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A gathering of Solidarity supporters from London, Glasgow and
Averdeen was held in Glasgow on May 28th and 29th. Some =5 people
attended.

Although Solidarity had not created the effective organization
that some would have liked, we had nevertheless succeeded ~ over a period
of six years - in making our viewpoint gquite widely known. This in itself
was an accomplishment. We had put forward a system of ideas more relevant
to the problems of today than the received truths, or the muddled mili-
tancy, of most of the Left. #e had also played our part in helping to
re~create a tradition of direct action. In this we had helned bring about
some of the union of theory and practice which most revolutionery groups
uphold so strongly - in theory. Our activities had helred many o realise

the necd for a new kind of politics. But in the process of achieving this
we too had changed.

Our idcas have becn put forwerd in a number of publications.
These are not just descriptions of isolated strugrles. They reflect the
meny facets of a distinct political outlook. Ye owe a big deht to the
intellectual demolition csrried out by the original tcam of ‘'Socialisme
ou Barbesris’. But what =ppear: to us as an integratsd body of thought
might seem to others wmerec aterile iconoclasm. ¥e had to state our ideas
more positively. A simnle statement was necded expleining the conuection
between the various struggles in which weé had béen-involved and our
overall critique of society. It was agrecd to produce one.

We had to engage in relevant struggles. Revolutionaries could not
pull movements of protest out of their sleeve nor substitute their own
moral outrape for the involvement of masses of pcople. The anti-bomb
movement, for instance, was now moribund. But experience and contacts
gained there could be most valuable elsewhere. Our main field of work
in the coming -onths would be in industry. e would also conduct systewn-
atie pronaganda among people breaking from the oseified structures of
the Lsbour Party and the Communist Party.

n certain smbiguities about some of our
attitudes (particularly in rc on to pacifism and anarchism). Good will
was often built up on the basis of fundamental misapprehensions. In the
coming period our idces would have to be put forwsrd much more clearly.
e have nothing in common with the kind of 'liberterianism' which secks
to create oases of frecdon (whether in progressive schools or in facto-
ries for peace') or whose vision of social emancipation was the appoint-
ment of more libertarian prison governors (as in e recent isrue of Anar-
chy). Other grouns have rightly consicered us hcretics. Their criticisu
is most encouragming evidence that we heve broken from their mental stra-
ightjacket of stale platitudes.

In the past there hed be
t
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Our difference with many of these grouwns is in our attempt to
connect our soecialist ideals with the problems of day to day life. The
task today is not umerely to proclaimn that socialism is superior to capi-
talism (a proposition that hundreds of thousands would now accept). It
is to show how our buresucratic and inhumen society can be challenged
in practice. There are groups on the left, sone of considerable anti-~
guity, and most of them several times the size of Solidarity, that stand
for a libertarian kind of socislism. Most of them, unfortunately, have
all the organizational vparaphernalia of large »narties. They do little
else than hold regular classes in socialism; pass long, mudcdled and
often mutually contradictory resolutions at their annual conferences;
or spend their time reminiscing or discussing which foreign grouns are
the nearest to them ildeologically.

The total ineffectiveness of these groups is no accident. It
comes from sn outdated vision of capitalism and an abstract concept of
politiecs. Well-worn blinkers prevent them from recognizing the new areas
of struggle within modern bureaucratic societies. The formulation of
programmes divorced froa strug-le reinforces theilr inectivity. The era
of the resolution as a meaningful form of struggle has ended. Solidarity
had had a resnonse because we try to fuse what we say with vhat we do.

Today reformists are incawable of achleving even limited reforms.
They are peralyzed by their acceptence of the existing world., e should
therefore participste in ran’t end file strugrles, even for limited objec-
tives, bringing to them our own concepts of action. Such participation
does not denend on those involved accepting our ideas. Lut we should not
systematically refrain, as we have in the pact, from putting forward our
views through fear that this was tantamnount to pushing thes down peonle'’s
throats.

The practical problens fecing the difverent Solidarity croups
were found to be very different, and consequently regulred different
solutions. Neither the Glasgow nor the Aberdeen comrades have instituted
formal memnbership within their own groups. They vere in fact opnposed
to it.

The meeting also discussed ways and weans of maintaining more
regular contact and carrying out joint work. Adcresses were exchanged
to facilitate joint ~ctivity. It was decided to mect again in the autumn
and at regular intervals afterwerds.
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Read: - 'RESISTANCE' - for Peace Action , published bi-monthly.
Single copies 1/~ (1/3 post frec); Subscriptions 6/- for 6 issues
and 12/- for 12 issues (both post free) froms: -
RESTHTANCE JORSING CGROUP,
sEsT MIULANDS COoMaTIIsy OF 100,
Birminghan Peace Action Centre,
Factory Road,
Birminghan, 19.
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Aberdesn Soliclarit:

A group of ebout half-a dozen people, adhering to the larger Bart
of BSolidarity's wosition, has been in existence for ‘about six months ‘
now. So frr we have engaged in little activity apart frow meetings and
the sale of literature, and this, the production of s whole issue of
"Solidarity Scotland', is our first real effort.

The group hes had 2 slow and sometimes painful evolution over the
vest two yeers, and verious divergent strands have been woven together
in’ the formation of the group. Just about two years ago, Aberdeen YCND
was resurectoed by the efforts of a loczl enarchist, and began to thrive
end grow, becoming somewhat famnous netionally. This comrade converted
a lew people to a basicelly anarchist position, one or two individual
anarchists joined frow outside, 2nd under the direction of these people
YCND progressed. Therc was no purely political, as opposed to anti-bowb,
activity carried oul, =znd the only effort to contszct wor'zers, apart from
sporadic literature sales, was when some of then wrote an analy51s of
Henderson's ingineeriug Workes, which appeared in "Solidarity Scotlandt
(Vol..1, ¥o. ¢) about a yeer ago. But gradually disillusionment both
with IuW which although continuing to flourish, wssn't getting anywhere,

Pad tional an hist movemnent around Freedom Press, for
to sunp ~colonial revolutions (e.g. Vietnam), made
new influences. '
Trots™yist) was being split by internal
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els. € 3 en certein alocofness anong its members
towards the large of worwing clase youth collected in YCWD, and
they cesrried out &oh »win political activities and mectings. It wes
never v ! ts to construct "uass branches” in the
housin tain memnbers then became more fav-
ourabl: T organisation, es secn in YCND, which
hed su relatively mass noveﬂents where "democratic
centra ivfetc. had failed. These beran ottending
YCHD an ontac’t with certain of the anarchis
2nd the; ) raturec on various subjects. The ﬁood
effects o jes, combined with 5.L.L.-stvle represgion of
differenc Lcn mey be the subiect of & further erticle)
in the Y3, \d i) = with Trotskyism snd ollience with the an-
archists inevitable srouns gained out of the exchenge. The ex-~
Trots threw aside doctrineirc aparoanch to WrobJCWs and adovted =2
new libertarian, oven eyed one. They a2lso gave up certain of their
frvoured delusions, c.g. strong lgfde?SQ1””, "workers' states’, and

¢ a good cdeal of historicel ingight »nd informetion into such ev-

as Kronstadt 2nd the Spanish Revolution. The snsrchists, on the
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o*ﬂor hand, gaine analytical enproach, a respect for study, es~
pecially hl torical, and shed certain of their illusions, e¢.g. that
S

farx wes a Fascist, or that the revolution will take the fora of a sp-
ointeneous uncouscious upsurge of the wmesscs, just as r1Q1culous in its
wey as theories of hc Tatrong leadcrship? varicty. We now both accept
that wmass conscilousness is an essentiel pre-condition %o r;vnlit\ o1
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Ihe Aberdecon prou ig » wixturc of verious przvious n»oliticsl le"
ings - Anﬂ“ﬂl,woyuc1caligt, Trotskyist, and Stelinist, 211, however,
12 been brought together through the Pescs ‘lovement, causing e

‘reater lumbalonce, even, than there is in the Glasgow Zroup, (Sce "AL-




- ilgnment, p.13).

Production of this issue of "Solidarity Scotland'"has been an att-
empt to shift hoth work and focus from Glasgow alone. 'his issue, then,
is largely the work of the Aberdeen group, although it has been dupli-
cated in Glesgow since our machine in Aberdeen has gone on strike. We
hope that this new sharing of work will enable "Solidarity Scotland™ to
be produced more regularly, and with less effort on the part of certain
individuals on whom the greater part of the work has previously fallen.

