2
S

101 Rev

Issue

Jan/Feb 1995 Vol 11




Socialist Action B Contents

Contents

Page 4 The left and Clause IV

With the Conservative government in crisis, the Labour right has chosen to turn the media spotlight on the internal
life of the Labour Party rather than on improving the lives of those whose votes it needs to win.

Page 6 Blair and Blunkett’s assault on education

The recommendations in the report of the Commission for Social Justice combined with recent statements threaten
Labour’s historic commitment to the comprehensive system and higher education.

Page 7 Don't let the US make Yugoslavia Europe’s Afghanistan

The US proposal to lift the arms embargo on Bosnia would create an Afghanistan-style proxy war in the Balkans.

Page 8 The rise and fall of the ARA: lessons for the future

The experience of the ARA holds vital lessons for the future of the anti-racist movement.

Page 13 The left and the anti-racist struggle

Racism is the ideology which justifies the oppression of the non-white majority of humanity. The most advanced
international currents in Marxism in the 20th century and the most radical leader of the Black struggle in the United
States reached startlingly similar conclusions.

Page 15 Russia’s race for survival

The discontent of the Russian working class is finding a national political focus, as shown by the fact that the
Communist Party has become the leading political party in Russia.

Page 18 Reviews
The Serge-Trotsky Papers, Red Hot and Cool, Matagari

Page 20 In Depth — Women, the family and the attack on the
welfare state

Current attacks on the welfare state have tremendous implications for women and mean it is essential to grasp the
social relations which determine women’s position in society, theorised by Engels in The Origin of the Family,
Private Property and the State.

Supplement Which class will organise an international economy?

The debate between Trotsky, Bukharin and Stalin on socialism in one country in Russia in the 1920s was the most
important theoretical debate in the international labour movement since Marx. It is more relevant than ever today.

Published by Quality Futures Lid, PO Box 50, London N1 2XP




Socialist Action B Editorial

The Tory

The Conservative Party is facing its worst crisis since
Suez. The government is further behind in the opinion
polls than any other in post-war history. Major is the most
unpopular Prime Minister since polling began. In the
Dudley by-election there was the biggest swing to Labour
from the Tories in 60 years. With the whip withdrawn
from nine MPs the government has lost its parliamentary
majority.

The immediate cause of this crisis is the economy.
The structural position of the British economy is
disastrous. By the end of the recession domestic
investment had collapsed to its lowest post-war levels. In
the third quarter of this year investment continued to fall.
That is why no benefits of economic growth are feeding
through to living standards — and why the recovery will
be shortlived.

The Tory Party’s economic strategy was smashed
when Britain was forced out of the Exchange Rate
Mechanism of the European Monetary System in
September 1992. ERM membership had triggered the
longest recession since the 1930s because the UK
economy could not compete at fixed exchange rates.
British capital can neither compete within the European
Union, nor survive outside of it.

From capital's perspective, this impasse requires a
radical re-organisation of the British economy and
society, including the dismantling of the welfare state, to
generate the levels of investment necessary to compete
in Europe. But the Tory Party is not an instrument which
can accomplish this. It is itself the product of the mode of
capital accumulation, the world role of British imperialism,
which has long exhausted itself. That is why the
dimensions of the present crisis of the Conservatives
must be seen in their full historical context.

The Tory Party established its dominance, from the
split in the Liberal Party over Irish Home Rule in 1886, on
the basis of the independent world role of British
imperialism. Tory electoral support was based on rising
income from British overseas assets. It has been in
historical decline since its peak vote in 1931.

Thatcher did not reverse this decline, she merely
succeeded in using North Sea oil revenues to temporarily
slow it down. After 1979 each general election was won
with a successively lower share of the vote — 43.9 per
cent in 1979, 42.4 per cent in 1983, 42.3 per cent in 1987
and 41.9 per cent in 1992.

This historic decline is now coming to a head and
producing both the slump at the polls and the cleavage
over Europe within the Conservative Party. It is likely to

Collapse

bring Labour to power at the next general election.

Blair's alternative is to revert to the economic strategy
which ended in the ERM debacle. For this reason he is
able to win the support of some sections of capital, which
seek a party in government which can carry through the
social meaning of British integration into Europe.

Blair has rejected proposals to fund increased
investment at the expense of capital — for example, by
controlling dividends, cutting military spending or
significantly raising the top rates of taxation. This will
leave him with no alternative but to attack the welfare
state.

This is the sense of the proposals of the Commission
on Social Justice, of Blair's reactionary statements on
single parents and the shift in policy on education. Rather
than formulating an economic alternative to the Tories,
the Labour right is concentrating its fire on Clause IV and
the Labour left.

That whole orientation will put a Blair government on a
collision course with the trade unions whose members
depend upon the welfare state. That is why the
leadership is determined to destroy trade union influence
in the Labour Party. The most serious threat in that
regard is Labour’s commitment to a referendum on PR —
which would make a Labour parliamentary majority
virtually impossible and detach the parliamentary party
from the influence of party conference.

