.nd in Derbyshire
reports revealed that despite a left-wing leadership, no work
was done to win the balloticeececee

SW 19 Mar '83

'Why the miners voted No'p.13

But with rank-and-file pressure the unions can be made to defend workers' interestis,
according to the SWP. The SWP adopt a similar line with those lower down in the
union hierarchy, the shop stewards. So that although they can admit that BL shop

stewards were 'with a few emceptions, arguing exactly the same as management'

they continue to put forward their own members as shop stewards.

The divisive nature of trade union control and organisation of working class
struggle, has not deterred the SWP from adopting their arguments and slogans,

even when they've known them to be wrong. During the Fords strike, back in 1978,
the unions presented the pay claim as a 'special case'. The Ford Workers Combine,
which included workers aligned to & whole range of left-wing groups (including

the SWP), were quick to reinforce this argument by adopting the slogen

'Fords Can Pay'. But the SWP, in their more 'intellectuzl' publication, Socialist
Review, showed that they were well aware of the divisive implications of this
slogan:

Thus even when workers rejected the 5. limit, as they did at
Ford, they justified their claims by pointing to the companies'
huge profit: an argument quiteccompatible with acceptance of
the 'naticnal interest' and the application of the pay norm
to other workers
¥ Socizlist Review 9 p.32 'Fighting Against
tne Stream'

However this did not prevent the SWP from endorsing the work of the Combine, nor
from prominently displaying the slogan 'Fords Can Pay' in their paper.

An example of where this 'defence of trade unionism' stence can lead was provided
in the Wandsworth dustman's strike in July 1982. Socialist Worker called for
scabbing during the strike in order to keep trade union orgenisation intact, and
picket lines were crossed.

Revolutionaries recognise that trade unions den't defend the working class, and
this is why we don't stand for office in the unions, but call for democratic

mass meetings of all workers outside of union divisions, to elect revocable

strike committees to run strikes outside and against the unions.

INTERNATIONALISM 7

The SWP slogan "Neither Washington nor Moscow but Internaticnal Socialism"
is not borne out in practice, because of their support for national liberation
movements. In an earlier edition of the book State Capitalism in Russia

(published in 1964 under the title Russia: a Marxist Analysis ) Tony Cliff wrote:

Were the backward countries isolated from the rest of the
world, we could say capitalism would be progressive in them.
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Revolutionary Morxists however, take the world as our point of

départure, and therefore conclude that capitalism, whereever it

exists today, is reactionarye.cceeccceccecs
p.130

But such a clear point of view is not reflected in their more recent publications.
Only three years ago the SWP gave support to the 'liberation movement' in
Zimbabwe despite having to admit today that:

vveosX..in the black townships life is much the same &as it
always was, with growing levels of unemployment as the economic
boom of 1980 gives way to recession. All that is different are
the nameS..ssssoe

SW 19 Mar '83 P.5

"What's really happening in Zimbabwe'

The SWP's analysis of Russia as state capitalist only seems to have led them to
support any nationalist sentiments in the working class movements of Eastern
Eurcpe. Whether it be in the form of arguing tgolidarity' to take power in
Poland, or 2 call for an armed insurrection against Kader and the Russians'
(see SW 30 Oct '82) it can only be of ultimate benefit to capitalist interests
in the West.

CND & THE ACTICN AT GREENHAM CCMMON

The recent debate in Socialist Worker about}%fitism of the womens' pédace campaisz.
at GCreenham Common has obscured the fact that the SWP has supported CND. The

CND argues that capitalism can be forced to get rid of nuclear weapons if enough
people demonstrate their moral cbjection to them. Does the SWP really go along
with this ? Well not quite, but it does seem to believe at times that

capitalism can be disarmed if CND would only stop playing down opposition to

NATO and step up demands for unilateral disarmament:

by ducking unilateralism, the toughest argument against the Bomb
they (CND) have left their support weak and vulnerable to
Thatcher's propaganda.
SW 19 Feb '83 'Thatcher's Nuclear Offensive
pp.-i-3 (my emphasis)
Yet only two months later we have scatements it would be very difficult to
reconcile with their previous conditional support of CND:

the form of protest they have chosen —- endorsed by CND-- which
actively involves only a tiny nuwher of individuals leads in the
opposiie direciion to the sort of mass workers' movement which
cen get rid of the missiles by getting rid of the society which
breeds them.

SW 2 April '83 'A reply to Greenham Common'

p.9
and,

The only power that can match that »f the nuclear state lies in
the hands of crganised woxkers.

SW 9 April '83 'The way forward after

Greenham' p.3

go having previously urged workers to support CND, they are now gquite content
in tellnig them it was a complete waste of time.

TROTSKYISM

Given these cbvious contradictions, is it a remarkable thing that over the
years, despite its growth, the SWP has lost a great many of its members who
have left to become disillusioned with revolutionary politics ?

When the Socialist Review/International Sucialism Croup (as they were known)
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first.sta?ted out in the 'sixties they were more open-minded than many other
organisations cf ?hg Left and represented, in Britain, a fairly conscious attempt
?o overcome the limitations of the politics of the Fourth International and the
ﬁdeas of'Trotsky that lay behind them. Hence their rejection of Russia as a
workers' state". More importantly they acknowledged the reality and centrality
of thg pogt—war boom and its effects upon working class consciousness eand
organisation., Other organisations (like the SLL) were still peddling the belief
that world economic collapse was just around the corner.
The year ?968.seems to have signalled the failure on the part of I.S. to overcome
these 11m1?at10n3 and its gradual slip beck into the Trotskyist tradition.
Whether this was due to the events of May '68 in France, ,and the appeal provided
by ?hg sudden'swelling of the ranks of I.S. with eager, militant youth, awaiting
?giltig?i i;z;gn or the non-preparedness on their pgrt to work out the consequencec
g ; y now that the post-war boom was coming to an end and a new period
of economic crisis was beginning, is academic. What is clear was that after
about 1970 the leadership had embarked upon a 'party-building' style which left
little room for the theoretical guestioning of the prior period.
As a r?sult, all activity within the I.S. became orientated towards recruitment,
and this has continued unabated ever since. It is the same story no matter what
area of activity is considered: principles have become subordinated to tactics
for getting more workers in the organisation. s L =5
What could have been a genuine movement in the early '70's within the unions to
prepare workers for independent struggle became the National Rank and File Movemen®
where any organised groups apart from I.5. were frozen or driven out. It
substituted a lower, more local level of militant "leaders" or shop stewards (to be
I1.S. dominated ) for genuine workers' democracy and self-activity.
The same tactic underpins their attitude to the Lebour Party. Putting Labour in
office will mean more recruits when it is finally exposed in front of the
working class. An important stran? of the Trotskyist heritage which they have
vaed in their pursuit of this objective is that of the 'trarsitional demand'.
The so-called Right to Work campaign demended full employment, invoking the idea
that such a "right" could exist under capitalism. Secretly, of course, they
¥new that it didn't but by getting people to make these unrealistic demands upon
capitalism they hoped (and still hope) to recruit amongst digillusioned workers.
The idea that people will have their eyes opened by hitting their heads against
brick walls, only reveals the contempt which lies beneath. Today, the manipulative
response to movements like womens' liberation and CND is for its potential as a
recruiting ground, with unilateral jisarmament just being another 'transitional
demand'. The culmination was the renaming of the organisation as the SWP in 1977.
By thie time the demands of maintaining a structure that woull build the party
meant that there could be no discussion which challenged its theoretical foundations.
They could only respond Dby becoming less democcratic: a number of small groupings
were ejected in the mid-seventies, and many individuals left of their own accord.
Their theory that a party was an organisation that brought together the majority
of revolutionary workers in industry, and that 'such a party cannot be created
except on a thoroughly democratic basis; unless in its internal life, vigorous
controversy is the rule and various tendencies and shades of opinion represented’ )
(D. Hallas 'Towards a Revolutionary Socialist Party' Party & Class 1971) conflicted
heavily with the experience of many who eventually leave and become disillusioned
with revolutionary politics altogether.
ind what is the Party being built for ? Well they might not explicitly state it,
but they believe as all Leninists do that the Party must take power on _behalf of

the working cluss.

For us today, the possibility that the SWP will seize power ig an absurdly _
unlikely cne. But this doesn't mean that we should ignore their ideas. The cholce
betwe en a policy cf 'all power to the Workers Councils' and one of 'all power to
the Revolutionary Party' will be s fundamental tomorrow as it was in 1917.
Turthermore their ideas are affecting the class strugele in limited but mater}al
ways in the here and now. Bvery time workers are railroaded into support%ng the ‘
tleft-wing' capitalists against the 'pight-wing' lot, whatever the 'justification’,
workers' own independent class interests become mere rheteric to be used in the
political battle between these different factions. Those who claim to be '
revolutionaries must recognise that the State today includes not only the traditional
institutions (schools, media, etc.) but also its political organisations like the
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lLabour Party and the various factions of leftist State capitalism.
They must break theoretically and practically with all forms of ruling class
ideology if they are not to become an obstacle to the working class movement.

WILDCAT June/July '83
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Some comments on the 'Don't Vote' leaflet from St Helens Anarchists

This leaflet has been included in ' Tntercom' at the request of St. Helen's
anarchists, although it does not in our cpinion express the basic revolutionary

politics of the 'Interconm' project.

It does express a healthy rejection of authoritarianism and parliamentarism and
it asserts the need for individuals to take responsibility for their lives.
However, this is put forward as an essentially moral and individual choice
outside any content of social class struggle. The only reference to collective
activity is a list of mutual aid projects, which far from being 'too idealistic’
as the leaflet suggests people might see them, are clearly quite practicel

petty capitalist enterprises or simply pleasant hobbies with as much relevance 1o
the revolutionary overthrow of capitalism 2s the local allotement society.

Real individuality can only develop in the context of independent class strug:le
against the system and become & permanent everyday part of life with the emergence
of a libertarian communist society.

We are for class politics not community politics or individual moralism.
WILDCAT
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REVIEW: the 'communist bulletin’

With issue number 4 of this bulletin, parallelling the conversion of its

publishers from a discussion group into a formzlly congtituted political group,
there is a welcome, if only partial move towaris an outgoing political journal

and away from the previous iniulgence in ‘navel gazing'. This change is
represented by articles on the recent British elections and on a strike at

'Aire Valley Yarns' in Leeds. There is in addition quite a good article
eriticising the International Communist Current theory of the 'left in opposition'.
(Which incidentally appears at the samc time as the ICC hes published the first
criticism of its own theory, by a Hong Kong comrade, in its 'Interncticnal

Review'). But this debate will be of interest only to a haniful of revolutionaries.

Unfortunately, if understandably in view of their background, they find it
necessary yet again to make formal pleas to both the 'Internstional Communist
Current' and the 'Communist Workers Organisation' for fraternal debate and
cooperation, when their own experience must surely have taught them that for these
groups to become responsible, non-elitist and non-sectarian would require a

MAJOR political and psychological break they show little sign of making.