In Aberdeen we have no plans to embark on ambitious schemes whose
specdy failure would lead to frustration, but are, for the foreseeable
futurc going to content ourselves with education (both of ourselves and
of members of the local YCND -~ we were, and will be when we iron out
our technical difficulties, producing sheets on "Major Socialist Think-
ers’, Owen - Lenin, which are given out and discussed at meétings with
the SWF), and the attempt to reach workers through articles about them,
e.g. the 'Hall Russell's' article on p.23% of the present is-ue.

e were able to send seven people as ‘delegates' to the Solidarity
conference held in Glasgow at the end of May. (See p.l) and may be in-
volved in some local action on the housing question, so we have reason
to be fairly optimistie about our chances of survival as a viable. group.
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?he second in our series of cxcerpts from VFACING REALITYY panphlet, YEE
HIS PAYiI&HT HIGH CR LOW. THEL AMERICAT WORKING CI GASE TN THES SIXTIasH by
MARTIN GLAPERMAN, ‘

It should be clesr trat the vroklenm does aot lie in the inability of
the unions to find a sloutinn to such nrohlens 2s automation. Thev have
imposed a solution on the worlters. The first to do it was John L. Lewis

in the djlng industry of cozl wining. He collaborated in the mechanis-
ation of those wines anenebls to it 2nd ruthlessly cut off the majority of
the union membership, not only froa work but from the social benefits,
such as hospitelis 8t101 which they had eerlier won.

"In the decisive coal nepgotistions of 1952 the Southern coal producers,
ovners mestly of smaller mines, offered to meet 2ll the union demands if
Lewis would order three-day hrocuﬂtwon in the incdustry. The larger wmech-
anised uines opposed this move since it meant higher overhead costs for
unutilised eguipment. Lewis, reversing a prev1ous course, chose to line up
with the large wmechanised mines and their desire for continuous output.
The decision meant higher wages for the wmen but a permenent loss of jobs
in the industry.®

In the ten years from 1750 to 19€0 the employment of coal wminers fel
by three-fifths to under 150,000. The bulk of those cut of” from the nine
malke up much of what is known today as Appalachia. The union, hovever,
gets richer because Lewis, with tynioal foresight, pegred the fringe and
welfare benefits to nroductivity. Instesd of the usual form of naynent
into welfare funds of so many cents ner man-~hour worked, he adopted the
unique formula of basing company payaents on the nusnber of tons of coal
ained.

The identical pattern was followed soze ycars later by that other
notorious wilitant, Herry Pridges of the fest coast longshoremen. lie sig-
ned an agreement with the dockside eaployers »llowing unliamited automation
and mechanigation in return for a large retirement fund a guaranteed 35
hour week for zo~called A" members of the union. The secnrnd 'B' class
members were left to fend for the:selves. (They used soune of their idle
time to ‘piclet the union.) The Eest and Gulf coast dockers, not so fortu-
nate as to have the wilitent Harry Bridges at their head and belonging
to what only recently had been one of the most gengster-ridden unions in
the US, rejected this year, at least tewnorarily, a contract that went only
part way towards the total disciv»lining of the workers and struck their
vorts for over a month. '

In auto and other menufacturing industries the transition was not aguite
so blatant and abrupt. But the tendency was the same. The unions collabor-
ated in the wholesale reorgsnisetion of procduction and iarosed their own di-
cipline of the grievence vrocedure. In the esrly fifties &mil Narey, Secret-
sry~-Treasurer of the UA7 (another well-'nown 1ilitent), threatened the Chry-
sler Cormoration with the ending of all overtime work if thev did not =mest
certain demsnds. Ia 1753 and 1959, however, with auvtonation aund 2 deprssion
both hitting Detroit, when uneunloved hwvwler worirers picketed the plants
and the union headcusrters to end overtime while Chrysler workers were laid
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off, the company was able to end the picketing with a court injunction
based on the union contract and its no-strite vledge. Workers off the
company payroll, some for over a year, were prohibited frow picketing
or interfering with production because they were held to be bound by
the union contract. The union had voWuntarl‘y relinquished the right
of the workers to refuse overtime work.
- . ' Resd 'Mi GATO*T‘, the lively
The whole nroblem of automation | —— NT
i —_— PO ! journal of Aberdecn YCWD.
cennot be gone into. But most of what ; oo
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sorts of theories about the imuinent i For a selection of left-
disappearance of the industrial working ' wing literature

class or to theories of 2 new tyne of cless strugele between the emhloyed
ancé the unemployed. All of this assumes thet capitslism cen automate at
will end can overcome the falling rate of vprofit end the shortage of cap-
ital. The actual decline in the size of the wor'ing class 1in the fifties
wes reverset 1n the sixties. The increase in productivity has been
greatest in utilities end communicatinns (with substantial sutomation)
and egriculture (no sutomation =t all, but a great increase in mechan=-
isation, chemical application and blologlcal 501enc\s) followed by
mining (Wechenl sation rether than automation). The increase in product-
ivity in manufacturing wes slightly below the national aversge and
even further below the increase in productivity that took prlace in
manufacturing in the decade following World War I with the introduction
of the assembly linec and the endless chein drive.

' The spokesmen for wmanagement argue that automation in the long
run increases jobs. The spokesmen for labour argue that automation
decreases jobs. And in this way both of them avoid any discussion of
why Ca”ltallsm, under any form of technological advance, produces, as
Marx insisted, an ever-growing army of permanently unemployed. And
what is more pertinent to this article, they avoid = discussion of
what autouwstion or eny other chenges in the process of production do
to those workers who remnain unemploved. The workers take 2 much =ore
practical view than the sophisticated engineers and sociologists. They
do not assume that what is scientificelly possible is therefore inevit-
able in the near future under capitalism. They have much less resvect
Tor the supposed technical efficiency of capitalism than that. They
are fully aware, however, that what has been teking rlace is a pro-
found cualitative re-organisetion of capitalist production, of which
what 1s technicelly known es autometion is only a part. ¥ithout the in-
tellectuals’ linguistic inbibitions, they call the whole process auto-
mation whether it involves computer operations, improvement in wechen-
icel tools, transfer of work to other nlants or simnly speed-up. But
the workers in the pl-nts sre a2s hostile to the process =25 o whole as
the unemployed.

The favoured ‘A" workers on the est coasst docks have found that

thelr newly automated work 'was converted into 2 continuous, slmost
oppressive strecem . In the Buick engine plant in Flint the workers had



established sensible production schedules which the management had
been unsble to touch for years. That went bv the board when Buick
redesigned its engine from 2 straight-2 to a V-3 and built e new
engine plant (not yet automation but using more up-to~date nachin-
eryend techniques and retiming all the jobs.) In plants where auto-
mation has been introduced the. effcet has been two-fold. The auto-
mated jobs are li~hter physicelly but a wmuch greater strain mentally.
The un-automated jobs have been sneeded un teo pre-union levels teo acc-
omodate the increesed flow of work., The great indust-ial concentra-
tions, such as the ford Rouge Flant, have been reduced or brolen up
with new nlants bullt o“ a decentralised basis. Rouge is down fTrom

a war~tiune peak of 100,000 workers and o peace-tine peak of 6%,000 ;
to under 3%%,000 but %ero zre a whole series of new ford nlants built
during the lest ten years (and General Motors ond Chrysler) within o
100~mile redius of Detroit =nd others in other parts of the country,
south, east, and west.