An agenda is being mapped out for Labour in
government of a type which has led the French and
Italian Socialist Parties to electoral annihilation. It would
not only face wide scale opposition to its economic
policies, but would unleash a new and more serious cycle
of racism.

For these reasons, the strengthening of the left in the
Labour Party and trade unions has been crucial.
Beginning with its opposition to the Maastricht Treaty, the
left has begun to gain ground not merely on individual
campaigns, but on the core issues of economic policy. It
has forced the twin themes of full employment and
defence of the welfare state to the top of the agenda, and
therefore the issue of what economic policy is needed to
pay for them. This revival of the left was reflected in the
NEC elections at Labour Party conference and in the
breadth of the alliances coming together on the key
issues of economic policy.

The Tory Party is likely to lose the next general
election. But capital’s project to re-shape British society
and politics confronts the working class with its most
serious political challenge in the 20th century.
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ony Blair's intention to re-

move Clause IV from the
Labour Party constitution
shows that he considers it
more important to be seen to
defeat the left in the Labour
Party than to defeat the Tory
government. He has deliber-
ately chosen to focus the me-
dia spotlight on the intemal life
of the party rather than on
what Labour will do to improve
life for those whose votes it
needs to win.

The complete crisis of the
Tory government makes an
election of a Labour govern-
ment extremely likely. Blair's
concern now is to avoid com-
mitting Labour to any eco-
nomic policies which will al-
ienate capital.

Blair picked the moment to
fight on Clause IV carefully.
Not because there is a major-
ity in the party that wishes to
get rid of Clause IV, still less
any demand for this from the
electorate, but because as a
newly-elected leader only two
years away from a general
election, the time is right to
ensure a loyalty vote.

Blair is using his position
as leader to force through po-
sitions which would not oth-
erwise command a majority.
The decision to hold a special
conference on Clause IV on
Saturday 29 April, a few days
before the local government
elections and before trade
union conferences, shows
that the last thing the leader-
ship wants is a debate on the
issues. In a Tribune survey of
fifty constituency Labour Par-
ties only two supported scrap-
ping the clause.

Clause IV simply ex-
presses the aspirations to a
socialist society. Capital
wants to see it go to the de-
gree that it represents a con-
stant — if distant — danger
that Labour might move down
a more radical road.

The inclusion of the com-
mitment to equal distribution
of wealth through common
ownership of the means of
production, distribution and

exchange was adopted in
1918 — in the international af-
termath of the Russian revo-
lution. Even the British La-
bour Party, then the most po-
litically backward of the Eu-
ropean social democratic par-
ties felt obliged to include a
certain socialist idea in its
constitution. It was necessary
to block off the possibility of
Labour being outflanked to its
left.

Clause IV always consti-
tuted a vague, future aim,
which did not determine the
actual policy decisions of the
party. But evidently if the par-
ty’s goal is a socialist society
this means the market is not
the highest criterion by which
its policies should be judged.

This is what Tony Blair and
Peter Mandelson have now
decided to eliminate.

The battle for Clause IV
will be fought over the cen-
tre-ground in the party. That
is what will decide the major-
ity.

t Tribune's What's Left

fringe meeting at La-
bour Party conference, imme-
diately after Blair's announce-
ment on Clause IV, there
were varying responses.
Speakers Meacher, Short,
Hain and Berry all addressed
Clause IV. Dawn Primarolo
and Roger Berry argued that
the debate was a diversion
and waste of time. Meacher
and Short both inclined to
support the proposal to get rid
of Clause IV, while Peter Hain
occupied a middle position,
expressing doubts about the
wisdom of opening the de-
bate, but concluding that, as
it had been decided, every-
one should put in their views.

From this came the Trib-
une proposal for a new
Clause V. The re-draft con-
cedes the fundamental is-
sues. It accepts the frame-
work of capitalism but wants
to regulate the ‘whims of pri-
vate capital’ and the ‘caprice
of greed’. The existing Clause
IV is premised on the fact that
capitalism, by its nature,

The left and Clause 1V

means exploitation and ex-
tremes of inequality, therefore
a socialist system is needed.
The Tribune redraft is prem-
ised on concern that some in-
dividual capitalists and well-
paid company directors are
greedy, whimsical and cap-
ricious — the bad apples
should be weeded out.

ecause it concedes

the essential points,
this proposal has not been
well received within the soft
left. At a packed House of
Commons conference on the
proposed re-draft on 21 No-
vember, hardly a single floor
speaker expressed support.

The views put forward in-
cluded that of Stan Newens
and 31 other MEPs that
Clause |V should be retained
and that if a statement of val-
ues was needed it should be
in addition to the existing
clause. Norman Godman MP
argued that any ‘updated’
Clause IV should retain the
same fundamental content.
Maria Fyfe and Helen Jack-
son said the redraft failed to
identify that capitalism itself is
the problem.

A few endorsed the re-
draft. Peter Hain considered
that Labour had been dam-
aged by its association with
‘statism’ and Angela Eagle
argued for finding the com-
mon ground with the party
leadership.