MB (Manchester)

The 'communist bulletin' is available for 30p plus postage from 3
c/o Box 85, 43 Candlemakers Row, Edinburgh.
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THE ELECTION FARCE CONTINUES

As you know,June 9th is the national election day and in the run-up to the
forth-coming elections, the public 1s as usual bombarded with promises by the four
major political parties that, if they are elected they would "get the country back
on its feet" by implimenting some miraculous, "cure all" policy (usually either d
nationalisation, privatisation or some equally ludicrous scheme). And,
unfortunately, the public accept these vote~catching lies, thinking that, if they
vote for their chosen party the countries problems, and more importantly, their own
problems, will be solved.

Why does this election madness go on? People are conned into thinking that
parliamentary change is the only way that they can get things done. This is a cruel

i lie. As long as people think this, any thoughts of &’M
changing the way they live or the conditions they live in are
rejected and "lobbying MP's" is thought to be the only way o
achieving any real significant change.

ANARCHY, a solution.

However, if people rejected the parliamentary system and
instead, started to reclaim their own lives, taking responsibdlity
for their own actions, not letting themselves be pushed around,

questioning their own relationships, questioning their role in
PTO




soclety and making themselves aware of the policies of domination and supression in
this country (and others) in which we live, they would find it much easier to live
and work with others with mutual respect and co-operation which would make governments
(and all forms of authority) obsolete.

There are various things people can do to help themselves and others. Various
groups of individuals have set up housing co-operatives , to share the money & respon-
sibility of buying and developing property, gardening co-operatives to produce food &
sell surplus food cheaply to others, information services and community centres to help
others in need and to develop a sense of "togetherness" between people in a community,
tennant associations, health and fitness groups, the list is endless. The only
limitation is your imagination and determination. -

It would be very easy to critisise all this as being "too idealistic" and to
dismiss it, saying that "it will never work". Tt will only work if you are prepared
to get up and make it work. We don't profess to know all the answers - you have got
to find your own problems and solutions. All we are saying is that anything is better
than living the mind-numbing pointless, isolated lives that we now lead, where the
countries "leaders" tell us what we can and can not do.

Don't be conned by the .el'ectﬂ.meerj.ng lies of the polititions - they don't
give a damn about you. Get up and o things for yourself, You've only got one
1ife, live it ! 5 A TR oy o W
This leaflet was produced by a group of .anarchists from - ‘

St. Helens. If you would like further information about what .

anarchy is and what anarchists believe write to:- ¢% | A
Box S.H.A. | 22 ‘ _
31 Gothic Street & L) ;
Rock Ferry .
Birkenhead
Merseyside |
© Anarchy!
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policy minimal.

(XD has %o vealiss that to obtain their aims the problems of imposing an
umianted policy on & ruling ellile nave tc be faced.

¥a have six months to siop eruise and several years possibly to siop the
thivd world wer. I suggest that the only raticmeal respouse of GHD at the present
j'emmeiatolmchaoampai@laimdatmkingthia country ungovernable until

¥a have to realise that the history ofprotestmbeenapmeaasmm-
by the governing elaments of our sociely have converted threat of revolution into
conirolled mavrches and demcnsirations. This has been done through the media,
edusation, policing, and wany other metheds. We hawve 1o break out of this
stralt jacket and retwm %o 2 lsvel of protest which is 2 Teal threat to the
poverful. They mst s challenged to either suppress us or 0 meet our demends.

A major prodlem in developing such & campaiga is CHD membership itaelf.
¥any are Crawn from the piddle classes, wWio a¥e dependent for their social
positicn on the vexy ruling elites wa would have to challengs. For tuem a meal
confliot would exist. They wonld be challengiog the orderly society which
rurtures their very eoconomic oxiptence. Wa would be undermined by the elemenis
within our mewbership and individual psychology, which heve been couditicned to
socept limited protest, and who positively benefit from e bglief in glow {emo=
cvatic ¢henge, which in realldy maintaine ths status quo.

CND needs to reassess 1t priorities. We are not & moral movement, bui
a prastical ons, with ome aim of world survival. We should decide cur policles
practically and vetionally, pot 2orally. Debates over demOCTECY, legality, and
wiclepce should be decided purely on the oriterion of effectiveness in achieving
snds.

4 policy for CHD that would give any chance of guccess must iuvolve 2
sombination of infustrial sirikes ageinst war sroduction, civil disobedience,
hoth violent and non~viclend, depending on tsctical requiressnts, and axtensive
supporting explanatory p . Ye have to move towards involvement in ithe
t+rades wmion axd lebour movemeni exd workirg class ard away from providiag
epotional moral outlets for piddle class morelists.

A%t a practical locsl level, WS should meet far more regularly {maybe
weekly), plan visible frequent protesis at a Jevel that the authorities will be
forced to nctice, and cncoursge full participation by 211 our members. it present
Hillingdon CND functions lixe a local mocial club, rather than & dynamic protest
sovement. Those members who support action should speak up, wather than remain-
ing silent a% meetings. It is too lote in ine day %o worry about peoples! sens-
ibilitiec. The moral careeristshave %0 bo caallenged in the interesis of effect~
ive politics.

Personzlly, T vropose that, accenting the imminent and almest inevitable
arrival of Cruise and "rident, we must prepare %o take pert in a campaign of
civil mmest, vzhindered by legal and aon~vioclent congiderations, Instead of
quoting Ghandi and Wilberforos, »epresentatives of the middle-elass Oxbridge
:gt-: 1:; ti;:bzrlin;*}@im% ;iﬂi sheald repember the residents of Cable Street,

3 of e Wes e3, and more rvecently <
Narita in Japan. ' o T YL e at‘
s ag; at;:: involved iz;e:.l pewer straggle against the forces of capital and the

* sooner wa . ige the cold vealities of that struggle
likely axe our chances of success. " o
Pater Moore,
49, Hayes End RBd.
Hayes knd.
o1 575 1357

ROTE This srticle was submitted to the Hillingdou (D Hewsletter, but
not putlished. I malke no comuent, but have taken the initiative
to digiribubte it myself, as I balieve debate on all contentious
issues is essential. I welcome cxiticism and comment in any form.



A TECHNICIAN REBUKES A QUACK ENGINEER
A reply to Simon Leefe

Simon Leefe's article in Intercom 2 "An Engineer writes: Capitalism and the ' - .
'recession' (or what the hells going on?)" raises a whole host of questions
which would probably take several reams 1O answer. However apart from the
many unanswered questions which Simon ralses there are several flaws in hils
analysis of the economic system which I would like to put right. This then
is not a full scale reply to his article but an attempt to correct some mis-
understandings of his regarding the recession, or crisis as 1'd prefer to
call it. I think the most important point to make is to distinguish between
bourgeols economics (of which Simon appears to have a partial understanding)
and that branch most likely to lead to our liberation often called Marxist
oconomics (of which Simon appears to have no knowledge). Since Simon has
dwelled on a tortuous explanation of the crisis from a bourgeois point of
view I will concentrate on this aspect but not to the exclusion of Marxist
explanations.

Bourgeois economics uncrtically explains the market system and its bureaucratic
alternatives. It treats the market as though it were a natural thing which
would exist quite seperately from any human involvement. It never looks
beneath the system to see what social, political and economic factors are at
work which turn thinge and people into marketable commodities. It rarely looks
at the consequences of exploitation in the market. A blzarre example of
bourgeois economic problem solving (or making) is an idea by Paul Samuelscn,

& Nobel prizewinner in Economics no less, who suggested that Robinson Crusoe
should have developed a monetary system so that he could calculate what it cost
him to pick fruit! When things go wrong with the economic system bourgeois
cconomists can only suggest contradictory treatment of the symptoms.

But Marxist economics looks at the world from an entirely different perspective.
Tt has a historical dimension which looks at the world as it exists for those
who produce the wealth for our rulers. The historical dimension comes from
the fact that the working class are seperated from the ownership and control of-
the means of production. It is this separation that allows surplus value
-profit- which leads to exploitation in the market place. Marxists do not
look at problems from a narrow nationalistic standpoint but instead see capit-
alism as a global system affecting the whole world.

Simon's treatment of bourgeols economics is defective. He seems to say that the
current crisis is caused by the end of the 'Free Market' which would otherwise
cause the economy to be self regulating. Even those who advocate a self-regu-
lating economy, which generally means a minimal state intervention, accept that
there are bound to be slumps as well as booms. But contrary to popular belief
there has never been a 'Free Market' under capitalism outside of economic text-
books and perhaps parts of the agricultural industry. The market of 'perfect'
competition which is often what is meant by the "Free Market" makes a number of
assumptions which simply aren't realistic under capitalism. Briefly it assumes
that consumers (callec households by the experts) and Firms have a perfect
knowledge of the market. There is no room for trade secrets. Producers have
always wanted to keep their technology away from thelr competitors. They are
protected by ruling class control of copyright and patent laws. It assumes
that all products within certain sectors are identical. Apart from food (and
oven this is not totally immune) one thing we can safely say is that no two
commodities are given precisely the same image by those who sell them. Perhaps
most important of all the theory of perfect competition ignores the vital
nature of strategic industries on the national economy and the way governments
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everywhere protect them. Steel, coal and shipping are among those in this
category, Although governments may wish to minimise their expenditure on
strategic industries no government would wish to see an end to steel making in
this comntry, for example, whatever the price difference between the home
produced product and its foriegn competitors. However it is'true to say that
there has been a steady increase in involvement by the state in the economy.

Simon appears to think that the crisis was sparked off by the rise in oil - -
prices in 1974. But rising prices do not fall from the sky and are not of
themselves bad for the system. Previous trade slumps were marked by high
wemployment or inflation. In the 1930's unemployment in Britain was very
high but prices fell for example. In fact from at least 1861 until the 1970's
there was a clear link between unemployment and inflation called the Phillips
curve., = As one went up the other came down. That link has now been destroyed.
Bourgeois economists have had to invent a new word -stagflation- to describe
the present situation. Although bourgeois economists cannot agree on the
reasons for the cris it is accepted by most academics that the oil price incr-
eases were a symptom of the crisis rather than its cause. Indeed many
economic guru's interpret O.P.E.C.'s action as beneficial for the economies

of Britain and some other western countries. To understand why this might be .
so it is important to grasp some fundamental concepts of bourgeois economics,
In the bourgeois model of the national economy there is a circuvlar flow- between
households and firms. Households sell their labour to firms who produce goods
and services which are purchased by households. This simple model is expanded
to take account of injections and leakages. Injections are government - '
expenditure, investment and exports since they add money to internal trade.
Leakages are taxes, savings and imports since they all take money away from -
trade in the domestic market. It is essential to undersiand this model to see
why 0.P.E.C.'s raising of oil prices did not cause the present bout of
inflation. In 1972 the crisis was already on the horizon, unemployment was
beginning to rise beyond one million (they changed the counting system to

. bring it down) and there was industrial unrest aplenty. The British Conser-
vative government headed by Heath with Anthony Barber at the helm in the
Treasury decided to inject a massive amount of money into the economy in the
hope of stimulating production. This became known as the Barber boom, Indus-
trial production did not rise sufficiently high to absorb all the extra

money and the result was too much money chasing too few goods and in this
situation rising prices are the only response, inflation had started to take
off. In 1974 O.P.E.C. raised the price of oil, in those days Britain irported
all of its oil and as a result more money flowed out of the economy- -a leakage-
to pay for these imports. This was a deflatlonary pressure, inflation might
have been far worse without it. This view is one accepted by bourgeois
economists like John Kenneth Galbraith.