Yhat is involved in industry after“industryiis not siaply the

replacing of men by sutomated machines but the discarding of men,

he moving of others and the bringing of still others into the ind-
ustrial working class and the reorganisation of the work process.
Huge massges of capital have been destroyed. In the auto industry
Paczard, Hudson, Murrsy Body, large corporations by any standard,
have pgone under becsause the did not have sufficient cernital to stav
in the race. “hole areas of clerical work have beccie proletarisnised.
Stenographers, clerks, book-kecpers in lareger offices and in baaking
and insurance have been turned into machine operators., It im a common
sight to see rows of typists at tWCL“ des'ts, with head sets fastened
to one ear, typing letters, reworts, etc. from dictaphone machines.
Thev no ionger see the cxecubtives rho do the dictetins - only the fora-
e 2dy who sces their breaks are not too frqueant or too lons and that
they don't davidle at their work. Lxcent for being c'eaner and better
lit it dis indi t1n¢u1ﬁ%ahlb from fectory work, .
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Doctrinal sterility seeas to have displaced enalysis as 2 tool
for the constuction of theordies about the nature of class under mod-
ern caplitelisa; and a revnetition of useless cliches, instead of act-~
ual observation and experience, sllows no Toothold for a new aporoach
in the minds of most sorialists., Thus wodern mearxists (end also aany
anarchists who, not realilsing how indebted to, and imbued by, the thought
ol Maryx they c:e, recoil in virgin horror frow enything but the idea
that they are violently anti- :



marxist) claim that, not only was Marx's theory of social class use-
ful end, as far as these things csn be, correctin his lifetime and
after, but also that it has the same virtues today. Similerly people
of bourgeois inclinations sieze upon the 'affluence' of certain wmod-
ern industrial societies (particulsrly the USA and Britain) and on
very superficial examination claim that "class does not exist®, while
in reality they ere justifying their own position andthe soclety
which produced them end their privileges. Ideology is a useful thing
for both revolutionaries and reactioneries, but they have to be, at

a particusler stage, revised and even sbandoned, since,once they have
lost plausibility, they are just cumbersomne hindrances to success. I
propose to analyse briefly Marx's theories about:the nature of class
and to question their relevance to certain societies, viz. the USA,
U53R and, in some detail, our own. His theory is the most thorough
ever made and finds fragmented expression throughout his work, altho-
ugh it finds a fairly sizple and concise formulation in the 'Bourgeois
and Proletarians' section of the 'Comaunist Manifesto® (13483).

Marx asserted that the basis of class is economic, that through-
out the history of all societies ~ the main periods being primitive,
feudal, capitalist, followed (he expected) by socialist and comwunist

~ the existence of various classes wes cetevrnined by the stage of
production =nd the conzmequent wmeens of production reached. Member-
ship of the clesses in existence was determined by o certain relation-
ship, a relationship of ownerchip end non-ovnership to the means of
production and exchange; 211 other things which peecpnle have seen as
deterwinents of class - wage levels, education, velues and aspirations

- Marz saw as being cdetermined by this basic factor, this cdefinite
relationship which wes inevitablc under a given productive stage. He
examined cepitalism on this besis and ceme to certein conclusions.
Firstly thet this relationship of individvals in 2 society to its
productive forces, which placed them in definite classes, generated
an inevitable and #ll-immortant phenomenon which he celled the class-
strugzle:
"The history of all hitherto existing society is the history

of the class-struggle. Freeman and slave, patrician and nlebeian,
lord and serf, guild-mester snd journeyman, in 2 word oppressor and
oppressed, stood in constant onposition to one another, csrried on an
uninterrupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight thet e-ch tiwme
ended eithsr in a revolutionary re-constitution of society et large,
or in the common ruin of the contending classes."l (Conmunist Manifesto)
Marx's conviction that historical change ves schieved by the victory

of one cless over another he related to capitalism by saving that the
inevitable conflict between canital and labour would lead to the
victory of the latter. Class consciousness would be fostercd by

a) the growth in numbers of the worsing cless at the ewpensc of part-
icular sections of society, wainly the widcle class (by this Masrx
meant artiscns, peasants, sn2ll shopkeepers etc.) which would be forced
into the proletariat by the growth of large-scale wonopolistic enter-~
prises with which they would be unsble to coumpete.

1. "Selected Works' Vol. 1. p.34 (Foreign Lancuages Edition) 1062.
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b) such factors as large-scale factory vproduction which would enable
the worker to see his position, not in isoletion, but =s that of a
cless, as well as the speed of modern comnmunications and the Yeduca-
tion' of the workers by 2 section of the ruling cless, which would
break away fron their former conditions of existence; and
¢) by the ever-recurring, ever-worsening crises to which cepitalisnm
was prone and which would make the workers' position untenable,
provoking him to revolt. In his early years Marx felt that this
revolt would take the form of violent revolution, but later he viewed
the possibility of the use of universzl suffrage 2ud the election of
worke s’ representatives to parliasment with favour. The nost-revolution-
ary society he saw ~s passine first through a stere which he called
"the dictetorship of the proletariat’; here inequalities and: coeréton
would persist bul he was howeful that they would face away and not
perpetuate themselves.
"Between capitelist end communist society there lies the period of
the revoluticnary transforustion of the one into the other. There
corresponds to this s#lso a politicel trensition period in which the
State canr be nothing but the rsvolutionary dictatorship of the pro-
letariat.” (Critique of the Gotha Progreave 1375).

Marx's theories were constructed out of 12th century evperience.
The repid developmnent of ‘two nations', noticed by others as well as
Marx, in #ngland, the world's nost advanced ce-itelist country, and
he growth of cless consciliousness 2s seen in the formati-n of Trades
Unions, socielist perties, strikes etc., coupled with the reguler, incr-
essingly violent class-strugeles (173720, 1543, 1371) which he observed
in France could be wmointed out in order to lend conviction to his the-
ories. But en examinati-n of advanced industrial societies shows that
little, 1if eny, of his predictions hrve cone true, and the existence
of Soviet Rusria brings even his definition of cless, i.e. ownership or
non-ownershin of the meens of procduction and exch-nre, into guestion.
Some who are with u:r so far will not teke this sten. Perhaps the the-
ory is in need of 2 little revision, but to call the definition on
which the theory is based inadequatec , is rank heresy. Let us take the
USSR as our test cese. Here privete property in production and exchange
has been alwost totslly sbolished, and by ilerx's definition, since
there everyone is in the sawe relationship (i.e. non-ovnership) to
these things there no classes. But in Tussia in the 20s therc was
greeter inequality between the highest and the lowest psid than therec
was in the West, and this persists, 2lthough concessions to equality
have been meade since the death of Stalin. But even this ignorecs the
fact that the workers do stand in o different rclationship to the
productive forces in the USSR, Ffrom that of the elite, the Party.
This relationship is one of control, and it is perfectly justified to
sey that those who control production and decide its neture 2nd aims
are a different class from those who arc in a position of being dom-
inated and heve no s2y in what is being produced, for what purpose it
ie produced, or how it is produced. Marx's deéfinition needs to he ex-
tended to, not merely ownership, but to ownershin and/or control of the
productive forces. In this respect Bakunin is more correct and relevant
thaen Marx, for he said:



"The State has always been the patrimony of some privileged class; the
sacerdotal class (here too?), the nobility, the bourgeoisie - and
finally when s2llother classes have exhausted thenselves, the class of
the bureaucracy enters upon the stage." (from Maxiaoff's edited edition
of Bekunin's writings (Free Press of Glencoe)). Perhaps those who insist
on castigating ‘revisionism' do it because they hope to eventually be-
come members of this new class?