The soft left emerged as a
distinct current following the
miners’ strike, formed by that
section of the left that backed
Kinnock. The soft left then
supported each step that
Kinnock demanded in moving
the party to the right. By this
means the soft left became
the mechanism through which
the right took control of the
party back, reversing the shift
to the left following the 1979
election defeat.

With the election of John
Smith the right was back in
the driving seat and the soft
left were no longer needed.
This was clarified when a sec-
tion of it tried to assert itself.
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When Hain and others
wrote a pamphlet mildly criti-
cal of Labour’'s economic
policy the axe fell. The right-
wing Solidarity group in par-
liament had already dissolved
itself and joined the Tribune
group. Hain was kicked out as
chair.

his led to some reor-

ganisation of the soft
left. With the Tribune group
falling to the right, Tribune
newspaper took a turn to the
left.

Under Kinnock, Tribune,
particularly when Paul Ander-
son was editor, had become
right-wing, backing the right
against the broad lefts in frade
union elections, supporting
the witch-hunt, advocating
membership of the Exchange
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and
endorsing PR. The touch-
stone of its tactics were to
exclude any common work
with the Campaign Group.
When Gould broke from the
Labour leadership over the
fundamental issue of the im-
pact of the ERM, which cost
1 million jobs in Britain’s first
year of membership, he was
particularly attacked by Trib-
une, sneering at his ‘national
Keynesianism’'.

In fact, the right wing's line
of support for the ERM ended
in disaster while Gould’s ini-
tiative around the Full Em-
ployment Ferum and support
for the Campaign to Defend
the Welfare State helped
change the terms of economic
policy debate in the party.

Tribune, under its new edi-
tor Mark Seddon, has drop-
ped this right wing sectarian-
ism. At the Tribune sponsored
What’s Left conference early
in 1994 invited speakers in-
cluded members of the Cam-
paign Group of MPs, although
Dennis Skinner, Tony Benn,
Diane Abbott and Ken Living-
stone, were not invited.

John Edmonds told the
conference he would be
speaking to meetings of ‘the
right of the left, the centre of
the left and the left on the left’
on occasion.

Tribune supported Dennis
Skinner and Dawn Primarolo
as well as Peter Hain for the
NEC elections. However the
fact that Diane Abbott was

elected to the NEC along with
Dennis Skinner, that Ken
Livingstone was runner up,
that Dawn Primarolo and
Alice Mahon achieved high
votes, showed that the Cam-
paign Group remains the core
of the left. Attempts to go
around that core will fail.

The dilemma for the soft
left is that at one pole, its left,
are those left Keynesians like
Roger Berry, who are keen to
push forward the economic
policy debate and at the other,
its right, are those like Clare
Short and Michael Meacher
who subordinate policy to
agreement with the leader-
ship. This renders the soft left
politically incoherent.

This is also why, over the
last two years, the Socialist
Campaign Group has been
strengthened. Not only have
significant numbers of new
members joined, but it has led
the parliamentary opposition
to the Tories against the con-
ciliation of Blair. It was the
Campaign Group that led the
Labour opposition to Maas-
tricht, the Criminal Justice Bill,
Clarke's September interest
rate rise and on the European
Finance Bill.

he Campaign Group is

defending the existing
Clause IV, while in its major-
ity is prepared to look at any
supplementary statements on
their merits. The idea behind
this is to allow a broad cross
section of the party that wish-
es to retain Clause IV to go
into the debate on a united po-
sition.

However, it now appears
that Blair will allow no com-
promises. The administrative
brutality marked by holding a
rapid conference in April prior
to union discussions is likely
to be mirrored in the voting
procedure, with Blair's amen-
dment to the constitution
alone put to the vote. Del-
egates could only vote for or
against Blair's proposals. This
requires the maximum vote
against the amendment.

Tribune and the New
Statesman should think again
rather than concede the issue
to the right before the discus-
sion has even begun.

Emma Young

sat 4 - sun 5 march
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students’ union, thornhaugh street, london wc2

New Age of
Imperialism

A weekend of debate

and discussion

Organised by Socialist Forum Youth
ponsored by Marxist University of London

Speakers include:

Tony Benn MP
Victoria Brittain

Prof Mary Davies
Ken Livingstone MP
Jonathan Michie
Prof Laurence Harris

Ann Pettifor,
Debt Crisis Network

Kumar Murshid,
Tower Hamlets
Anti-Racist Committee

Bob Crowe, RMT
Paul Corry, Morning Star

Bill Bowring,
Haldane Society

Elizabeth Wilson

Helen Bennett,
Connolly Association

plus speakers from the

Cuba Solidarity
Campaign

South African Communist
Party

Labour Committee

on Ireland

Labour Women's Action
Committee

For details write to:

Topics include:

Media and the New
World Order

Holocaust against Africa

Politics in the new
South Africa

Debt Crisis

European Union —
internationalism or
imperialism?