Unfortunately there is no unanimous Marxist explanation of the crisis either.
Tndeed it is difiieult to know who to include in the Marxist school of thought.
Some who call themsclves Marxists are really sheep in wolves clothing since
they are nothing more than reformists, Among these are Commmnist Party
economists who think that the crisis is due to unrestrained large monopolies
making too much profit. Their solution (as if you couldn't guess) is to put
them under responsible state control and that would be the end of the crisis
They justify this by misunderstanding Marx and confusing the state with the
interests of the working class. If industry is not privately owned, they
reason, then the working class is not exploited for the personal profit of the
bourgeoisie. But revolutionary Marxists would dispute this complacent view
of 'state socialism'. In the Soviet Union, as elsewhere in the Eastern bloc,
the working class - are still required to sell their labour to live. The
riling class still protect themselves with a vast military machine and enjoy
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considerably higher living standazds than the working class. The various - .
national economies still compete with each other and the productivity and
profitability of the various state enterprises is of vital concern to the
ruling class.

But of those who take a rovolutionary Marxist standpoint there are two theories
which have most credibiliiy. They can be called the Falling Rate of Profit
theory and the Market Satuation theory., But they are by no means mutually
‘exelusive.

The Falling Rate of Profit theoxy 100ks at the average return to capital. It
states that the rate of profit will tend to fall as the ratio  between 'Capital’
and 'Labour' changes. As capitalism increase productivity then less workers
will be needed.  Since labour is the only factor of production that adds
surplus value this creates a potential. problen, especially if the working class
resists ~efforts to exploit them further through productivity deals.

There has been a steady decline in tha rcturn to capital for investment,

in the 1960's it was over 9% per year, less than 6% between 1974 and 1979

and a2 mere 2% in 1980 (source Natloncl Inetitute Economic Revue quoted in

"The UK Economy: A manual of Appliod Economics” p16).  Obviously profit 1s
‘the sgole motivating force for the captains of industry and when little or none
is being made then this is a signal for major restructuring, Cutting costs

is the only way to restore profitability and this is what has bsen happening

in recent years. Increased productivity, getting the workers to work harder,
redundancy and lower wages (by not ‘nercasing wages in line with inflation)

are the most obvious cxamples o this. But this highlights a contradiction

for capitalism.  Lower living standards mean less purchasing power for workers.
Unemployment can take on a romentum of its ovn. As point of production workers
become unemployed then =0 +00 do those who depend on their trads and that of
the company that employed them. '

. The Market Satuation theory might be scen as a more sophisticated version of

Falling Rate of Profit theory. Vhen industrialisation took off in Britain
the world was its oyster. Raw materials were readily and cheaply available
in the Empire and elsewhere, as +00 were the people who would buy the finished
commodities, It is essential under this theory that capitalists have to have

‘new non-capitalist territories to expand into. As the nineteenth century

developed other countrles becare industrialised and they too expanded into new
territories, Not far into the twontieth century it soon became clear that the
world was not big enough for them all. War is one of the consequences of this.
When markets become satuated then compatition becomes ever flercer and this

. becomes one of the driving forces Tor war. Fierce competition means that

capitalists have to prune their costs. Cutting costs directly affects the
working class in terms of unemployment and lower living standards.

However the working class is not a passive spectator watehing the various market
forces fight it out, It is the fodder for capitalism and it alone can revol-
utionise society to change it for the bettcr. But it is not a chemical agent
which will only react when economic conditions force it to act. To a certain
extent the working class has absorbed much of bourgeois ideology. As

‘Revolutionaries within the working class we have to help our comrades at work
and on the streets to understend the reality of the situation and give

practical aid to act decisivelly, = As Marx himself has said "Philosophers have
only interpretted the world in various ways; The point is to change it."

STEVE BOWERS (MANCHESTER) With cos siderable help and encouragement from members
of the WILDCAT COLLECTIVE.



The case for Ultra-Left "entrism"
within the "peace" movement.

The case for revolutionaries working within CND & similar organizations, which are

certainly controlled ty Lsbowr politicians more concerned in getting power for them- . ...
- selves than they are with the aims of the orgenizations, obviously depends on a =~

certain understanding of the contradictions of class society, & the extent to which

the bulk of the CND rank & file represent a spontaneous response to the natures of

class society. It goes without saying that revolutionary adherence to such movements

must be on a principled basis, the revolutionary must at all times assert that to achieve

unilateral nuclear disarmement - or whatever - the campaign must achieve more than just

that.

I will therefore start this argument with a set of draft theses,on contemporary class
society which I do not think will be in ultira left circles particularly contraversial,
Class enalysis - if it is not a mere exercise in academicism - is for the revolutionary
a2 way to understand the contradictions in that clasz system and to predict spher:s where
spontaneous revolt &/or resistance is likely. I will attempt to show that today that
is the case with the war machire.

For a detailed account of anarchist work within the First Wave of CND see either my recent
pamphlet "Sericus Politics begin with the Bomb", or the S¥F's (Syndicalist Workers'
Federation's) "Direct Action, The Bomb & The State, which Tom Brown & I wrote in 1962.

(Or "hct for Peace" published by the Oxford inarchists in 64.) Comrades will be able

to judge from these the extent to which revolutionaries were able to insist on a prin-
cipled position within a campaign dominated by reformists.
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Ry de While it was not an inveriable characteristic »f the 1919-24 "Infantilddist"
Ultre-leftists that they held the Soviet Union tn be a class society;

& while it is still possible to ~ome across the occasional anarchist who .«
regards any talk of the Soviet Union as "state capitalist" (or whatever) as
borrowing the theories of "Marxisis beyond Trotsky" - as such irrelevant to
enarchism; _ =

It would nevertheles be umusual to meet in a gathering of people drawn from
the Ultra-Left groups - whebther anarchist or marxist in derivation - many who
do not hold a class analysis of the stalinist countries.

ke 2, While most people who held cuch class analysis in the 1919-24 period held that
Russia had not pzssed beyond a classical cepitalist stage - in many versions -
because she was not technicologically ready;-

& while there ave perhaps still the occasional members of the SPGB who so argue
(& thirty years ago that wes the founding doctrine of the group that has bemome
the SWP;{

It would now be umsual to find people claiming that countries capable of making
nuclear weapons & other modern monstrosities have not transcended the limits of
economic development thai are necessary to allow a transition to socialism - if |
such economic limitati~-ns were the only Varrier;-

It is generally therefore held that state capitalism (or whetever) exists in
such countries, because the economy subtends a ruling class whose interest ¥t

is to maintain the system, not because of any supposed economic backwardness;

& that the system thers - as in the West - has developed beyond the bounds Bore-~
seen by early Marvists as the limits of "entrepreneurial"-type capitalism.
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Many of those who held the earliest form of state capitalist analysis for the
Soviet Union rested their case on the fact that at that time only a minority
of Russian industry was under state control. Most property was in traditinonal
capitalist hands, but the state had political power over it, & the soviets ©
power over the state.

The analy&is was tiyerefore that it remained a classically capitalist state, ex-
cept for state-dirigeiste power over industry, & except for socviet power over
the state.

When - during the Third Period - Stalin preceded to nationalise enormous amounts
of soviet industry, to liquidate the kulacs & other petit bourgeois groupings &
expropriate them; though this happened at the seme time that he also liquiditec
the remaining workers' organizations & soviets; meny Workers' Oppositionists &
their international sympathizers submitted te C.P. party-discipline; belielidng
Russia to be no longer state capitalist.

It was at this time thet the Rosmer-Monatte group ("Revolution Proletarienne"),

.& particularly Simone Weil, evolved & new versicn of state capitalist theory,

using the term then interchangeably with a newer expression "bureaucratic
collectivism",

This held that certainly soviet power held the potential of going beyond class-
ical capitalism, (though there had been remnants of such oclassical capitalism,

as also of mercantilism and of other pre-capitalist remnants,) she & they agreed
with Trotsky that this had given rise to a new Bonapartist buresucratic caste,
but differed from Trotsky in believing that this caste had collectively estabiis-
hed its class rule, as a new form of state capitalist class.

They also analysed examples of the same trend to bureaucratic collectivism

within social developments in both fascist & classical capitelist societies, -
(in the latter taking the political form of social-democrat or Keynesian Liberal

reforms, or appearing without political influence in the internal arrengemedits of

gianz capitalist corporations, trade unions, the military & civil state bureau- ¢

cracles,

Naturglly no? all.of those who hold the soviet union ko be a class society nec-
essarily believe it to be the same sort of class society as the West; nor evei
that the West is tending in the same direction; nor yet thet they are differing

forms of the same basic system, both evolving from disparate societies into the
Same-’e

Nevertheless the two systems have sufficient characteristics in common for . “mne
or other of these to be fairly generally held smongst ultra-leftists; basically
though those who hold the two to be differing forms of the same, or indeed Zae
same may use a variety of descriptions - state cepitalist, bureaucratic collect-
ivist, managerialist, etc., - they generally hold the several descriptions 23 a
matter of preference, the best among a number of more or less accuratc terms.

Where on the other hand people insist on one such theory/description as againse
all others, this is usually indicative of a belief that the soviet union is a
different sort of society to the West. y

This raises the point is state capitalism/whatever a "progressive" or "retrogress-
ive" system; and generally denotes a readiness to support one or other side in :
power struggle between stalinism & the West. Thus the SWP holds that the stal-
inist countries are state capitalist, solely because they have not been able to
free themselves from the pressure of world market forces, It therefore fodl-ws
that if enough countries become state capitalist (stalinist) the world markst -
forces will no longer be dominant, - which is why the SWP is often readier to
tail-end stalinism than ere otthodox Trots.

In contrast not merely James Burn- :
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ham, but Max Schachtmann, Dwight Macdonald & others who have held the bureau-
oratic collectivist or managerialist thesisffes) have either seen in the system
a new form of exploitation which must be resisted at all costs, if necessary in
conjunction with the okd order (Schachitmarn, Macdonald, Eastmann, Wittfogel &
Djillas) or (in Burnhamn's casd have regarded the West as more efficient & there-
fore "progressive".