Wow that we have amended Marx's definition of class, let us see
what heppened to his predictions by examining modern Britain, its sig-
nificant socisl cless %17farcnces end structure, and by trying to dis-
cover ‘where he went wrong'. Accepting Marx's indisputably true conten-
tion that the class-struggle in =11 societies is 'su objective social
and psychological fatt"2, we must refute the capitalist apologists and
show, drawing on figures from government publications that class is a
very real phenomenon in modern 'democrecies’. The first, centrel, field
in which sociel class differences =re manifested is that of income. The
overall wealth of this country hes incressed @reﬂtlv since the war, due
to various factors -~ more efficient exploitation of holdings end invest-
ments in under-developad countries, the frults of modern technology,
virtual elimination of the *trezde-cycle. This has created sn illusion of
a redistribution of weslth, which is foundationless. Any move towards
social eouality occurred hefore 1950, due mainly to the pressures of o
war-time economy, and since then the trend has probably been reversed.
The carefully fostered illusion of an upper~class deeling both in num-
bers and ownership of property cannot be equated with the fact that in
the short period 1960-£3 the number of persons with ascsts of £100,000
plus rose from 27-40,000. The same pattern energes when we come to wages
and saleries. Fhile the average werge of the manual worker rose hy 55%
from 195%-1965, in the same period thet of non-menual workers (depressed
by the inclusion of low-paid clerical groups) rose by elmost 80%. Even
this does not teake into account ‘fringe-benefits' such os life-assur-
ances, super-snnuation, tax-free payments on reitrewent, capital mains,
expense accounts etc., etc., which are all denied the manusl worker.
Further, while reductions in income~-tax have tended to hel» the higher-
paic workers slightly, they have left the lower-paid s2lnost the sanme.
This has hanpened vhile the esverage ncrccntaﬁp of income left to those
with £6,000 2 year or over ofter tax has risen froam 5% (19L9) to 35
(196L). The 1‘lu°10n of e redistributlon of wealth is created by the
'hall of =airrors’ effect of prosperity, end by the skill of the ruling
classes who no longer perade their riches osgtentatiously. “hy has this
increese in overall wealth not been totelly pocketed by the ruling cla-
sses, and why hes the workers' observable standard of living risen? I
must confess that I do not resrlly know, but e pleusikhle cwplanation
has heen put forward by Paul C-rdqn in his bhoolt "Modern Canitalism™3
His contention is that the cla struggle hes forced consciousness
rot only on the workers, es 'larx foresaw, but =lso on the capitalists.
This hes led then to various discoveries which we need not ~o into here,
as he does this in some detall, the main one being that a steadily

2. C. Wpipght Mills "The iarxists" (Pelicen).

3. Paul Cardan "Modern Capitalism & Revolution' (Solicdarity - (19265), 3/6).
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rising standard of living amonz the working-class is necessary for the
efficient functioning of modern capitalistic economies:
"In the final analysis wage increases are indispensable for capital-
ist expansion. In an economy where the consumption of wage-earners
makes up gbout 50% of the total demand and wherc production grows by
2% per year, there must be an apvroximetsz, parallelism between the
rise in wages and the rise in production.f.. By granting wage incre-
ases capitalism solves the problem of necessary markets for its con-
tinually exprnding production. It tries simultsneously to buy the
docility of the workers.i5
The whole question of vages and weelth in modern Britein shows thet
today's ruling class. is Tar mordé. s%illful than that of the pest. They
can disguisc class rule, assuring, by rigorous control of the econ-
omy, that the workers'’steandard of living will constantly rise, al-
though his position relstive to them will remein the same.

In other fields the same pattern evolves. That is that things
have improved for evervbody, but that the relative positions of the
classes arc still the same. Let us look briefly st social =obility and
educetion. The cleiw that in Britsin status and weslth depend on ability
and not on birth is not substantiatedby the fact that almost ~11 social
mobility takes place between adjscent occuvations, or es a2 result in
chenges in the occumpaticonal structure (e.g. the elimination of =many rou®
tine manual jobs due to automation and the increase in the number of
clerical, technical and scientific workers). The ton vositions in
Britain arc dominated by those who have had a public school education,
which is closed to working-claess children. Judges were 75 from public
schools (196L), Governors of the Bank of England aluost 707 ¢1953),
directors of leading firms 60% (1965), Ambassadors 70% (1952); the exem-
ples could be cited all day. Is the situstion radically different in
the grammer-schools? In the 2id~50s the working-class with 70% of the
population had 28% of the grammar-school places, and 2 mere fifth of
the univereity ones. The expension in education has nothing to do
with equality end has little benefited the working-class. The fact
is that a modern industrial nation needs such peonle as scientists,
managers, teachers, civil servavts etc., and thesc have to Be educated.
It's 2 simple mercenary calculeticn, that's all. A similar view could
eerge on an éexanination of the Herlth Scrvice, but svace is limited.

The purposec of this loung digression from Harx, whcre we left him
unable to ernlain, in terms of his definition »of class, the new closs
which heas arisen in Russi=a, is to show that, although Britain is in
every respect most decidedly = class~ridden society, it is nothing
like any thet Marx either ncw, or ewpectcd to develon. The possibility
of the workers gaining consciourness he examined in some detail, but
the possibility that the clrss-strugsle and threat of recvolution could
make the capitelists act from anything other than their usual grasping,
short-sighted greed never renlly occurred to him. The elinination of
the "anesrchy of the market’ by state regulation has been the supreme
fruit of thils consciousness, eliminating cycles of booms and slumps,
and also widespread uncaploywent end noverty. The State, as already

L. Op.cit. ».24. 5. Ov.cit. p.63.



stated, needs a vast buresucracy to perform this function, resulting
in the growth of a new middle-class the extent of who's feeling of
solidarity with the workers is debatable.6 Much, then, of tresditionel
Marxist teaching on class-struggle and consciousness is irrelevant
today. Even the greatest socialist could no more see the transition
from 2 laissez-faire, poverty-ridden, brutally exploitestive.economy
to one which is increasingly State-controlled, which has eliminated
widespread poverty, but which is still undoubtedly 2 class-system.
But socialist consciousness is more than a reflex to unbear-
2bl . wmisery. The attempt by a highly conscious mnodern capitalist
class to reduce the workers to docile, well paid functioneries denies
their basic humanity, and the intensity of class disputes shows no
sign of decreasing, in fact the reverse is true. What has changed
is that workers no longer go on srrike solely for an increase in
wages. 1t can be shown thet about two-thirds of strikes are fought
over conditions of production - tea-breaks, speed-ups, time and
motion studies, autometion, toilet and other facilities etc. The
worker, no longer concerned with whether he is going to live, is
concerned nowadays with how he lives, aluost controlling the con-
ditions under which he works, and this new sense of dignity cen de-
velop into a struggle explicitly for the control of production its-
elf. This trend is wanifested particularly in the new assembly line

"industries, end is less applicable in the old heavy industries.

As the traditional channels of protest - trade unions, socialist
parties etec., become integrated into the exploitative structure of
cepitalism, workers are carrying out their activities on a renk-and-
file level, most strikes being unofficial. The possibility is there,
given the intervention of conscious revolutionaries, that this strug-
gle can be made a conscious one. People are refusing to be fitted in-
to "the great bureaucratic pyramid" =nd are pre~occupied with the
lack of meaning that their work has for them. This, combined with the
unconscious struggle for control of production, involves them in con-
flict with the State, not only the State of the westcrn ‘democracies',
but also with that which exists in the east. The Hungarian workers
who rose in 1956 and the Polish socialists who were recently jailed
were fighting the same battle as those who today, in our country, ta-
ke part in unofficial strikes and form shop stewards' committees. All
these tendencies will not develon overnight, nor will they develop
unless they are helped 2long by revolutionaries. What we need most of
all is a 20th Century Marx to give overall meaning to the class~
struggle, and that is perhavs as great a compliment 2s you could
pay him.

IAN. R. MITCHELL

6. See "White Collar" - C, W. Mills, & "Blackcoated Worker' - D, Lock-
wood.
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ALIGNMENT

The result of several years of dominance by the Peace Movement
tver the "left™ has crested a residue of political workers ranging
from those whose reckless stupidity and lack of pblitical eccumen
leads to "ection at all costs™; to those whose reactionary reserve
from years of traditional 'left' activity (or insctivity) leads them
“o condemnation of all hut the most safe, sterile, confined activities.

The traditionel "left” split roughly in three over the Peace Mo-

me; Firstly, those whn were downright mostile. Secondly, those who

7ore cool and condescending. And thirdly, those who participated en-
hus agtically, seeing it as 2 breeding ground for political discontent,
32 place to bring "left'" idezs to new pecple and perhaps a potentially
Wevoiutionary novement. The experiences of these groups are continuelly

choed over such dosues as the role of the Labour Farty and the trade
union bUroaucracy and the attitude of revolutioneries towards it.

Hore the blg spiil comnes; into those who are willing to make soume
avology, no matier how small for the Labour Party and the trade union
burseucracy, end those whe will give no cuarter to them. In other words,
into those who wen® to roform, chaenge or squeeze something from the old
organisations, and those who went to build new orgenisations and des-
troy (or icnov ) the old.