Euro-capital versus the
welfare state

Achieving peace in
Yugoslavia

Can Cuba survive?
The stakes for Russia
Winning the peace in
Ireland

Black self-organisation
and anti-racism

Women, the family and
the welfare state

Trade union solidarity

Policies for full
employment

Civil liberties — what
justice?
The secret state

Youth, politics and
cultures of resistance

Socialist Forum Youth, c/o 3 Ardleigh Rd, London, N1.
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Blair and Blunkett’'s assault on

he recommendations of

the Commission on So-
cial Justice on education, to-
gether with the U-turn by
David Blunkett on school
league tables, and Blairs'
statemenis on secondary
schooling amount to a funda-
mental assault on education
which, if enacted by a future
Labour government, would
alter the entire basis of edu
cation developed over:l
past half century. Far fro
‘modernising’ education, th

proposals are wholly regres 2

sive.

First is the threat {o the’
comprehensive system, one"

of the most popular Labour
reforms. lts abandonment, as
signalled in recent state-
ments, would have far reach-
ing implications and such
moves have been condem-
ned, even by some on the
right of the Party.

Roy Hattersley, for exam-
ple, stated that ‘The compre-

‘want

higher education this resulted
in a massive influx of working
class children to colleges and
universities. This in turn had
a positive knock on effect in
the creation of a mass student
movement,

In the past 14 years, the
Conservative government has
eroded many of these ad-
ces.
ow, however, the idea of
sidual interest over the
of the whole of soci-
inant in the Labour

on.:Blunkett speaks of it
smma’ for parents, wh
the best for their own
children, which is counter-
posed to aftending the local
comprehensive. The reality is
that the vast majority of chil
dren and their carers have
such ‘choice’. Suxk
ments indicate that th
right have accepted
assertion that comp
education has failed.

econdly, the repdr[ of

the Commission on
Social Justice argues that any
training grants for 16-17 year

our olds be means tested and,

plus system of grammar sch-
ools and secondary moderns
The comprehensive syster
meant that children
vance through local
on a more equal g
previously.
Linked to the expansi

. whﬂa proposing increased

oyers, suggest that they be
allowed to pay 16-17 year-

p’s thinking on edu-:

education

government attacks on stu-
dent living standards. Real
spending per student has
dropped by 24 per centin the
last 5 years. Student travel
grants, maintenance and spe-
cial equipment payments and
-guring co!!ege holi

stamngb‘mpqmmnywmie
their eamings wete as fow as
£57 per week.'

gim i8 10 subsidise

student mainienance

by parl-ﬁmo work, mstu-

‘we will have to transform our
old education system, de-
signed to serve an academic
elite and to fail the rest’ and
yetit lays out a strategy which
will do the exact opposite.
Britain already lags behind
Europe in hagher education:

bader wasproud "
sdge that, as the
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Don’t let the US make Yugoslavia Europe’s Afghanistan

Much confusion exists
about the conflicts in
former Y ugoslavia because of
the atrocities, the extreme na-
tionalist forces involved and
the sheer scale of disinform-
ation by the western media.
But as in any war, which in-
evitably includes injustices
and atrocities to which social-
ists give no support, the fun-
damental issue determining
which side is taken is the
class character of the main
opposing social forces.

The origin of the war in
Bosnia is clear: Germany
pushed the European Com-
munity to sanction the break-
up of Yugoslavia by recognis-
ing independent states of
Slovenia, Croatia and later
Bosnia. This had nothing to do
with national oppression. No-
one claimed national oppres-
sion existed against the
Croats, the Slovenes or the
Bosnian Muslims in Yugosla-
via. Slovenia and Croatia
wanted to get out of Yugosla-
via so that they could stop
subsidising the poorer parts of
the federation. This was made
a lot easier for them by Ser-
bian President Slobodan
Milosevic's chauvinistic cam-
paign against the Albanian
population of Kosovo —-
where extreme national op-
pression exists.

German imperialism’s
goals had nothing to do with
that. It saw the opportunity to
break up the Yugoslav work-
ers’ state which blocked ex-
pansion of its influence into
the Balkans.

The first major foreign
policy initiative of the German
government following unifica-
tion was this intervention to
break-up Yugoslavia. This
corresponded to the historic
trajectory of German imperi-
alism to seek to integrate the
Balkans and eastern Europe
into its sphere of influence. In
order to achieve this both re-
gions had to be broken into
smaller states. Thatis why the
same states which were cre-
ated in the last period of Ger-
man imperialist expansion in
Europe, under Hitler, are be-

ing re-created — Ukraine,
Slovakia, Croatia, and so on.

The two key obstacles to
German imperialism in east-
ern and south eastern Europe
have been, and remain, Rus-
sia and Serbia — with whom
Germany fought the first and
second world wars.

The capitalist unification of
Germany, the break-up of the
Soviet Union and the crisis in
Yugoslavia, put the re-crea-
tion of the German spheres of
influence in eastern Europe
and the Balkans back on the
agenda.