Bshro manages to invert Wittfogel's argument in a sense, since while he might
well endorse Wittfogel's claim that at the moment a bureaucratic collectivism
born of an hydraulic society heritage is more exploitative, he sees it as
progressive whereas Wittfogel saw it as retrogressive. The latter delingsating
the heritage from a pre-capitalist system, saw stalinism as a simple return to
"Oriental Despoiism". Bahro on the other hand, noting that in nature, it is
not the dominan% species at any time that evolve into new forms, so new domin-
ant systems evolve usually from the previous second most highly evolved. BY
analogy he believes stalinism to be econimically the most progressive system,
evolved not from liberal-bourgeois entrepreneurial capitalism but from a developed
form of hydraulic society. =24

One may essume thai the ultra-leftist groups reject any theory that would lesad
them to favour cue or other side in the Cold War. ;

Phus though any such groups may regord one or other theory as more scientifitc
than another, end insist for its purposes on that particular description, it
is not so doing in order to draw a distinction between the stalinist societies
& the Western ones.,

There are with any description difficulties. Apart {rom the fact that until
Simone Weil state capitalism was universally used to convey an idea that was
subsequently seen to be an inaccurate description; and that until the late €0s
the SPGB still held «**7i:iglly that Russia's state cepitelism was the product =f
private ownership of state capital, (thus making the share holders rather than
party officiald-m the wielders of power;) there is the valid objection to the
term state capitalism, that in Marx's definition (Capital Vol. 1, Pt. 2.,
Chapter VvT) the essence of capitalism is the existence of free lsbour, Labour
vnder a stalinist system as under a fascist - and increasingly under Western
Capitalicm - Zs not in Karx's sensz free, Marx talked of the possibility of
industrial pcon;;e,CDe Leon roferring to the fact that Feudalism did not come
sbout os the result of technicological progress, producing =a superior/progressive
economic system, but in readiness under external threat to sacrifice freedcn

for safety & security, warned of the danger of Industrial Peudalism.)

rAa B s BBRERS

The test of a class enalysis is that it should be possible with one to detexnine
the "contradictions" within existing society. Being able to determine such
contradictions it should be possible to determine the springs of spontaneous
resistance, that is the arcas of future radical growth.

Indeed this would sppear to be the only valid reason for insisting on anyone
particular clases analysis, for insisting on a particular designation for the
contemporery scciety.

If T mey be allowed a rule of thumb over-simplification, one can say that in
this sense the contradiction is the point whereat the professed ethics of a
particular system inescapebly conflict with the gnevitable economic & social
products of that system. It is easy from this to see why Marx marked out ciove
all else the Boom-Slump cycle as the ineluctable point of conflict between Ehe
optimism, the belief in a scietifically ordered universe and society, the devot-
jon to "Progress" that characterized Victorian Capitalist society, end the actuzl
workings of the system.
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Though-he wrote movingly on the evils of alienation of the product from the

producer,

though he stressed the psychological evils emanating from this, though

he desoribed the oppression of women, & other ills, it was the effects of the

Boom-Slump cycle that for his day he stressed, as the crucial contradiction.
Other contradictions existed and were recorded. One pre-eminently was seen

as the source of contemporary revolt.

By the same tcken, the contradictions of today, between the professions of ﬁnferh
nationalism, democracy &/or socialism, & the facts of racism, sexism, militarism,
neo-colonialism, ecological destruction are obviious, and obviously more signific-

ent today

than in Marx's dey.

Simone Weil said somevhere something to the effect of;-

"The nature of capitalism is competition, the normal form of compeiition

for a state is war or war preparation, it followe therefore that
perpetual war or readiness for war is of the nature of state capitalism."

Wrapped up with the Bomb are other issues, It is obvious the most visible.
form of mass destruction symbolises militarism; it is not much less nbvious
that the way it was used on Japan, after that country had asked to surrender, i
order to test its effects, was racist. Any one who has thought sbout it is
avare of the enormous buresucracy that is wrapped up in the construction of
miclear weapons., The fact that no cou ntry that has made the Bomb, ever o-n-
sulted its people first; (in England was the electorate and the parliament not

informed,

but even the Cabinet, and more particularly, Shinwell who was Minister

of War, were in the dark;) makes the Bomb symbolic of governmental secrecy %
bureaucracy. While redicactive particles are the ultimate in environmental

pollution,

The Cold War - of which the Bomb is the chief symbol - itself:’

spmbolizes the dominsnce of the Great powers and the neo-colonialism that flows

from this.

Thus on all these grounds it was inevitable that lines of revolt should have come
together as the resistance against the Bomb, The fact that an executive for
avowedly cynical reasons, should have called for the launching of CND, hopigg
thereby to enlist cannon fodder for the Labour Left need not affect us; they
Wwould not have made the call had they not appreciated that there was already =
spontaneous movement of revolt, from which they hoped to enlist recruits.

Lest it be objected that few revolutionaries predicted this spondan -
€eous growth in advance, it is only fair to refer to one accurate such
prediction, even though those who made it, si ngularly failed to follow

revolutionary message to the CND rank & file, but didn't even try.

Writing in 1948, in internal documents in Common Wealth, Buck Taylor,
arguing a managerialist analysis of society, and that managerialfism
was at the time going through a revolutionary phase, and for this
reason the prospects for immediate libertarian socialist activity

were slight, said that the first signs of resistance and inecreasing
resistance to the two sides in the Cold War would be anti-imperialism,
but there would come a point when this anti-imperialism would carry
over into direct rejection of the twin Cold War blocks and that reject-
ion would take the form of anti-militarism,

(Younger comrades will not have heard of CW. It was formed as a left-
reformist party opposing the wartime coalition, fusing the left of the
Labour & Liberal trends that had supported the Popular Front and - with
the Stalin-Hitler Pact - reacted against stalinism in 1940. Waves of
leading members left OW to re-enter the Labour Party in the latter
years of the War, & immediately after its end; others turning eibher to
left-stalinism or violent anti-stalinism; leaving a minority that stari-
ing with Buck's series of documents, set off on a long march tc anar-
chism, $ut having tired themselves out, were not active in CND.



2I. 3. No doubt there is = difference between CND now and during the First Wave. The
first time round, though the leadership had ulterior motives in the launch,

that launch wes made in response to a spontancous movement of opinion, as was :
demonstrated by the way pecple swept into the campeign, building local & regional
organizations, plenning demonstratione & carrying them ~ut without reference

to the leadership. This time CND is much like the Bevanites of the early Ziftlics
— faced with the decline of the traditional social demccrat and semi-stelinist
Left, Bevan was able to stem the tide of retreat for a time by building & move=-
ment whose aims were reminiscent of the resistance to Ramsay Macdonald in the
aftermath of the General Strike.

ot

Last time round the Campaign was flooded by people totally new to pelitics.
There were of course those who had joined the New Left the year before, many of
them ex-C.P., many disenchanted Bevenites, a few relics of the older non-stalin-
ist Left; but the vast majority were making their first excursion into politics;
& this was just the first step as they moved Left.

This time the average membér comes from the women's movement, from the ecolog:-
jcal movement, has been active in the pecace movement for years, whether as Pirst
Wave CND, opponent of the Vietnam War, or campaigner for troops out of N.I. it
is in a sense a regroupment on the basis of a minimal programme.

However though there is in that respect room for people %o look with a jaundiced
eye at the Second Wave, to say thet it compares unfavourably; it is true tizis
time, as last, that the Campaign is rcaching many people who were previously
totally disinterested in politics, & unlike other single issues, the demandi'or
unilatersl dissrmoment is one that cannot be satisiied within the existing
political system. Unlike mich of the Fourth International Programme it reelly
- is a transitional demend.

(Though the move to enlist the campaign for advocating an
" glternative defence" strategy, OF attempts to limit its demend to that of 2 -
freeze, iavolve abandaning the revolutionary aim, & substituting a reformizt one.)

II. 4. Equally one must admit that the present campaign is less susceptible to revil-
utionary work within it. Iast time round the very fact that the self-eletted
Executive refused to acknowledge the right of conferences to make policy, the
very existence of regional crganizations, etc,, meant that therc was a situation
of "gual power" within the cmmaign.

The active merbership creatsd their own camnpaign regardless of the leadershin.

& if you were militant enough to work in these, dedicated enough to unilatesalism
not only to join a minority carpaign, but to build it, in direct conflict with
the state views of its leaders, then you were acceplted as sincere by other
activists; and if you came with the ressage ve camol achieve this unless @<
also achieve more, one's bone fides were essablished, & one's message Wwas BEL-
jously considered.

This time the very fact that the Cempaign is more democratic, that its constil
ution allows for diversity, that there are sbundance of people round talking
about revolution, having picked up the jargon from one or other of the 7anguords
jst factions, mekes i%¥ harder to win an hsaring.

ks - 56 411 this said, it remains Srue that we have in the campaign a movement of wide
diversity, of very considerable rank & file activity and self-organization, all
based on a demand that sannot be satisfied within existing society, on an afm
which combines the issues of enti-militerism, ecology, anti-governmental :
secrecy, opposition to the Cold War power blocks and their imperialist connotas-
ions.

That provides millleum where the aims of the ultra jeft are in line with the
moverment's aspirations, & support can eesily be won.



III. 1., There is of course a danger that the movement will be co-opted into an unofficial

III.

111,

2.

3.

extra arm of the Labour Party. The fact that CND flourishes while Lsbour &s
in opposition and is abandoned by all the bureaucrats when it is in power - or
likely to get there - testifies to that danger. -

Last time CND was not merely deserted by the reformists, but then it was wrecked
by the Trots. It was not - in 1964 - a foregone conclusion that with the glect- -
ion of “the Wilson Govermment the campaign would die. CND could have become a
focus for effective Left Opposition to Wilson; but VSC which subordinated
struggle here to struggle on the other side of the world, & emasculated the
struggle here, refusing to involve itself in campaigning for troops to desert, in
opposing manufacture of arms for the American forces, indeed in opposing NATO,
deliberately split the campaign & the Committee of 100.

It does not necessarily follow that we cannot prevent a recurrence of that.

At first blush, no doubt it does not look as if a Labour Victory is somethipg we -
need consider for some time,

There are two things needing to be said, It is not inconceivable that the
Belgrano issue could turn out to be Thatcher's Watergate. Like Watergate known
before the Election to the Left, but only reaching the consciousness of the
middle-of-the-way American voters, some four to five months after the electaon,

& then at first in only fragmentary form. It would no doubt be opt mistic

to hope for a similar awakening, and one has only to look how quickly the States
turned to "new clean boy" Carter, & from there back to ultre-Nixon-rightist Reagan,
to see that such revelations leave much to be desired, But all said & done, it
was briefly an awakening, & head the Ultra Left been prepared to exploit the opp-
ortunity fully it could have made many converts.