Of those who were active in the Peace Movement, but had never
oreviously “"“"10+0Wb66 in the "left", a wminority rationslised their

i o
e¥verience, 2nd in most csses, as o result of contact with "left® polit-
ics, develoned a more ‘(ancsc politicel position. The majority, seeing
the Peace Jovement gecting nowhere feost, left, disillusioned, through a
leck of political nerspectives

onel leftists, who had been Pe2ce Move-
to left-wing circles through the Pezce
sis of most Solidarity Groups, with the
rdan anc¢ others, as the mainstay of the

A fusion of those tiaditi
went ccetivists, end*who cane in
Movement hau been partly the b
EDCGTQtiCSl writings of Paul C
groups® philos sophy.

Both tendencies have complimented each other, the older lefts

i

L C\J

Daving a oberlp” ffect on the peacenits and they in turn have brea-
the il?awtlowﬂ‘ Hleft,
e

cthed some life to
The halsnco ]Cb n the groupings is necessary to the survival
ond development of the groups. The imbalance in the Scottish Group has
ned. bpd_effecte. N
"inelly the influence of the third and most important groun of
aust be taken into account; these are the industriel workers and
stewerds, whom we have engoged in group activities, who havs nei-
bzen dinvolv:d in traditicnal left-wing politicel sctivity nor the
Hovement.
The integration of these three groups and their joint develonment

Lo n=cessary if the Scottiesh Solidarity Group is to survive as a worlk=
able unit,

* Insert "those".
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Aiter all the drivel written by revolutionaries these many deca-
des, is it any wonder most people still nrefer Jesus?
fhet's the matter with revolutionaries, that they cen't communi-
cate? '

"estern Culture’ is a shambles. Our society is corrupt from the
Lottom up. Modern philosophy can no longer define Truth. Kids who can
stand thelr parents will soon be nine~day wonders. Black seeds of re-
volt have the mayors of our cities pissing in their vante, and are
cucking 211 white kids worth their selt in thelr wake. Lven industri-
al psychologists, advertisere, etc., faced with the i7possible task
of et once giving pseudo-information and convincing themselves and
their victims that they are giving real information, are beginning to
ball., No one believes s single one of those values “on which our rep-
ublic stends'. Ve are killiung, gassing, burning, torturing, starving
~=-2ll 1n the newns of freedom, Justice? eguesitly, democracy and wmoth-
erhood. LnC the Yenemy' is 001ng the same in the name of freedom, Ju=-
stice, equality,. socialisn and mnotherhood. In the face of 2ll this,
the majority, however are still at least half-sfraid of the revolut-
ion, -

1‘1,1:)7

Thnis cuestion cannot he fully answered in less than a book. I
i1l 1limit myself to one single aspect of it. Since this is directed
primerily at radicals and revolutionaries, the reclevant cuestion is:
in what wey are we responsibhle?

Some tine ago, I wes in England talking to some libertarian soc-
Lalist friends, and I brought un what I consider to be a fundemental
guestion for any revolutionary. “hatever differences we may have amo-
ng oursgelves, we revolutioneries, af least theoretically, agree on
one point: our society is fundamentally 1nhumcu. This proposition
sebaratas us frowm thre “"socizl reformers™. e do not belicecve that the
inhumanity we see 211 around us is s set of defects in an otherwise
fgood' socisl order. Since Marx and Freud, we tnow inhumanity to be
‘he essence of our soclael order, noht its defects. The wmodel of Ausc-
avitez was a TFord factory. (This ro*t* of view, of course, implies
the denial that the official descriptions of our society -~ wmost soc-

iology bhooks, ctec. = are true. ¥e consider them rather to be stud-
les in “dcolo gy formation znl mystification.) I mentioned 211 this
to my English friende and, gettine their asgrecaent, concluded I tho-
ught logicelly: Then we should look for the damsge in ourselves as
nell as elsewherc. Had I been one to believe that logic wes a mbtiv-
tionel force for huuwnn beings, 1'd have been surpvrised at the react-




ion. They didn't want to hezar anything of that sort of argument.

I was present when the same matter was brousht up awmong some
revolutionery soclalists in Paris this sumaer, and saw the same neg-
ative reasction. This reaction is ‘the gsymptom of an anti-introsvective
disease common among radicals. My noint is: if radicals would spend
more tim< admitting to themselves their own needs, wishes and notives,
a lot of the petfy strife within the radical movemcnt would stop by
itself. Lnd radicals would finslly beglin to write stuff ordinary peo-
Ple can read without throwinsz umn. :

Is this, or does it iwuvly, a put-down of radicals? No. “hy should
it? Radiceals are products.” of the sanec lousy society as evervone else,
If anyone singles then out as if they were the only damaged neurotics,
he 1s merely an ideologist for the esteblishment. But radicals should
net foll for thelillusion that theidr "revolutionary consciousness" ex-
empts them from the shit. Capitalism stinks! And it is totalitariant

Doeg this mean thet radicsls should spend the rest of their lives
in morbid soul-scarching excevating the vownit from their unconscious?
Sure, vaby. The very fsct that thie tyne of cuestion keeps srising is
only a further synphton of the general disease. Paint the world blue
“red green yellow purple, not black and white! Reality is 2 idawond,
not & block of wood. '

The point is: we hsve to realise thet, whstever ideologies peonle
may counco:t to justify their actions to others and to themselves, the
driving force for their behavisur is not the thcorcticol ideas they
give, but their needs as human beings. Since Marx and Freud, we no lcnger
need siress the fact that the concent need includes far wore than Just
hunger. If we want to tallk about the revolution to ordinary people, we
will have to drop all lifeless abstractions and telk about the concrete
possibllity of another end better socicty. Ye will have to start real-
ising thot it is our fault thet Y"the masses’™ have reiected us so long.
Huch of the shit we heve written has had little to do with their lives,
with their needs. The emotional tone of wmuch of radical literature has
been rather to reject people’s concrate human nceds, and to demand they
replace theuw with abstrsctions or a revolutionary =orality.

Some of the best recent examplcs of this can be found in pacifist
literature. In our society, almost every single basic human need is
systematically frustrated end stunted from infancy to dcath. This mes-~
ns that any norwal humsn product of our society is filled to bursting
with egrression and hate. (Yhen we turn this against ocur rulers and
their society, instead of against each other, we becomc revolutionar-
ies.) Under the inhuman conditions of our society, this sggression and
hate represents @ real human nced. The abstract and absolutc "Thou
shalt not kill" of some pacifist writing denies this need. This denial
represents a lack of basic rcesnect for the necds of real people. But
when pacifists criticize or attasck peonle for hating or violence, they
are not only ignorian¢ nced; they are doing soncthing worsec. They sre
condenning this society by criticizing its victims. It docsn't aatter
at what level of consciousncss neople perceive this. The fact is: it
gets through. Pacifist arguments, however convincing thev may boe to




their authors, have not changed the world. The question ie: why?
And that line about 'good and bad acts™ has worn a bit thin.

To answer this guestion, pacifists will have to admit wmore of
their own needs and wmotives to themselves. Fersonally, usny pacifists
are in fact what they are out of "neurotic’ motives. As I said, you
grow up in this society shit on from zet u» to go to bed. This holds
for all of us. In addition, many of us get an extra goody. They get
batted into. their heads the idea thet the agrression they developn
under these conditions is immoral. "Johnny, you shouldn't hate Tommy;
he's your 1little brooother." Ha! Can you think of any better reason to
nate him? The world of these children is not enviable (though smaller
doses of it were probably there in the lives of most of us). Lvery
agrressive impulse they show evokes horror and hurt in their ever-
"loving" parents. 'No sane, normal, decent person could ever think
of hurting a close friend or relative.' O, Mamal Can't you deposit
you ass on the city dump? Grow up long enough under these conditions,
and you begin to accept these velues. Then you develop an internal
cop who punishes you for and melkes you afraid of your own impulses
of aggression and hate. Put up with this for a while, and you stop
becoming consciocus of these lapulses in vourrelf. The re<oression is -
coaplete. (The path outlined is not the only way to get this problen,
but it's as good a one as auy.) As individuals, such peovle are often

ery gentle and loving veople, but they chase others out of the peace
movement, because they comiwnicate thelr anti-vital ettitudes in wany
subtle waye. Others see in them a threat to thelr own individual

‘needs. After all, we don't all have the same problemns.