This has created a conver-
gence of foreign policy inter-
ests between Germany and
the United States and conflict
with French and British impe-
rialism which wish to impede
German hegemony in Eu-
rope. This is the most serious
inter-imperialist conflict since
the second world war.

For Washington the

over-riding issue of
foreign policy is Russia—the
only state capable of destroy-
ing the United States. The
policy has been to strengthen
the hand of Yeltsin against the
left within Russia. Untii re-
cently, the US moderated
other goals, such as the east-
ward expansion of NATO, to
safeguard this primary con-
cern.

As Yeltsin's position has
weakened, however, the US
has shifted emphasis to si-
multaneously building up the
external pressures on Russia.
This policy coincides almost
exactly with that of Germany’s
Chancellor Kohl.

Thus the US and Germany
have fought to accelerate the
expansion of NATO up to the
borders of the former Soviet
Union. Both have tried to bol-
ster Ukraine as a potential
counter to Russia. Both have
taken the most hawkish line
within NATO towards the
former Yugoslavia.

i'his is the context of recent
events. The US brokered a
federation between Croatia
and the Bosnian Musiims to
create a military alliance
against the Bo- ..an Serbs.

7

President Milosevic was pres-
sured to cut off aid to the
Bosnian Serbs. On this basis
the Bosnian Musiims were re-
equipped and encouraged to
launch a military offensive.
This collapsed intc the Serb
counter-attack on Bihac.

The problem for the US
and Germany is that without
deploying troops on the
ground it is difficult to defeat
the Bosnian Serbs. But they
fear the political price of high
casualties in a ground war
would be unsustainable. That
is why the option of arming the
Bosnian Muslims for use as a
surrogate fighting force is
gaining ground. The aim
would be to bleed the former
Yugoslavia in an Afghanistan
type conflict.

Much of the left, for exam-
ple Socialist Organiser, So-
cialist Outlook and Interna-
tional Viewpoint, has misun-
derstood the Yugoslav cenflict
as badly as they misunder-
stood the dynamics in eastern
Europe after 1989. They jus-
tify their support for the efforts
of imperialism to destroy or
reduce 1o ruin Yugoslavia by
references to self-determina-
tion. But they forget the most
elementary lessons of history.

he fight against na-

tional oppression in
the Balkans has histerically
taken the form of the peoples
of the region banding together
to repel foreign imperialist
powers. The very term Balk-
anisation was coined to de-
scribe the process of division
which made possible their
domination by foreign powers
for centuries. As Trotsky put
it, commenting on the Balkan
war of 1912/13, the artificial
division of the Balkans was:
‘manufactured by European
diplomacy around the table at
the Congress of Berlin in
1879. There it was that all the
measures were taken to con-
vert the national diversity of
the Balkans into a regular
melee of petly states. None of
them was to develop beyond
a -ertain limit, each sepa-
rately « 'as entangled in diplo-
matic and dynastic bonds and

counter-posed to all the rest,
and, finally, the whole Iot were
condemned to helplessness
in relation to the Great Pow-
ers of Europe’.

he re-Balkanisation

of the former Yugosia-
via will serve German imperi-
alism not the peoples in-
voived.

Furthermore, the left sup-
poriers of this process deny
the national rights of those
who wish to remain part of
Yugoslavia. It was inevitable
once Yugoslavia broke up
that national minorities within
the different republics weuld
also demand the right to self-
determination — because not
only was the federation multi-
national, so was each indi-
vidual republic within it. Thus
if the wish of Croats and
Bosnian Muslims to leave
Yugoslavia was to be re-
spected on the grounds of na-
tional self-determination, so
too should the right of the
Serb minorities in Croatia and
Bosnia to remain in Yugos.a-
via.

This has led Socialist Out-
ook and International View-
pointto take the side of impe-
rialism in the war in Yugosla-
via, demanding with the US
the lifting of the arms embargo
in order to pursue the military
struggle against those who
wish to remain part of Yugo-
slavia. Socialist Organiser
take this to its logical conclu-
sion and support NATO air
strikes.

To justify these positions
reality has to be turned on its
head. Thus Socijalist Outlook
claimed: ‘But in order to re-
stabilise the Balkans for im-
perialism, the west regards
Greater Serbia, and the re-
gime in Belgrade, as the cor-
nerstone of future order and
stability.' (30 January 1993) It
is not surprising that those
with this upside down view of
the world have finished up in
a bloc with Germany and the
US, the two most powerful
imperialist forces on the
planet.

Hilda Thomas
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The rise and fall
of the ARA

lessons for the future

From its launch in November 1991 through to the summer
of 1983 the Anti-Racist Alliance wrote a new page in the
history of the anti-racist movement in this country. For the
first time an equal alliance had been created between the
black communities, the majority of the trade unions and the
Labour Party to fight racism. Bui at the peak of its success
the ARA made a disastrous turn to sectarianism, which led
it to clash with the very tlack families and communities it

was set up to support.

hose who tried to correct this,

including two of the three na-
tional black groups which had
founded the ARA, found them-
selves subjected to what the Carib-
bean Times called ‘latter-day
McCarthyism’. This was directed
not mercly against the left, but also
against black groups and individu-
als. It obstructed the discussion iec-
essary for the alliance to correct its
mistakes and go forward.