Thatcherism is not Just a reversion to classical laissez-faireism. There &s not~
now an econormic base for laissez-@fire Victorian attitiudes on the basis of
progressive manufacturing industry; -~ the "Iron Bridge spirit" that the Goeern-
ment now invckes went hand in glove #ith a massively expanding industry, the 3
time of the industrial take-off, but industry still organized on a relatividy
small scale, starting from a tiny basis, and providing products for which there
was an enormnous pre-existing demand,

Thatcherism on the contrary is the political & state expression of asset-stripping.
It was generally understood in the late Fifties & early Sixties that the rush af
teke over bids that gave rise to asset stripping originated from the vast smms

of compenszaticn paid by Labour for nationalised industries. This compensation
gave private cepitalism a new imput of capital, but there was no longer the oppor‘:
tunities for productive private investment, & so the money was diverted into take-
overs, & subsequently asset stripping.

There is a parallel with the early nineteenth century at the time of the Coxm
Laws and before, Capital having to pay for land and transport, at the very
moment thit it wrested from the landowners and mercantilists economic & polfical
dominance injectecd into the ancien regime strata a new influx of monetary power.
This led to a revivel that financed the ultra-Peelite Tories, & the fight ageinst
the Repeal of the Corn Laws; bul the revival of Tory power led it to collapse
dug to its own inability to cope with the contemporary world.

It is not therefore unreasonable to expect Thatcher's government to collapse in
a similar way - whether or not the Bekgrano effair provides the occasion - If
that happens in the months before a new election CND will play a crusial role in

- political campaigning and in such circumstances could well serve as a sultable

vehicle for getting ecross libertarian socialist ideas., The decisive factor -
will not however be then but after the Election, and it is at that stage that the
influence of the ulira-left within CND will be vital.
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For more than a year we have been organising the struggle against
the construction of the Cruise missile base in Comiso.

For this purpose we have made the co-ordinating body of the self-
maraged Leagues, which gather the strength of different autonomous organ-
isations of workers and farmers in the area who are ready to struggle against
the american imperialistic project.

We have come to a point in our struggle in which it is not possible
to continue with large demonstrations, hunger strikes and collecting
signatures. We need to change to direct action!

They are building the missile base.
American soldiers are arriving in the area in great numbers.

The mafia of building speculators and drug dealers are assisting
in the construction of the base and spreading their deadly products.

Everyday military and police controls are increaéing in the area.

The moment has come in which we must move all together to occupy
the base while it is still under construction.

The moWent has also come to stop listening to the hollow reassurances
and promises of politicians and iricksters who have sold themselves to the
americans, the same people who restrain popular action for electoral and
political reasons.

The moment has come for us to take direct acti on.

FOR THIS REASON WE HAVE FIXED THE 22 - 23 - 24 OF JULY 1983 FOR
THE OCCUPATION OF THE BASE IN COMISC.

In those days we intend entering the old airport "Magliocco" which
is going to be transformed into an atomic bomb warehouse. We intend to
enter all together to put an end to this monstruous project.

But to get through this action we need to be united in the struggle,
all convinced that only by resorting to the direct action we can get posit-
ive results.

We are all aware the times of listening to the politicians empty
words and useless promises has finished.

Comrades, COME TO COMISO TO JOIN THE ONGOING STRUGGLE, which, at
this moment, is of vital importance for everybody all over the world.

We need to stop the american imperialistic war mongering.

Comrades! if you cannot cc: -, send us your solidarity, subscribe
to support our struggle. Organize ’emonstrations and actions in your area

concomitant with the occupation of lomiso base, co that the largest inter-
national prominence can be given ") our project.

FOR MORE PRECIS:, INFO WRITE OR TETEPHONE COORDINAMENTO IEGHE AUTOGESTITE,
Via Conte Torino 1 -~ 9701 COMISO, STCILY, ITALY.
tel. 0932 766289
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. «8 Election Fever gets whipped up, .z Labour Par'- is des-
"* perately running round trying to rz iy the faithful.-- "ight
the Toriss - vote for Us". F rget tite past, *hs cits, the
doubling of unemployment, the use of trosps to strike-break.

things shall be different in the future...Will they? -

Out of powsr Labour can well afford to dream up new 'improved'
glossy- packages tc sell and con us with. They need fo.after
a--term in office! They eed to show scme difference berween
them--and the Tories, the promise of real change, of resl..-.:
improvement. All because they need vetes. Anythin,
promising will do - look ho: they've Jur sed .n the CND band-
wagon for instance. :
Em: :'u'.\. povier things are diffrent. Running the syster and .-
"playing the game" means promizes are quickly dropved, as ever
in the scrmble for high office and privilege.. What are rrin-
ciples ccmpared with a cushy nurbsr in the Czbinet? Differ-
ences between Lebour and the Tories/SDP ets. boils down to
how best- to- serve the BEstablishment - power to the State
(natlon_llae) or povwer tc Big Eulseess (privatise). Either

; 3 ray~WE LOSL.

Rlzbt *o Jork9 : :
Hand in 2lcve with this is ithe TuJ Dlea for the "rig:. to
work" - o pathetic cap-in-hand demard to be exploited. -- Yba,
unemployment is evil. But 40 hours in 1 hell-hole producing
junk,. with.no sey or contrcl sbout what goes cn is ro answer.
Besides work is being abolished. The old heavy industries
are de i-or dving, and when the micro-chi: gets under way --
there’ 1} be no return. "full crmployment" is a myth. In the
New.C. zr-planned for ua mass povert and mass unemployment -
will be 2 permanent fact cf lcfe. The "right "o word" leads
orly te work of the digging hcles and filling them in variety
- work for works sake. anything to keep us occupied and
undexr- control.
Or Fipht ic Live -
Technology could mean less werk for everybedy.  The T‘Jhs_rht, to a full
life of abundance and leisure. But things won't just "work them-
selves ocut" like that - least wise not for our benefit. .. .

The Rich and Powerful (Ecsses, Polivieiand, TUC) think they've .ot —
it all sswn up.. While we lock to them they can do what they like -
use us- for their owvn ends. ‘hen we vote they use it as another excuse
(we've given s-mandate right). So don'% vote for any politicians!
Don't. rely on the Bureaucrats. Sturt taking some controi of your

owa life. Eye-pass the officials. dJoin <ogether. We need to fight
back on our ovn terms and not hois! another Sell- ocut to pwwer.

IF YOU DON'T KICK IT,IT WON'T FALL. ITS YOUR CHOICE.

& CREWE ANARCHIST GROUP

FOR TINRORMATION WRITE TOQ-;:

BOX

CAG,C/0O CAMM ST., COMMUNITY CoNTRE,CAMM STREET, CREWE.



THE LABOUR PARTY - ROTTEN TO THE CORE

Margaret Thatcher's governmer’ is attacking our living and working conditions
with a cynicism and brutality which has not been seen since the war. And
they seem to be getting away with it. In the workplace there are less strikes
than at any time since the war. According to the opinion polls almost half
the population still intends to vote Conservative, Even amongst the
unemployed, only just over ene in four people blame the Thatcher govermment

for their plight. The popularity of the main opposition party, the Iabour
Party, has never been lower.

Labour's Record

Michael Foot launched Labour's new programme as "the real alternative to the
economic and industrial disorder which modern conservatism has inflicted"”.
Not many people believe him. This isn't very surprising. The record of
the last Labour government speaks for itself.

The Labour Programme pledges "an offensive againet low pay". During the
"Social Contract" wages fell more sharply in real terms than at any time since

the 19th century, The new Labour programme promises to cut- unemployment to

gne million within five years; under the last Labour government unemployment
oubled.

The Labour programme promises that "Capital Tax" will be used tv reduce huge
inequalities of inherited wealth. During the lifetime of the last Labour
government there was the biggest redistribution of wealth in favour of the very

rich seen this century.

The Labour programme promises to increase spending on the NHS and education,
The last Labour govermment slashed public spending and reduced the hospital

and school building programmes almost to zero.

The Labour programme promises to abolish prescription charges. These were
first introduced by Harold Wilson's Labour government.

The Labour programme promises to take a stand against nuclear weapons.

The last Labour govermment made a committment to NATO to increase defence
spending by 3% each year, even though it was cutting back on other areas of

public spending,

Labour governments have a long history of cutting public experditure,

lowering wages anl attacking working corditions, and generally doing exactly
the opposite of what they promise 1in their manifestos.

In I964 Labour came to power committed to abolishing PBritain's nuclear weapons.
The cabinet took a secret decision to sperd £I billion on modernising the
Polaris missile.

nSoeialist Parties" in other countries are just as bad. In France many people
thought that Mitterand's government would be more progressive and better for
the working class than the old right-wing one. They were wrong. The French
"socialist" government has just introduced sweeping austerity measures. :
Mitterand has pledged that the French nuclear force will not be reduced "by &

single missile".

Labour's Programme

When the labour Party is in opposition it has to try to convince us that next
time things won't be quite as bad. kx-ministers admit that they made "mistakes™
when they were in govermment, Dennis Healey now says that it was a nistake

for the government to take the decision to modernise Polaris. Tony Benn says
he was "wrong" to support the wage cuts enforced by the Social Contract.
Left-wing groups like Militant say that rank and file pressure can force the

next Labour government to carry through socialist policies. According to
groups like Militant the problem is that Labour govermments never have the
courage to push through their socialist policies in the face of opposition from
big business, the banks, and international capitalist organisations like the

IMF.
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Militant is trying to con people into believing that Labour's programme is
-at the botiom- a socialist one. But although the Labour Party calls itself
a socialist party, in reality it stands for a programme of state-capitalism.
From the point of view of the working class, state capitalist measures such as
nationalisation offer us no benefit at all. Nationalised industry operates
as an inseperable part of the capitalist economy. Its aim is the same as
that of private industry: to make as much profit as possible from the exploit-
ation of its workforce. If profits are bad, as they are in the present
recession, nationalised industries cut wages and make workers redundant Jjust
1like any other Tusincss, Naticnalise? Industry workers have noe'mdre contr:l
than any ~thers ver how thoey work - r what they produce,

In some countries - like Russia and Poland - the whols economy is run along
state-capitalist lines. But in Britain all parties are agreed that what is

needed is some form of ™mixed economy". The Tories want to see more of the
economy run by private business and less in the hands of the state. The Labour
Party wants to see less private business and more state-run industry. But this
difference between the two parties is really quite a small one. It is a difference
of opinion about how to manage capitalism and how to run the capitalist state.
Neither party can do anything to solve the crisis of the British economy,

which is completely out of control,

The Labour Party in Government

There are times when the whole of the ruling class is convinced of the need
for more or less radical state-capitalist measures, The most extreme example
of this is during war time, During World War II the whole of the economy, as
well as large areas of social life, were directly controlled by the state.