TMPORTAAT. This and sinilar “psychological’™ arguments are usua-
11y misused by establishment ideologists as an arpument agailnst the
pacifists' case itself. This 1s prostitution. The arguments of the
pacifists must stend or fall on their owvm merits as argumcents, not on
the basis of the mental health or discase of thelr proponents. The
psychology of the pacifists bears no relation to the wvalidity of
their arguments, but it is relevant to the pacifists' motives, and
these in turn heve to do with the reasons for thelr isolation. Their
psychology is relevant to this, and to nothin~ else. But that is exa-
ctly what we are telking about here.

Similar thines could he said about socialist literature. Directly
or indirectly, most serious modern socialist thought is the intellect-
uel grandson of Karl «arx. iarx, like Freud after him, knew that the
motive force in human history was man's neecs, and not the ahstractions
he invents to explein his bcheviour. The socialist writers themselves
tended to lose track of this. The picture of this society they presen-
ted degenerated to abstractinns like cxploitation, surplus value, mass
poverty; etc., end thelr presentations buried concrete, suffering, emo-
tionally crippled, alienated, intellectually stunted, mentally tortured
individual human beings (who after all are what constitute this society)
under this pile of abstroctions. Tor our purposes here we can ignore The
CP apologists, becausc their benality has lonam been errosed. But even
the libertarisn socialists have not addressed thomselves to concrete hu-
man needs. The 'puritan’™ tone of much socialist literature, the unrealis
tie ideslization of a mythical 'working class™, a clean musculer bare-
armed smiling statue stending on a pedestal 1n the clouds -~ these may
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have been fine ideals, for the person who held themn already. But the
average '"peasant’ does not long for the world of noble austerity which
vas the (emotional) proanise of cocialist literature. In our society
today, real human beings, as onposed to V'socialist! statues, are full
of hate and aggression, not »obility, are physicelly a2nd mentally gne-
rled and stunted, prefering fucking to rfozart, besisteak to ocatueal
(though they may be willing to put upn with dry bread instead of both
rather then admit the full exnlosive force of their own desires), and
comic books to “literature’. On those occasions where socislist 1it-
erature did te%e coznizance of all this, however, it becane even worse.
It developed a disgusting tone of condescension, as 1if the working
class were a pack of children. Let's face it. The workins class 18 a
pack of barbarisus. But only in the seme sense that the "intellect-
uals® in our society are a wack of barbarians. Lecsuse this society
we're living in reduces 2ll of us, intellectuals or boobs, to a frac-
tion of our humenity.

This is what the socialist intellectusls forgot. They rrosped
the fact that this society is fundamentally rotten. But thev would not
accent the consequences of this for themselves. Having no undsrstand-~
ing of their own (alienated) needs, they of course hed none for the
needs of others. This helps exnlain another seemningly contradictory
phenomenon on the left, the vacillating attitude to the'working class™.
At one phase, the workins class was a et of idealized statuettes, no-
ble end true, suffering under the indignities of cenitaliswm, but pure
of heart, needing but to throw off their canitelist masters to becowe
Superman. At the other nhase, workers were brutes incavable of attain-
iag a true socialist consciousness excent 1f fed by their generous midd -
le-class intellectuals. These two scts of stereotypes are only appar-
ently controdictory. Both develop quite naturally out of the alienated
position of the intellectual. .

One of the salient offects of the division of labor in our soci-
ety is the crestion of antagonistic compertments out of pairs that in
a more human society would be comblinentary and interrated: head work
vs. manval labor, theory vs. nractice, reason vs. feeling, spountaneity
vs. reflectiveness, introversion vs. extroversion, etc. The intellect-
val in our society is quite tvpically victimized by this structural
principle. @upiricelly, intellectuals are often veonle with a quite
inhibited emotional 1life. They are very often individuels who devel-
oned their Vintellectual™ bent as a comnensation for inabilities in
other more funcdamental arees. This correlation has bezn observed so
often that apologists for the status quo tend to believe that there is
a natural, eternel and irreconcilable enmity between reason, or intel
lect and the vitality principle of human beings. This 1s pure ddeolog-
icel nonsense, of course, accepting peonle’s victimization at the ha-
nde of an inhuman soclety a2s a law of nature. But es an eapirical sta-
tement, it rightly descrihes the state of 2ffairs in the lous=sy society
we are forced to grow up in. Upbringing and schooling in our soclety
tends to isolate the intellectusl not only from the rest of society,
the non-intellectusls, but also from the "mon-intellectual™ part of
himself, his own feclings and his basic needs ac a2 human being. Norm-
ally, our society allows you to develop the onc only at the cost of
sacrificing the other. "If the kids really enioy school, they nustn 't
be learning too nuch.”
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The radical or revolutionary intellectusl is no exception to this.
Isolated from an understanding of his own needs, of the motive forces
in hiwmself, how can he have any real grasp of these forces in others?
On the Ouher hand, revolutionary intsllectuals rightly sensed that they
themselves would never attain freedom except in a wmass movement. Be-
sides, they had glimnsed, even if onlv dialy and in an alienated way,
the real pos-ibility of 2 future enancipation. After this, they badly
needed idezls to carry them through the sordid world of reality in
which they were actually living. The working class served this purpose.
This was not even so stupid as it mey seem at first sight, for onrress-
ed masses, in their great moments in history, have in fact shown ell
the great noble and glorious characterigtics of thelr 1dealized renres-
entations. Horeover, our potential salvetion will in fact come either
from '"the masses', or never. There are no rcel islands of freedom in an
unfree world, nor will intellectual elites ever free the world, and these
revolutionaries, at one level of thelr tortured wnsyche, knew this.

The ideal picture of the noble working class was fine for bedroom
contemplation, but.revolutionary intellectuals couldn't completely av-
0id contact with ordinary people in everydey life. And there they met
not their porcelsin statuettes, but dirty, stinking, fearful, stunid,
short-sighted, hate~-ridden, narrow-minded hrute human heiwgs -- human
beings who, potentially noble perhaps, hrd in reel life all the charac-
teristics which have been the trade-mark of the oppressed since the beg-
inning of oppression. They met in thcse "nasses™ the same brutalization
and dehumanization they were suffering in tremselves, but they would
not recognize themselves in it. They sav in then the victiunization
an inhuman rociety inflicts on =11 =slike, but could not recognize it as
such, for to do so would have mesnt to adwit the extent of their own
degradation. And this was too much too s“ of them. Uncderstandably, but
unfortunatcly none the less. Unable to foce themselves in the horror
mirror the working claeses held up to them, they hed no recourse but to
concoct theories in which thev attributed to theuselves a ‘higher con-~
sciousness' - an alienated consciourness which the working clas: pate-
ntly could never acheive except from without. This of course made their
isolation complete, and them irrelevant. (A veriation on this theune 1is
seen among those who refuced to adnit their own barberization, but at
the same time resisted the temntation to constitute theaselves as an
elite. Thevy did this by denying the enpirical fact of the brutaliration
of the worwing ciass. For these peo*le, almost anything ordinary people

do is elmost automatically «ll righ and intellectuals hove no right
to criticize. This position is of cour es absurd as any other uncritical

position.)

In their splendid isolation, these revolutionaries develoned ana-
lyses of our soclety which were quite correct and even profound, =8
far as they went. But they remained noiled up high as abstra "zege
izations ~ith no relationshinp to the day=~in, dey-out nrcoccunat ns
ordinary meonle. There reunained on unbridged gap between the Jundome
needs and misery of concrete neorle in an inhumnan scociety and the ab
ract generalizations offered by the radicals. A“nost no*herﬁ in radicel
literature is there any real attention to the unconscious or only semlw
congcious motivations or chains of wotives and associations which their




writings might unlock ina normal reuder. How could there be? These
writers hed no clue toc these thinge in themcelves, if thev didn't out-
and=-out deny their existence. "Don't tolk aboutit and it'll go away."
How, then, could thev poesibly attend t  these things in others?

How, then, could their writing have heen other than what it was?
A set of falrly accurste and to soae extent even profound generaliz-
ations divorced frouw real 1ife. fven some who took on concepts like
need, wotive, desire, remeilned . .tlher theatrical or abstract. It is
not need or desires in the abstract to which ve must attend, but to the
steciiiec needs, WOEL”“", or fesrs, unconscious or not, that =ay be
owalkencd in readers b rat we write. There is more attention to (ali-
enated) motives in a sing Te well plannesd and conducted advertizing
ceapeign than there is ;n most of the radical literature in »nrint.