Given the trust which the ARA
originally won in black communi-
tics and trade unions, and the fact
that the anti-racist struggie must and
will go on, it is necessary to learn
the lessons of both the rise and the
fall of the ARA.

The ARA was launched to cam-
paign against growing racism and
racist violence in Brizain and to stop
the extreme right from making the
kind of clectoral breakthrough
which had already taken place else-
where in Europe.

Racism had re-emerged as a
mass political force after a decade
in which the European Community
had the highest levels of uncmploy-
ment in the industrialised world.
This was compounded by main-
stream partics exploiting racism (o
divert attention from their own
failed economic policies. After
1989 ‘these trends were given
greater impetus. German unifica-
tion and the re-introduction of capi-
talism into eastern Europe changed
the entire relationship of forces be-
rween the north and the south and

between the classes within Europe.

The social dislocation caused by
economic policies worked out in
New York, Tokyo, Bonn, Paris and
London devastated Africa, the Mid-
dle East, Latin America, the Carib-
bean and parts of Asia. This was
accompanied by the United States’
military intervention in Panama, the
Gulif war, Somalia and Haiti, while
proxy wars continued in southern
Africa. The western media ex-
plained away the resulting famine,
massacres and chaos by claiming
that Africans, for example, could
not run their own countries — giv-
ing another turmn to the racist screw.

At the same time policies were
coordinated on an EC level to keep
the victims, refugees, out. Through-
out Europe mainstream parties
cynically made refugees scapegoats
to win racist votes. Far from stand-
ing up to the new rise of racism,
social democratic parties in France,
Italy, Germany and elsewhere, bent
to it — for example, withholding
the vote from immigrants in France
and voting to restrict asylum rights
in Germany.

Naturally the most consistent
racists, the fascists, were given le-
gitimacy. Racist attacks mush-
roomed not only in Germany but
throughout Europe.

he Anti-Racist Alliance was
launched in this context. It
set out to achieve the maximum
unity of anti-racist forces. It rapidly
won wide support in the black com-
munities, the trade unions and the

‘The goal
was to make
every racist

murder a

national
issue, which

meant
providing the
families of
victims with
support not
otherwise
open to
them’

Labour Party. The alliance between
the black communities and trade
unions, on the basis of support for
black self-organisation, made the
ARA the most advanced anti-racist
organisation in Europe.

Learning from the disastrous
experience in Europe, the ARA ex-
plained that to stop the extreme
right it was necessary to tackle the
racism on which it based itself. In
this framework it pointed out that
only those subjected to racism could
define the terms of the struggle
against it. These were the funda-
mental political differences with the
Anti-Nazi League. The ANL’s ap-
proach was to try to separate the
‘soft racists’” from ‘the Nazis’ —
which implied concessions to so-
called ‘soft’ racism.

The ARA took this whole dis-
cussion into the trade unions. Lit-
erally thousands of trade union ac-
tivists participated in conference
debates on the different principles
of the ARA and ANL. The result
was a victory all along the line for
the view that the anti-racist and
anti-fascist struggles were inextri-
cably linked and the principle of
black self-organisation in the anti-
racist movement. On these issues,
the mass organisations of the labour
movement proved to be more ad-
vanced than most of the far left, the
SWP and Militant in particular.

The ARA decided that its cam-
paigning priority should be racist
attacks — the most brutal manifcs-
tation of rising racism. The first ma-
jor event organised by the ARA was
a national conference on racist at-
tacks in Greenwich.

The goal was to try to make
gvery racist murder a national is-
sue. This meant providing the fami-
lies of the victims with support and
platforms which would not other-
wise be open to them. For exam-
ple, Ken Livingstone used Prime
Minister’s question time in the
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House of Commons to highlight the
murder of school-boy Rolan Adams
and the connection with the BNP
headquarters in Welling, south Lon-
don.

The ARA worked with the par-
ents of Rolan Adams to help make
a success of the demonstration in
February 1992, on the first anniver-
sary of Rolan’s murder. The march
was led by Rolan’s friends, family,
and the local b*ack community, fol-
lowed by the ARA and the rest of
the anti-racist movement.

he ARA worked for 18

months with the family of
Ruhullah Aramesh, the Afghan
refugee beaten to death by a gang
of racists outside his home, on 31
July 1992, Ruhullah’s family asked
the ARA to help organise a demon-
stration in Croydon on the first an-
niversary of his death. The march
was led by Ruhullah’s mother, fam-
ily and friends, followed by the dif-
ferent components of the anti-rac-
ist movement. Significantly, the
TUC sponsored the march and John
Monks was a speaker. Subse-
quently, the murderers were found
guilty and jailed for life.