The interests of private business had to be sacrificed in favour of the overall
neds of the nation at war, But so also, to an even greater extent, did the
rights of individuals andi the health and well-being of the working class.
Consumtion was rationed- health and safety regulations at work were suspended;
workers were not allowed to change Jobs without permission: they were forced
to work overtime and then lend their wages back to the government; strikes
were outlawed.

In a recent interview Michael Foot said that "Britain during the war" was an
example of the kind ~f socialism he would like to see. If this is the Labour
Party's "socialist paradise" they can keep it!

The ruling class as a whole also tends to be in favour of state capitalist
measures in times off economic recession and radical working class struggle.

If all the resources of a particular industry are bought together under the
control of the state, it is usually in a better position to fight off foreign
competition, It is at these times, as well as during war time, that it suits
the ruling class to have the Labour Party in government. An important
advantage of having Labour in office at these times is that if workers are
asked to make "sacrifices" in thé interests of the national economy, they

are more likely to comply if told to do so by "their own" Labour Party.

Because Labour terds to come in to office in times of crisis and recession
this is why from one point of view we are better off under Tory governments
than Labour ones! In sixteen years of Labour government between 1945 amd
1979 real wages rose by &. In sixteen years of Tory government during
the same period they rose by 61%. In fact although the two parties seem to
sperd a lot of time attacking each other, they work together when it comes to
attacking the working class., labour's phoney socialism backs up the more
"honest" capitalism of the Tories. -When Thatcher says that workers who go
on strike are pricinz themselves out of their jobs, or when she says that
unemployment and wage cuts are inevitable because of the world recession, she




is just repeating what Callaghan said when he was Prime Minister., And of
course this is what the papers and television tell us all the time. So its
not surprising that so many people believe her when Thatcher says that
"there is no alternative”. = ; :

How the Labour Party Works

When the Tories are in power it gilves the Labour Party a breathing space when
it can try to refurbish its image as the party which represents working people.
But this is very difficult because large sections of the party are involvled in
the administiration of the state an a permanent basis. . :

When Labour is in government the party is controlled by the parliamentary

Labour Party, which in turn controlled by the cabinet and the prime minister.

But when Labour is in opposition power lies with the National Executive

Committee and to a lesser extent in Congress. “These two bpdies are controlled
by the Trade Unions, who have 90% of congress votes. More than half of Congress
votes are in the hands of the leaders of just four unions: the ZGHU AUEN _
GMWU andNUPE,

The trade unions are not the wild-eyed, militant organisations the press makes
them out to be, Just the opposite: The unions stand for 'responsible' class
struggle, where workers show respect for thelr leaders, where they don't claim
more money +than the bosses say they can afford, and above all where they are
divided into different trades and industries and never unite in a common
struggle which might threaten the stability of capitalism. In times of crisis
like today, even normal limited trade union struggles for modest aims like a
living wage tend to threaten the stability of the economy. So the trade wumions
tend more and more openly to oppose genuine workers struggles. A recent AUEW
circulor claiming to tell its members how to fight unemployment beganx "DO :
NOTHING to endanger the profitability of your company..."

The problem with the unions is not just that they have bad leaders. Everyone
knows how quickly a left-wing union leader becomes a right-wing on once he
becomes general secretary. But the unicns are integrated into capitalism at
every level. National officlals are permanently represented on government
committees and QUANGO's. District officials are involved in a constant round
of meetings with representatives of different employers' and management
organisations. In a typical year about 450 such meetings take place in just
one district of the AUEW. At a plant level shop stewards bargain with the
management, offering to keep their members under control in return for a say
in running the business. If they are successful, full time stewards are often
given offices next to the personnel manager.

This regular and intimate contact and -in the case of full-time officials-
‘solation from their membership, teaches unions officials to understand the
bosses' point of view, and constantly breeeds new generations of "realistic"
union leaders. - They understand that their power in society depends on their
ability tc keep workers struggles under control, and preferably to crush then
altogether if they become a real threat to social stability.

These union leaders usually form the core of the Labour Party's right wing.
Parliamentary leaders like Tony Benn can use their time in opposition, when
they are freed from responsibility of government, to make radical speeches
and. shout left-wing slogans. The trade unions don't have the same flexibility.
They are increasingly forced to appear as what they really are: not "the power
of the organised working class", but the power of the state over the working

class.

In local government the Labour Party faces the same contradictions as at
national level. Faced with the realities of local government administration
Labour councils tend to adopt a right-wing perspective. As employers of
thousands of local government workers they behave like any other boss. ILast
year council workers in Manchester and Rhondda were forced to go on strike when
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their Labour Party employers tried to sack workers for taking action against
staff cuts. Even employees of more 'left-wing' councils such as Sheffield and
Islington have had to take industrial action to defend their interests,

It is only in the constituencies that Labour Party members are permanently
free from the responsibility of government, This is why the constituencies
form the heartland of lLabours left-wing. Groups like Militant, and left-wing
Iabouwr MPs rely on the constituencies for their support.

However when radicals join the Labour Party they never succeed in forcing it
to change in a revolutionary direction. On the contrary the Labour Party
changes them. As a first step thiy are taught -by left and right wingers
alike- to confuse state capitalism with socialism., Then the experience of
holding positions in local councils or trade unions forces them to moderate
their radical views., They emerge at the end of the conveyor belt imbued with
capitalist ideology and ready to take their places in the leadership of the
Labour Party and of British capitalism,

The Labour Party is like a vast machine for transforming militant workers into
state burcaucrats.

"Crises" in the Lalbour Party

in
The Labour Party is/a permanent state of crisis because while it claims to
reprezent the working class, its actions constantly prove it does no such thing.
Labour leadcrs constantly call for unity; in fact the endless battles between
left and right are necessary to maintain the illusion that the lLabour Party
can be changed.
Sometimes the battles between left and right can seem rather confusing., At
the end of last year the papers told us that the new NEC represented a victory
for the right wing, But this year, this same MNEC has produced a programme
which, we are told, marks a sharp turn to the left,
This confusiom arises because in general the battles within the Labour Party
are not about policies at all, They are power struggles between different
sections of the party. .
At the centre of these struggles it is usual to find the trade unions. The
position of the unions is particularly precarious. They are constantly
tying themselves in knots trying to prove at the same time to their members
and to management how well they are defending their interests.

During the 50's and 60's, trade union opposition to strikes provoked a wawe of
unofficial struggles. This in turn provoked attempts by both Labour and Toxry
govermments to control class struggle through legislation, The unions
rightly saw this as a threat to their influence in society and to their power
within the Labour Party in particular., For tactical reasons during this
period it suited the unions to ally with Labour's left wing in its opposition
to this legislation,

By giving their official support to a series of larse strikes the unions were
able to regain ths confidence of their members to the extent that they were
supported in massive demonstrations against both Wilson's and Heath's anti-
strike laws.

Finally the miners striis in 1974 seemed to prove once and for all that
"Britain is ungovernable without the support of the unions.” With the
election of the Labour governmont, and the resignation of Wilson in favour

of Callaghan (who had supported the union's opposition to Wilson's "In

Place of Strife"bill), the unions had regained their central position in the
Labour Party. The unions were now 7o 10 abanlon their former allies and
revert to their natural position on the right of the party. The "Social
Contract" marked the high point of the unions influence within British Society.
They demanded, and got, full participation in the socizl and economic management
of Callaghan and Healey's prosramme of massive wage cut's. No wonder Len
Murray could say that "all in all trade unionists have gained more from
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the {Callazhan) government in the past two and a half years than from any
other government". For workers this same period was marked by declining
real wages aml growing unemployment. Nothing could illustrate more clearly
t;:e opposition tetwecen the interests of the unions, and those of the working
class.

The long term results of the Social Contract were disaterous for the unions.
In the wave of strikes between 1978 and 1981 they came closer to losing
complete control of the class struggle than at any time since the 20's. This
was the main factor which persuaded the Thatcher sovernment to adopt the
radical policy of excluling the unions from the process of govermment. Having
lost the confidence of the membership the unions were in no position to
respond to this challange. The attempt to recreate the mass demonstrations
of the early 70's in the "Days of Action" was a flop.

At the same time the Labour left seized this chance to try to take control

of the party from the unions. Benn's attempt to wrest the deputy leadership
from Healey - on the basis of new election procedures which the left had
forced through the national conference giving the constituencies greater
weight than ever before- marked the climax of this campaisn.

When Benn failed -by a whisker- the unions quickly moved in to take their
revenge. Benn, his supporters, and anyone else suspected of being unreliakle
supporters of the unions, were reroved from a series of policy making
committees.

Having regained control of the party, the unions and their supporters in
parliament (natably a previously little known M.P, sponsored by theé Trans-
port and General Workers Union, John Golding) felt able to offer some
consolation prizes to appease the left wing. One of these was the conces~
sion to unilaterism, which gives the programme its left wing flavour. (A1l
the unilateralist promises ave lies maturally), But the most important
part of the programme is the committment to a "national economic assessment”.
This amounts tn a committment that all aspects of economic policy under a
future labour sovernment will be worked out in partnc+ship with the unions.
To the man or woman in the street this is just znother name for an incomes
policy, Anmd so it is. But from the unions point of view there is a
erucial difference: it means that the Labour Party has promised that next
time the workinz class gets beaten over the head, the unions will be on

the rizht end of the stick. Tony Benn doesn't want to miss out on ths fun.
He has given his support to the n “"pational economic assessment", thersby
showing that he recognises that, for the time being, the struggle for control

" of the Labour party is over.

The Labovr Party: Enemy of the Workin~ Class; Enemy of Socialism

There is an alternative to the policies of the present govermment, and to
those of previous Labour governments. But falling living stardards and
rising unemployment as well as increasing coercion and boredom can only be
faught successfully by rejecting the whole logic of the capitalist economy,
Society must be reorganised from top to bottom so that resouces are used to
supply our needs and not to create profits,

To transform society in this way we will be forced to directly confront the
ruling class, The repressive forces of the state can be overcome ty mass
strugsle, democratic organisation, mutual solidarity, all strengthened by a
common understanding of our aims, and of their importanca, This cannot e
achieved by a small number of "sreat socialist leaders", but only by the
active participation of the entire working class - the vast ma jority of
society.

On an ';"Lrntermtional level, to transform society in this way means refusing
+o support the interests of wour” national economy against foreign
competitors. It is this economic rivalry which provides the momentum
towards world war., The threat of world war will only be removed when we
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reject nationalism and patriotism in every form, and unite with workers across
the world in our common war azainst the ruling class!

This kind of radical social chanze has always bezn opposed by the Iatour Party
-and always wili be,

All sections of the Labour Party are patriotic to the core, During the
Falklands crisis Micha'l Foot supported sending the task force, demanding that
the government "proves by deeds what they can never prove by words alone." Even
Militant was right behind Margaret Thatcher on this issue. Tony Benn oppossed
sending the task force - but like the rest of the Labour left he calls for
nationalistic import controls. He wants to shift the effects of Britains
economic crisis on to workers in other countries.