3

I am nect of course suggesting that revolutinnsries should copy
the advertisers, whose job is to destroy not to form conscilousness.
But I am suggesti that we at lLeast recognize a few basic principles
that even the ide ogist crnest Dichter with his banal bourgeois ‘'com
mon sense' recognizes i

1 17 in o distorted wsy). People esre not nov-
cd by abstra cLl;n- ﬂnd generalizations. They are moved by thelr immedia-
te c0n111ct and wmiseries, even if the nature of their motives is un-
conscious to them. (This stotement applies to intellectuals as much as
it does to 'ordinerv people'.) Genereslizations, or theoretical state-
ments, are 3 real wotive force in us only to the extent that we grasm
thelr essential rela LLonSh our concrete and i mediate needs and
motives. This is not beacau are blunt, but because we are human
znimals. But in the Ted process our schools inflict on us, we
are trained not to try to connections between individual wmisery
and the soclety at laerre. the socialist intellectuals have any useful
function at 2ll, it . to work egeinst this trend, to heln peonle learn
the kind of integrrting thinkine our schools try to beat ocut of their
heads. But these genersalizations will renain lifeless end irrelevant if
not clesrly related to the necds and frustrasticns of living peonle,
People have been so well conditioned in school and beyond to regard
critical generslizations egbout our s0C¢ lety as the enemy of thelr desires
(Think of them "eritical generalisations® vou got im church frowm mor-
allstic preachers, from those qht1~Vl‘ a2l schoolteachers, or fromn mor-
alistic ecditorials in the conmervative »ress.) that they quite natural
1y and rroperly vcjost those soclelist theoreticisrns who speak to theﬂ
on the plane of ahstract general morality.

We didn't ask for the world we live in, but it i~ characterized bv
.a div151on of labor in which intellectualc by sndécializéd training (not
by birth or ‘native talent') heve particularly coltiveted abilities to
draw generaslizations frou everydey experience. (Iun this article I do
not distinguish between intellectuals by profession and intellectuals
by Yhobby’.) This does not mean that they alays do it better than ot-
hers, nor that they are always to be trusted when they do, for it is not
only how well vou do the job that counts, but also in whose interest.
It simply means that they have a certain amount of particular ”*ralnlnv
Zor the job¥. It is siunly & fact in our society of division of labo
L some peonle 2re trained to gee social connections better than ot~
hers. Those who are rsvolutions rlos will do all they can to end this
te of affairs as fast as possible.
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If revolutinnar:
fore, they cennol set

un 28 An i ste
znort. The wnrecticel CPlL?f?oﬂ for the valv es must he
17t are thev accente’ b oprdi !

cady sald aboutlt the barvbharizaticn of

0 lgy sesm 2

v f statenent. Sure is. > 1s rough 1y anc 17
vou don't make it, tough tittv Intellecty S =z ing to have
to acdornt o new rule: if I didn't convince at was oy argu
ments and ny presentotion, what notLV feelings, neefs, fears, etc.
of ny readers did 1 overlook? And stop trying to dodge r:sronsibility
by appealing to the sturidity mess of others. You canno® change
others by fialt; you can it bv work and self-ciramination.
Pegin with the knowledpge o danage this society has inflicted on
you 1g onlvy svnecifically but not genericelly different ifrom what 1t

1

T
haes dnflicted on svervone clsc. Adwmi* your own brutalization, your own
spiritusl and intellacival %ﬂverty. And above =211, learn To hate nass=-
ionately thic soclety snd those who cein frowm it, and not its victinms
(excent those in the cow cat@*ory, of cource - let‘s not be qeelr and

humble Jesus CHwistw).
Do all this, start writing shout and vou wlght ake 1t.
Jian Evrard.
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1766 proved to he a bhunmer yeasr for one old Awmerican custon -
the mess murder.

In April, a youn
atabbed »~nd straigm@d
ent at the University of Texas 1qu€ﬁ h
ing leaid in a ; of food, water, amnunition amwd high-powered rifles.
He was an expert marisian, trained in the ssrines. He shot twelve peonle
dead, 1iilled an unborn baby and wounded Lnl ~ty-one, before belng killed
himself by police. In Novewber old lacd shot five womnen
and g little girl, siter nakinng le on the floor of a
heirdressers’ nhon in New York, Hz had Lven an gun 28 a presont.

America was shocked by all this. rrible to think that
Americans werc being killed as thevw 'hcir normal lives.

Clesrly it was not the kllllna, ch 1wral unsect.

1g man, who bro“ﬁ

nurses’ home in Chicargo,
eclght of the b et

out reclis later, a stud-
f in =& Q]?w tower there, hav-

1

been

Thousands of Vict-rnanese, somc arncd f thew defence
7 3

loge old men, women and children srco killced fl%?y “ot weelr, by

Americans, or at thelir instication. ¥ thm is cdonge in

the wnost hrutal possible “ays, often hv ne
shrays of chemicals and torture. fSeveral T
Viet-nan, But all this in acc ?D,nbjp.

But, when forelgn spokoesnen cleln that the mess-aurders o
of the degeneracy of Ancrican qoc1ﬁty The Americons and their
mouth -pieces remly thet, since the wmrders were mad, their acti
not reflect on the Ancrican “'a- of Life.

But do they?

paln and shrapne l boabs, acrial
housand Aﬂ“_“CQ ng nave died in

ro cvwéonc
foreign
ans GO
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In every Society, there are fairly definitive ways in which things .
necessary for the continuance of the Society are acheived and social rel-
ationships maintained. From these, develops a set of traditions, beliefs,
ideas and expectations, upon the acceptsnce of which, the lives of unost
people in the Soclety are based. These form the Culture-pattern of the
Society. .

The fAmericen Culture-pattern is saturated with selfishness, one-up-
mnenship, disregard for others' welfare, and sheer criminality. U.5. Soc-
iety could be described as the most intense of rat-races, which all mod-
ern societies tend to be ...... but this is doubtless grossly unfair to
rats.

Violence and glorification of all things lLmerican are two prominent
features of the lLmerican Culture-pattern. There is, as alweys in these
metters, @ definite inter-relation between the two.

From the time that he/she can understand anything, the U.S. child
is teught to revere lLmericanisw. This fierce, irrational patriotism takes
many forms, from singing to the Lmerican fleg every morning in =chool,
to the oft-reveated claim that the U3l has the biggest of everything,
(e.g. crime-rate?). .

Lt the same timne, violence is all around, as part of the great Lmer-
ican tradition. They see it in resl life, in comice, filme, on television
and in various forms of military propagends, which are rife. History,
as taught in schools, is full of glorification of U.S. military exploits.
The "Conquest of the West', was acheived by a series of broken treaties,
and by the deliberate massacre of the bison by the settlers. This de-
prived the Plains Indians of their main source of food end clothes.

Mass starvation followed. Thus was born '"The Land of the Free'.

To~day, the good worlk is kept up in Viet-nam, all the barbarities

of which, the U.S. child is taught to apolaud.

INDIVIDUAL VIOLENCE IN THE

T TN T - s

CULTURE -FATTEIN

True, the good Lmerican parent, teacher or priest will deplore ind-
ividual violence, and support mainly the State type (War and police action).
But a certsin amount of individual violence in defence of property is
often encouraged.

_ More important than that, there is not a clear distinction between
the two. They worked hand-in-hand to conquer the Indians. Also, [Lner-
icans greatly admire, and strive for success or '"getting to the top'.

In business and politice success is frequcntly accowmpaniad by violencs,
of the State or of the individual (gangsterism) variety.

It is only by using the "Mental Mechanisw® of Dissociation, that
onc can draw the required distinctions. The mechanisms allow people to
live at the greatest possible ease with the illogicalities and contra-
dictions of their conscious and sub-conscious beliefs. But too great
use of any of then can fairly be termed “nsanity'.



It is also to be remembered that the U.S. legal system is extremely
corrupt, which fact makes the verbal disavowals of individual violence
even more hard to believe.

AN »1“‘\ Ty T . ¢ T P Y A T "‘ i
NSANITY AND THz CULTURE-PAT TERN

In no other ﬂdeveloged” nation are crimes of this ferocity regu-
larly comuitted. In the USL they are merely an extension of the fnormal®
high crise~rate, which is a prominent feature of the American "ay of
Life. Yet the U.5. svokeswen maintain that the mass-murders do not reflect
on fAmerican Soxiety, because the murderers were mad.