Through these campaigns the
ARA publicised the plight of such
families, put pressure on the au-
thorities to bring the killers to jus-
tice and hightighted the need for
national action. This required sen-
sitivity to make sure that the
families, who had suffered great
personal trauma, remained in con-
trol of everything done in their
name. It also meant working with
local community groups who had
to be convinced that the presence
of a national campaign would rein-
force, not detract from, their own
efforts locally. Tensions arose be-
cause some could not understand
that the ARA could not simply de-
clare itself the leadership, it had to
earn support by painstaking work
and respect for those in the front line
of the struggle.

Over this first year, the ARA un-
doubtedty made mistakes, but it was
doing a vital job with those most in
need of support and this carned it
growing moral authority, particu-
larly in the black communities. It
was this work, highlighting racist
attacks, which put the issue of leg-
islation outlawing racist attacks on
the national political agenda.

In April 1993, Stephen Law-
rence was murdered, again in south
east London. The ARA worked with
the family to help make the murder
a national issue. With the National
Black Caucus a meeting with Nel-

son Mandela took place. The case
won major publicity, particularly as
the police failed to arrcst the kill-
ers. But after this good start, prob-
lems arose over a number of issues.

The National Black Caucus re-
sponded by presenting a paper (o
the ARA executive in June 1993
which called for strict respect for
the wishes of the families. In the
meantime the Lawrence family had
set up their own campaign which
agreed to hold a demonstration in
central London on 16 October 1993.
The ANL and YRE, who were part
of the family campaign, agreed w
the proposal. At the next meeting,
however, they withdrew their sup-
port and indicated their intention to
go ahead with a demonstration to
the BNP headquarters in Welling on
that date. The family represcntative
described this as ‘stabbing the fam-
ily in the back.’

But the family also said that they
wanted the central London event
put on ‘hold’ until Stephen’s par-
ents, who were in Jamaica, could
be consulted. In line with this no
publicity about the proposed dem-
onstration was put out at that sum-
mer’'s ARAfest.

Argisastrous mistake was then
ade. Leaflets entitled
‘Unite with the families’ were pro-
duced at the end of August to pub-
licise the 16 October march. By us-
ing the names and photographs of
the families of Stephen Lawrence,
Rohit Dugall, Joy Gard-ner and
Ruhullah Aramesh, these leaflets
implicd the support of these fami-
lies for the demonstration. People
supporting the march naturally be-
licved they would be uniting with
these familics. However, the fami-
lics had not been adequately con-
sulted and on the day nonc of them
took part in the demonstration.
Some exccutive members and
staff warned that the leaflcts were
unacceptable. But those vicws were
not acted upon. The¢ parents of
Stephen Lawrence issued an open
letter dated 6th September 1993
condemning the ARA. This stated:
‘We are writing to you formally of
our concern that the Anti-Racist Al-
liance is still continuing to link the
name of Stephen Lawrence and the
campaign around it with the dem-
onstration organised in Central Lon-
don on the 16th October 1993°.
This was reported in The Voice,
Britain’s highest circulation black
newspaper, under the headline *Just
leave us alone, Lawrence family say
race campaigners arc using son’s
death as a political football’. The
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‘Trade
unions,
religious
groups and
the black
press had
worked with
the ARA
believing
they thereby
worked
directly with
the victims
of racist
violence'

article quoted the family as saying:
‘Our family members were abused
and their opinions ignored.” This
letter was reported on television, ra-
dio and in the press. Myrna
Simpson, the mother of Joy
Gardner, wrote asking for the of-
fending leaflets to be withdrawn.
Other families also complained.

From this moment on the black
press stopped supporting the 16 Oc-
tober demonstration — the conflict
with the families had split the ARA
from its core support in the black
communities. Trade unions, reli-
gious groups and the black press
had worked with the ARA in the
belicf that they thereby worked di-
rectly with the victims of racist vio-
lence. Trade unionists who had ar-
gued the families’ wishes must be
paramount found themselves in an
impossible position.

Unfortunately, it was not under-
stood that this clash with the fami-
lies of the victims of racist murders
undermined the alliance’s most pre-
cious asset — its moral authority,
something more important than a
thousand photo-opportunities. In-
stead of drawing the requisite les-
sons from this experience, it was ar-
gued that the ARA had given too
much publicity to families, and that
less priority should be given to work
with families in future. For a cam-
paign whose number one priority
was campaigning against racist at-
tacks this was impossible. In every
such case good, supportive relations
with the family and local commu-
nity are the precondition for an ef-
fective campaign for justice — and
each such campaign brings the is-
sues home to tens of thousands of
people outside the immediate situ-
ation.

Furthermore, even if people
could convince themselves of such
views in small mectings, the out-
side world would have no sympa-
thy with an anti-racist movement
which clashed with families whose
children had been murdered by rac-
18tS.

he crisis with the families

then backed into a second,
and equally disastrous mistake —
arguing that in some sense the anti-
racist struggle and the necessity to
respond to the election of Derek
Beackon, in Millwall in Septcmber
1993 were counterposed. It was said
that the massive reaction to the elec-
tion of Beackon contrasted with the
minimal concern at racist murders.