The Labour Party constantly calls on workers to respect the authority of their
"Jendc>a", When workers attempt to take control of their struggles for
them clves, this is often the first step towards overcoming the artificial
divisions imposed on our strugsles by the trade unions, When we link up our
struggles with those of other workers, over the heads of the union leaders, we
experience the power which we have as a collectively organised class, On the
basis of the experience of this power we can dare to struzgle - not just
negotiate the terms of our wage slavery - hut to abolish this slavery altogether,
Like the rest of the ruling class this prospect terrifies the Labour Frarty.
Labour governments have always been quick to use the full force of state
repression whenever workers dare to challange the authority of their leaders,

In 1945, five days after the election of the Labour govermment, troops were sent
in against London dockers on strike for a pay rise. The Labour government main-
tained war-time legislation which made strikes illegal. Troops were used again
throushout the lifetime of the govermment against striking dockers, lorry
drivers, power workers, gas workers amd...boiler stokers at Buckingham Palace,
(The same government took Britain into N.A.T.0., and took the decismn to
nanufacture the Atom bomh),

In 1979 Callaghan's government used trocps in Northern Ireland to bring an end to
the tanker drivers strike there - with the full support of the tra‘e uuions, who
opposed the strike. At the same tims the movernment considereed using troops
oa the mainland against striking lorry drivers. 1In the end they decided to
leave the Job of smashing the strike to the Transport and General Workers Union.
Hostility among drivers towards the union was extreme, One driver declared

that Alex Kitson, the so-called strike organiser, "should have his head blown
off." [Kitson was later rewarded by being made chairman of the Labour Party.

If our struzgles in the future ave to be successful we will have forget all
about the myth that the Labour Party and the trade unions represent the
working class. If we want to destroy capitalism, we'll have destroy the
Labour Party along with it.

May 1983

Printed and published by WILDCAT, Box 25, 164-1€6 Corn Exchange, Hanging Ditch,
Manchester M* 3BN
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TERBIT 1S COMING|

This Friday, the Hinister for Enployment, Norman Tebbit has kindly

condescended to accept an invitation from the Adult Education Depart-
ment of XKeele University to eat a simple meal with thew in the humble
surroundings of Keele Hall. & meal which will probably cost more than

most of us spend on a weeks food.

We think it would be a good idea if people went along to 'welcome'! him -
tell him just what we think his vision of our future holds, He will

be erriving at Keele Hall at 5.45pm, tomorrow April 29th, Meet there

at 5.30pm. (Details of how to get there are on the other page).

But other groups of people will undoubtedly also b

say that we should demand a 'right to work!. - By ti
go to work, usually in a boring, meaningless job v

or bureaucrat rich at our expense.

re, People who
hey mean we should
ch makes some boss

People like Tebbit want us to do this kind of work too., The only
difference between them and the left is that Tebbitt's lot want us to

do it for less money. The government is spending millions giving young
people a taste of 'employment', whether on YOP, YT3 or the new Cormmunity
Programme (for those a2 little older). Training them into the routine

of clocking in and clocking out, of blindly obeying without guestion,

The lucky few can obtain this expericnce at its best in the army or navy.

o

o

The Iabour narty want to pay them about £5 a week more, That's g B ) 2

J

p-t.D‘-



We want an end-to enployment, An end to the false division between work
and play, A chance to do useful work that benefits everyone - nct the
tiny minority that owns and controls society at the monment,

This means that ordinary people will have to take control of society;
Kick out the parasites lilke Tebbit, Thatcher, Foot and the bosses.,

REMEMBER, THTIY NEED US - W DON'T N:FD THEM,

how to et there

Keele is very easy to get to. Buses from Hewcastle Bus Station are
the No 208, and No's 215 - 218. 1If you ask, there is a cheap return
fare of 60p. Ask for the bus stop at Keele Hall,

DEMONSTRATE
AGATNST

TERBIT

The careless talk collective is a
group of people who get together
once a week to discuss politics,
cetivities, produce sur newsheet and
other occasional lzaflets.

If you would like to find out riore
about us, or to neet us, we would
try and nzke you welcome, Or if
you prefer to, we could write =nd
give you more information,

Our address is belows

@O202RCRARRACACCORENNNAL. AORORAT @PORPROERORRRReNAT

20CEAD COCEEERTII0D

printed and nublished by: Careless Talk Collective, c/o M, Stone,
195 Dimsdale Parade West, Wolstanton. (correspondenee only - no callers),
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RIGHT TOWORK?  [ecye S

FIGHT TO LIVE |

- Why did this march get started in the first place?” Even though most of

®hose on this march are out of work, it wasn't organised by unemployed people.
nor was it their idea. The People's March for Jobs was organised by the

" TUC so that they could be seen to be doing something in these days of
Tecession and redundancy. After the TUC leaders and their trainees have

mnade their speeches to the unemployed they will get back into their Rover

cars and drive,or be cdriven home to their expensive housez for tea.

The march will b2 supported by the Labour party because it makes a nice place
to speak and pretend to know something about being out of work. When the
speeches are over, the Labour leaders go back tn their homes, cars and
enormous salaries; while those of us who are unemployed or subsisting on

CEP or YTS scheme wages have to hitch or walk home because we cannot afford
the train fares.

On the face of it the obvious answer is for us to all have well paid jobs:
coo. But we all know this has never been the case and never will be as long
as profit governs society. So we stay unemployed, and envey those in work.

liork itself is usually boring and no onc is ever paid enough because the
bosses are always screwing profit out of everthing. Infact if there is no
profit to be made, then no-one is allowed to work: this is why you get unemn-
ployed building workers, stockniles of bricks and homeless people all together
in the same mess. This is as true in the nationalised industries as it is in
the private ones. If profits are bad, or losses too high, they cut wages and
sack workers. what should happen is so obvoius andc simple that peonle have
trouble believing it or say it is impossible; people should be allowed to
~work at whatever they want to do but they should not be paid for it. pecple.
" should not need to be paid because everythina we need, either to work with

or to live should be free. There is no need for money. This argument is often
ridiculed by those who think that nothing would be produced if people were
not forced to work by using money, yet who in truth would be idle if we haq
the choice to work at -anything we liked? Things would be different certain-
ly, but there is no one who caun say—that-thehwnTkinc_class—a:evnotdcg$gblﬂhn,_

———



of running society, because in fact we run it now, all we need to do is
take the steering wheel away from the bosses and leaders.

Obviously it will not be easy to even begin trying to cahnage society. It‘gﬁ
difficult even to suggest where to stari, but peaceful controllable marches =
or voting for politicians are not the way. What we need are actions that
guestion the rights of companies and landowners, actions that will make
people guestion why a factory must close or why they should pay for things.
.n Ttaly, for example, working class people who couldn't afford supermarket
prices got together and took what they wanted. %“hy shouldn't we take what
"we need for a reasonable life., Marches like this will do nothing more than

tolster the image of the trades unions and the Labour party.

e need to get together, unemplpyed and employed, to kick out the bosses,
wureaucrats and leaders who make our lives miserable for their own benefit.

DON'T BEG FOR THE RIGHT TO WORK =--- .
PROCLAIM YOUR RIGHT TO RUN YOUR OWN LIFE!!

(1AGOGEABERNEECATICAEHIAARECACAARLAEALEECRGATAECERGEANTIGEAREEABACECAERAEAA

e CALLED A MARCH~
hut nobody ctame.

iLast Septerber's Midlands Peoples Camnaign for Jobs march got a derisory
turnout in Stoke. The unemployed stayed away in droves. Despite local
unemployment o cne in seven, only 100 people turned up. The local
organisers were not amused.

Caid Peter Moor, reported in the Sentinel:
""We don't ask them to march all the way - just 100 yards would
be enough, They can manage to walk to Stoke City to watch a
football match. I think it is absojutely scandalous."

Could it be that local people realise that marches like this are a waste
of time, designed to boost the image of the TUC and march organisers -
and an excuse for leftist groups to sell their papers and the Labour

party to improve its electoral chances? No wonder the organisers got so
upset!!

don't vote itonly encourages them

with an election coming we are going to hear a lot of people telling us to
vote for the Labour party. We know the Tories are awful, and the 'Allimrnce'
just a lot of hot air, but will Labour solve our problems? What did they
do last time they were the government? Unemployement doubled under the

iast Labour government. They slashed public spending and reduced the
hospital and school building programme almost to zero., During the Social
Contract wages fell more sharply in real terms than at any time since the
19th century. They modernised the Polaris submarines and increased defence
spending.

Don't vote for any of these liars -~ organise to change society.

The Careless Talk Collective is a group of people who get together once a

week to discuss politics, activities, produce our newsheet and other -
occasional activities. If you would like to meet us, or to know more about .
us, drop us a line at the address below. We'll be happy to meet you or

if you prefer, write and give you more information.

printed and published by: Careless Talk Collective, c¢/o M. Stone, 165
Dimsdale Parade West, Wolstanton. (correspondence only - no callers).



On June 9th

WHY
- VOTE?

June 9th is General Election timé once again. Once more we are
asked our opinion on which politicians sit in the House of Commons
and which political party holds the reins of power. But as we all know
which ever party is elected very little changes; there may or may not be
a statutory wages policy, industries may be nationalised or
denationalised, taxation may shift from income tax to vat or the other
way round. A few direct benifits may be obtained such as cheaper bus
fares, but our lives and the system we live in remain the same.

Why is it, despite all the claims of vast differences. between the
parties, whoever is elected we continue down the same old road? Is it
because the Government only holds the reins of power, while those
with the real power in this society, the multi-nationals and those with
the wealth, remain unchanged and unchallenged?

Whatever the reason we all know which ever party is elected, the
present system remains the same, our lives are still controlled, not by us
but by others, be they bosses at work, tax men who take and spend the
wealth we create, councillors who control our streets and communities.

Who ever we vote for, regardless what policies they claim to have,
nothing really changes.

It only encourages them !



THE TROUBLE WITH
POLITICAL JOKES -~
IS THAT THEY GET
ELEGTED!! '

R B e T A T e S s s R TSy
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If by voting we can not take control of our lives what alternative is
there?

All major changes have come about by people taking direct action
either to create something or to force the state and those who control
our lives to change something. This direct action can take many forms,
groups organised in workplaces and communities that fight either for
something or defend something, or it can be forming co-operatives and
other such groups to provide a service but usually it is by confronting
those who hold the power by such things as industrial strikes, rent and
rate strikes, occupations etc. in order to force changes in our lives.

But ultimately nothing will really change until we have a society
without authority and forces of control to protect those with wealth
and preserve inequality and injustice. Only when we are willing to take
back our lives from those who ask us to vote for them, pay us to work
for them and force us to fight for them, will we be able to create real
change. Not by voting but by all working together for a society based
on real democracy, a society without government, privalage, power and
inequality.

don’t vote - organise! .