There would seem to be 2 great many homicidal waniacs in the USA.
Is this because there is anunusually hizh number of madmen? This in
itself would decisively condemn the fmerican ¥ay of Life.

But it is likely that there is an unusually high proportion of |
homicidal weniacs among U.S. madmen. This cen only be explained by
the prominent place violence occupies in the Culture-pattern.

Usually, lunatics carry with thew into insanity, some parts of
what they leernt in normality. Sometimes it is only the ability to co-
ordinate the actions of the hands and body, with the 1n10rﬂat10n trans-
mitted by the eyes, or lanzuage, both of which were learnt in normalitv.

Often it is much more: ideas and ways of thinking about

things are, to varying extents, retained. It is, then, to he

expected, that, from a Culture-pattern so loaded with violence,

a Talr nunber of those who find it impossible to carry on nor-

mally, will incorporate into their madness this violence. One

might say that they were partially sane, bcause the violence

is directed, not at the Viet-Cong, or defenceless Viet-namese

villagers, but at those in their imwmnediate environment.

This is the sain difference between the God~fearing Lmer-

ican citizen and the Mass-murderer. -

Other Culture-natterns have nroduced other types of insanity from
their own dominant factors. &.g. at the time of the Reformation and
Counter-Reformation, when the dominant factor in the Culture-pattern of
many Christian Yations was religious bigotry, an unusually high incid-
ence was to be found of Satanism, religious menis of the sadistic and
masochistic types, ".itchcraft® and Dlack lagic and other mental dis-
-orders of a religious or other-worldly nature.

The Lmerican ruling class encourages the present Culture-pattern,
because it tends to preserve their power. They may sgueal at its "'beck-
lesh', but they will do nothing sigsnificent to alter it, because to do
so would make increasing numnbers of people challenge their right both
to maintain the police regulation of "their own' people, and to make
war on others.

The efforts of psychiastrists 2nd social workers, and even of indiv-
idual, well-intentioned policemen, are of verv little avail against
such imumense social forces. The growing awareness of sections of Awericans
of the true neture of "their” ecovernment, and their struggle to replace
it, ofier the only permanent hopre for twe potential victims of the
homicidal maniac, and those of the "Defence Departaent',

NORMAN M. MILLER
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in the middle of tha last century,
verds,

era and since the turn of the ces:
there are only two left, Lewis's
Fittie, the traditional centre for

where I am a first ye
but decided to learm a trade
boiler suits began.
and

and

employs about 750 craftsmen,

types of ships are built in the yard,
ers to trawlprQ for the local fleet,

R

the eyporb narket,

first became important in

Aberdeen's industrial life
when the city could boast six major

The heyday of the industry vesced with the closing of the clipper
rtury yard

after vard has closed and now
and Ilall Russellfs. If you go down to
the trade, you come to Hsll Russell's

ar apnrentice. I used to work in a tailor's shop,

30 my sad decline from twsed suits to

The yard is the bigzest of the two which are left,

ﬂh“rentlc,u, labourers and clerks. All
ranging from sugar-boats and tank-
and »uch of what we build is for

Hall LUSSellcS has a renutation in the city for industrial strife.

tut
not all conscious in a socialist
even when they gquite r1~htlv try
bearable by nipping invo the bog
a auick cun of tea (we only have
do all these things they hszve no
ing cepitalism,
41 lons on them
thelr tactics play

heir support.
other, and real contact should
the VPPd. Some nrogress has been
apprentices intco a committee.
fed up with doing labourers’

a trade,

used by the bosses a:

literature - "Direct Action’ and
vyard but the workers

control. But ay under;taad

in the yard and

than the bosses. This is

zntly built and launched.

In the first case we'd conpleted a

ourselves =
nade
have to be wmade up somehere;
ies, but out of our bonuses. One
30/~ or so. The second ceose was

launched because of a strike. So
211s,
leunched on time.
show that the

Zven then thev
wor'zziyz counldn't

I found that although the workers were auite militent,

rizght into the bosses'
ance they often act without consulting the other workers
t

Their
jobs when they're supposed to be learning
and that the length of the aprrenticeship iz far too long

3 a2 cheap way of getting labour. bone left- Van

practically sashking labourers how to do it,

nalze a
¢f running the yard thomselvee *hon +h: “ocecp

they are
sense. "hen thev strike or wallk out,
and make their conditions of work

for a sno%e, or leaving the vard for
one official tea break); even when they
real understanding that thev are fight-

fighting a system which imposes certain wages and con-
from above and over

which they

hands.

have no control. Also,
If a shovn hes a griev-
or asking for

This sort of thing only sets the workers against esch
be establis

hed between 211 sections of
few of us in organizing the
main grievances afe that they are

1 de by a

and

"Soliderity"mostly -~ is sold in the

have no real confidence in the princinle of workers'
ing has been
it is obvious to me thst the workers could rua it better
shovm by the case of two ghips which were rec-

sharpened by my short exverience

ship on schedule and had e~rned

bonus. But then up comes the management and says they've
a mistake and underpriced the ship by £600,

50 that this aoney'll

naturally not out of the profits or sslar-

and fourpence I got instead of my usual

that this other ship wes unable to bhe

here were the bosses, dressed in over-
50 the thins covld be
nade a balls up of it. These events

more inefficient end useless job

sctually do.
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CONDITIONS
Conditions in the place could be worse, but thev still aren't all

that could be desired., The machines are mostly sencient, some being 50 or
more years old, and they keep hreaking down, causing great delays. It
hever occurs to the management that they probably lose more money in the
1.ng run by having to repalr them than they would if they invested in new
ones. The shops are fine in summer, fresh air and sun sweep in from the
nearby beach, but freezing in winter, especially since a new 'heating' sy- ¢
stem which doesn't work was installed. We have nowhere to put our clothes
and have to hang them up on hooks beside us, and they (and sometimes us)
get shitten on by the flocks of doos which are all over the place. And of
course the lavatories arc filthy. All this may sound normal to workers,
but just ask yourself if the bosses would put up with these conditions for
e minute. No? Well why the Hell should we ? Overtime is often available to
nake up the sverage rates of about £22 for welders, £15 for other trades-
men, £25 for draughtsmen, £10 for labhourcrs, &£%-15 for lst year apprenti-
ces (2ll these being for a basic LO-hour weck).

At the time of writing this article 65 platers in the yard have just
returned to work after a successful strike. The dispute was over the sack-
ing of & worker who refused to do a job under an interchengesbility agrce-
ment. He demanded that .either he should be returned to his own job or
he should get his usual rate, although it was higher than that for the
Job in question. The managenent refused to accede to his demsnd and sacked
him. Sixty-five vlaters came out on strike in protest at the management's
attitude and have been successful in getting their workmate reinstated.

Medical attention in the yard is of a very poor standard. I myself
cut my hands working at & lathe. The nurse refused to bandage my hand com-
pletely, although it wes still bleeding, because I had still work to fin-
ish. At the hospital I went to at night I was told that it should heve be-
en stitched immediately. As 2 result of the injury I was off work for a
fortnight. On one occasion the lights were switched off at 5-00 pm and a
worker coming off the boat fell down s man~hole. No ambulance or taxi was
called since it was after stopping time. The worker had to make his own
way home. On another occasion a worker fell off a scaffolding -~ no ambul-~
ance was caled, but 2 taxi to which he wes made to walk - he died getting
into ittt

These are the things the workers are concerned with. They are not in-
terested in the frct thst the Anericsans are murdering workers and pessants
in Vietnam, or in the H-bomb. They sre e little more interested in the
Wage Frecze, and meny have the feeling that the Labour Government hos be-
trayed them, but don't think that there is anything that can be done about
it. It's our job to prod them into action, to make them aware of what is
actually happening and to help them forge contacts firstly within the vard

- gy %

(’
and secondly with other faectories and workshoms wherc we have support. #
This will all be useful prevaration for the struggle a2head, the struggle g

firstly in Jdcfence of our hard-won conditions, but ultimately for a better,
more humane society, controlled by the workers.

, ) First-yesr Apprentice.
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