DAG, P.O. Box 168, Sheffield 1.



TORY LANDSL IDE

"..lill you've read th_'uv-_’
®m mClydeside Anarchist
News-sheet

BRITAIN ELECTS WORST TORY GOVERNMENT SINCE THE LAST TORY GOVERNMENT. .,

BlGDE

ID YOU NOTICE what most people were saying

before the Election: ““I'll be glad when this is
all over, it's getting on my nerves’’ or “Why don’t
they just leave us alone?"...

Despite this many people did vote for' a political party for one

reason or another,

Why do we bother if we dislike them so much?

@ Because we feel it gives us a momentary sense of power?

@ Because we believe in what one party says?

® Or is.it because we feel it a ‘dyty* to either ourselves,
tradition, or our class?

Each reason for voting is as hopeless as the next: a condit-

ioned response brought about by reactionary politics, but
‘mixed with a genuine desire for personal freedom.

Unity WHAT Unity 77

The Tories tried to create a sensation, a feeling of unity and,
worst of all, trying to get us to believe that we choose how
to be ruled. SH/T... The government we have now got forced
itself upon us by various dubious means, particularly manip-
ulation of the media.

But its too late to change things now, the elections are over...

OR /S IT TOO LATE?
If we believe in the process which we have just seen—yes we
are powerless.

But if we believe in outselves and in our own methods it is
NOT too late...

The only method that ever has or ever will create real change
and a better life for all is Direct Action.

STRIKES, MARCHS, PICKETS are all great but are not success-
ful unless they are performed on an enormous scale:

WE MUST BE MORE DRASTIC, MORE MILITANT IN OUR DESIRES
FOR CHANGE - WHATEVER IT MAY BE ABOUT: UNEMPLOYMENT,
WAGES, PEACE,LIVING CONDITIONS...

We must demand to control and live or own lives.

Not ask timidly or be mislead by compromising leaders.

ONLY YOU CAN CHANGE THINGS FOR YOURSELF, AS AN
INDIWIDUAL IN UNITY WITH OTHERS.

DAY OF ACTION

FRIDAY 24th JUNE
MEETAT THE GLASGOW BOOKSHOP COLLECTIVE
488 GREAT WESTERN ROAD
(near Kelvinbridge Subway)
at 1pm

ALL WELCOME _ .




THE DEADWEIGHT OF

OW THE ELECTION CIRCUS is over

and you have been safely allowed
to participate in the Bosses’ choice of
Government, you can go back to sleep,
forget about ‘‘politics’’; after all, you
are only subjected to this every four
years...

The misery of everyday life carries on
regardless. You are expected to con-
sume, to select from that which is
selected for you: whether in shopping
for essential goods and ‘“‘luxury”
items; or in the “entertainment’ pro-
vided — tv, sport, bingo, home video.

Increasingly, you are less part of a

| community of workers but more of a
mass of consumers, each with an iden-
tity assaulted by a barrage of
capitalist values. These are the

| values of a system which is amoral and
past caring about. The only valid
question is — how can it change?

The first step is to dispose of the
| myths which clutter our path. In this conn-
| ection we shed no tears for the decaying
corpse of the Labour Party. Although it
may be revived at a later date — when the
| Bosses are in need of a force ta control
workers demands again— it is clear that at
the present time we are well rid of it.
Increase the army of public servants it
might, challenge the REAL power of this
system it certainly won't.
Many people do actually side with our
objectives: workers taking independent

KEEP IT DARK..

IGHTS: NOTHING MORE than concess-
ions handed down by our rulers to
placate, confuse, and divert us from

bringing about any real social change.

Mere sops to the gullible to hide the
more glaringly odious aspects of capitalism,
making it smoother running, and us more
manageable and easier to control...and
these rights, while giving us the impress-
ion of greater freedom have moved us
further away from real freedom.

The whole ““We've never had it so good®’,
or “There's lots of people worse off than
us’’ slave mentality... all that's happened
is that we're ‘‘treated better” for which
we're supposed to be grateful.

And if it is deemed necessary, our
rights, like welfare, civil and trade union
rights can be taken away due to economic
( capitalist crisis) or ideological ( resol-
ute Toryism) grounds with the resultant
“Defend Our Rights' Campaigns.

THE PAST

action against the Bosses without the inter-
ference of the unions; tenants refusing to
be manipulated by Council officials; the
young people who fight back against police
harassment; those who avoid paying

correct fares, buying for goods; women who
object to their role in society as domestic-
ated child-rearers, cheap labour and sex
objects...

What all these people lack is not some
““Mass Party” led by would-by leaders, but
a sense of common purpose, a realisation
that direct action is more than the last re-
sort of a pressure group ( as CND sees it)
but AN ATTITUDE TO LIVING and a
REFUSAL to submit to the dictates of the
system.

Of course direct action isn’t enough.
The State not only possesses the means to
terrorise people through the Police ,
Courts, Army and so on, they also control
what is ""news'' and how their image of the
world is maintained.This is done from the
cradle to the grave, with increasing re-
liance on Television and other ‘media’.

This deadweight like all others will be
challenged in the years to come if those in
opposition to the System get the upper
hand of those whose role is to contain
anger and diffuse independent action accor-
ding to the dogmas of the past.

These Campaigns if lost lead to further
demoralisation for the working class.. and
if they are won are just a hollow victory,
nothing's gained,

Just another roynd in which they never
lose. After all it’s their game, their rules,
THEIR RIGHTS...

A million reformist demands for better
conditions can never bring any real freedom
or social justice.

They are all just part and parcel of
today's system of pacification, manipulat-

ion and mystification: “Population Control’ .

A free society has no need for legislated
rights or laws.

WE'VE GOT MILLIONS...

Houston was reported to be on her
way to recovery, after collapsing out-
side the City Chambers.

An eye witness reported the scene as
one of apocalyptic horror as Mrs Houston
accompanied by native bearers, approached
the City Chambers, only to be confronted
by a garrulous crowd of Castlemilk tenants
demanding that their particular grievance
( the Castlemilk Sit-In campaign) be
brought to the notice of the City Fathers.

““I only came here for my expenses’’
was her gutteral croak as she hit the deck.

D ISTRICT COUNCILLOR Cathie

The reason fot this consternation be-
came quickly obvious to our reporter. It
would appear that a group of tenants from
the Scarrell area of Castlemilk had been

down at the City Chambers trving to solicit

support from the convenor of the Housing
Committee in their attempts to be rehoused
after a fire in their tenement homes.

This was the last resort of these
people. They had already been met with
stony faced resistance from the local
Tenants Association, and from bleary eyed
resistance from their local councillors
George Manson ( known as Bubblehead to
his friends) and Pat ( ‘cleaner than
clean') Lally, nicknamed D0O.

What an indictment of 38 years of
Labour Party administration that people
are prepared to live in tents rather than be
forced to move back to their former houses.

W POSTSCRIPT: The Castlemilk Tenants
won their campaign...no thanks to
George Square Bureaucrats!

xothat’sy ¥
Sowoiz!

THAT OLD PHONY Rod Stewart looks
like scoring an own goal with his lbrox
Stadium show.

People just aren’t willing to fork
out nearly a tenner to watch Rod the
Plod slump through his worn out
routine.

We can only hope that this marks
the beginning of the end of the whole
Star syndrome...Our rulers realise thaf
the old disciplining forces of Religion,
Family, and Work have just no effect
on the hundreds of thousands of un-
employed youngsters... so no doubt
they’ll try to tame them through the
kids own ‘heroes’. . * T =
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A STAR IS
ABORTED..

We all know that Wee Horrur Lulu
boasts of voting Tory.

But what was even more sickening
than Kenny Everett and Jimmy Tarbuck
on a Young Conservative ‘Nuremburg’
Rally was the sight of Molly Weir on
the platform.

She’s made a fortune over the yea}s
with her genteel stories of poverty in
Glasgow tenements...

HUNDREDS OF POP records were seized
in a series of raids on Glasgow City
Centre record shops. Strathclyde police
say they were acting on complaints
from ‘concerned mothers’,

But we suspect more sinister motives

..Is this a skinflint attempt to restock
the jukebox at the Police Club? Or are
the local bobbies really involved in a
chart-rigging scandal?

This week’s No. 1 best seller is,
yes you've guessed, the new record by
The Police...

THE ELECTION RESULT will have many
Scots workers wanting to get shot of
their Tory-voting counterparts down
south. |t's an idea that’s been held by
many sincere socialists, including
John McLean.

But you just need to ook mt the
behaviour of some of the Scots fans at
Wembley who booed whenever a black
player like Luther Blisset got the ball,
torealise there’s just as many mugs
and maisters men up here as there is
in England...

@ COLLABORATORS WELCOME. .. ‘=

WRITE! |

488 GREAT WESTERN ROAD
GLASGOW .



‘OFFICE OF ELECTIONS{S}

' 98 WHITEHALL, LONDON  tel 01-246 8041 telex Offelec g5
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Dear Elector,

Pursuant to the order made under the regulations prom-
nlgated by the Secretary of State, in accordance with the powers
vested in him under the Representation of the Pecple Act 1982, dated
April 1st 1983, you are required by law to comply with the follow=-
ing instructions:

All persons intendinc to vote in the General Election of
June 9th this year are required to read the following
statement. Additionally they should affix their signature
to the space provided at the foot of said statement. The
signed document should be taken to the polling station and
handed into the Returning Officer before voting.

"Y, the undersigned, hereby declare my willincness to surrender
all pcwer over the decisions affecting my; life, to my elect-
ed representative, of whatever political complexion, by
allowing him/her to choose for me in all matiters.

I agree to make a mark on & piece of paper and then forget
about the fact that I have let myself be swindled by the
system in which the vested interests of the pcliticians
and big bosses are one and the same.

By signing this statement and putting my little cross next to
the name of someone I don't even know, I acknowledge that 1
am merely the slave of others,-doomed to slog ocu. my guts
for the rest of my days; or be doled out a pittance of State
Benefit, so long as I don't cause any trouble by «uestioning
what they do in my name.

I declare that by voting, I am perfectly happy to have my very
own nuclear weapons (that I will never be allowed near) and
agree to their beirg aimed at ordinary people, like nyself,
in other countries. '

The cross (X), also means that the name next to it will be among
the favoured few to survive the nuclear holocaust, in a
secret underaground shelter, while I die horribly with my
.loved ones,

In conclusion, I understand the implications of voting; that
I am signing away my freedom to power-hungry bureaucrats and
rich civil servants, and allowing them to use the money that
I pay in taxes, for the purpose of keeping me from taking back
that freedom."

Signedo.-.lo..l.ﬁl.ll'....t.

(Under no circumstances should you contact any local subversives,
particularly the Careless Talk Collective, who are responsible for'
printing and publishing this forgery. Do not write to them at thear
address: M.Stone, 186 Wellfi=ld Road, Bentilee, S=0-T.(no callers) )
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