This was true. But from this,
what should have followed was 10
address the mass rcsponse (o
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Millwall by showing that to defeat
the BNP it is necessary to fight the
racism on which it feeds. To mini-
mise the importance of that strug-
gle was to et down the black com-
munities in east London and cut off
the ARA from the massive number
of people who wanted to protest
over Millwall.

Millwall marked a watershed,
after which not merely thousands,
but tens of thousands, were pre-
pared to take part in national dem-
onstrations against racism and the
extreme right. For the first time fas-
cists were making a limited, but
real, electoral breakthrough, and it
was widely understood that this had
to be nipped in the bud.

Derek Beackon was only the
fourth candidate standing on a fas-
cist platform to be elected in Brit-
ain this century. It happened in
Tower Hamlcts in part because lo-
cal Liberal Democrats had sup-
ported policies which were seen (0
legitimise racism. Beackon’s elec-
tion posed the possibility of a rac-
ist agenda gaining further respect-
ability and support.

In fact Millwall unlcashed a tre-
mendous cycle of anti-racist strug-
gle in Tower Hamlets. The ARA
nationally played little role in this.
But for the black communities of
Tower Hamlcts, facing random at-
tacks from vanloads of racists, the
distinction between the fight against
the BNP and the fight against rac-
ist attacks had no reality. Racist at-

‘The whole
mobilisation
in east
London
culminated
in the 66 per
cent turn ocut
to defeat the
BNP in
Millwall on 5
May’

tacks rose 300 per cent in the six
months following Millwall. As the
ARA constitution states: ‘the fight
against racism and the fight against
fascism are inextricably linked.’

The ARA national executive did
not meet to discuss Millwall in spite
of requests that a special meeting
be called for this purpose. Bill Mor-
ris and the TGWU’s call for a na-
tional solidarity march in east Lon-
don did not receive the unequivo-
cal welcome it deserved from the
ARA.

f the conflict with biack fami-

lies damaged the ARA’s moral
authority, sectarianism to the mass
response to Millwall meant that the
ARA had not placed itself at the
head of the tens of thousands of
people who wanted 1o express ab-
horrence at the election of the BNP,

By this politically wrong re-
sponse to Millwall, the ARA en-
sured that the ANL march to the
BNP HQ on 16 October would be
seen as the way o protest against
Beackon’s election. As a result of
this, and the discredit attached to
the ARA’s conflict with the fami-
lies in the black communities, the
ANL held a demonstration between
five and six times the size of the
ARA event, which was attended by
4,000 people.

The result was an event which
vastly under-stated the scale of the
mainstream anti-racist movement
even though it had been sponsored
and publicised by both the TUC and

the Labour Party.

All of these points were made in
a paper to the ARA executive im-
mediately after 16 October. This
argued: ‘The main political instru-
ment of the fascists today is racism.
Consequently they can only be de-
feated on the basis of an uncompro-
mising anti-racist agenda. That in
turn requires acceptance of the lead-
ing role of the Black, Jewish and
other minority communities in the
anti-racist and anti-fascist struggle.
That is why the struggle to prevent
any breakthrough by the extreme
right in Britain must be led by the
Anti-Racist Alliance. It would be a
major error to consider this a diver-
sion from the fight against racism
and racist attacks. The two go hand
in hand, as the communitics in east
London and Greenwich can testify
— with different emphases neces-
sary at particular points of time.

‘We must build the necessary
flexibility into our work which
means, among other things, improv-
ing the democratic functioning of
the ARA and its ability to act.’

The paper added: ‘We should
have responded to Millwall by
meeling to discuss how to bring to-
gether what would be a massive
national response. Other organisa-
tions like the TGWU, TUC, Labour
Party conference etc did start this
discussion.” and ‘The mistakes in
relations with some of the families
(producing leaflets without the
agreement of the families whose
support they implied) resulted in
bad publicity which undermined the
mobilisation of the black commu-
nity and local ARA groups for 16
October. The Voice did not carry a
single article or comment support-
ing the march after this. The ARA’s
own publicity was delayed, for the
first month as we awaited the deci-
sion of the Lawrence family and
then as successive Unite with the
families leaflets had to be with-
drawn.

“These problems were real and
required political discussion to sort
them out. One of the ARA’s found-
ing black organisations, the Na-
tional Black Caucus, expressed
their concerns in writing, on at least
two occasions... the means must be
put in place to ensure that different
points of view can find construc-
tive expression.” Unfortunately the
constructive discussion suggested in
this paper did not take place.

hen the TUC took up the
call for a demonstration in
east London, it was quite obvious
that the ARA had made itself too
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narrow 1o serve as the umbrella for
the march, The TUC decided to call
the historic Unite Against Racism
demonstration in Tower Hamlets on
19 March 1994 under its own ban-
ner.

Incredibly, unjustified criticism
was then turned on the TUC, ac-
cusing it of ‘parachuting into Tower
Hamlets’. The local black commu-
nity saw things differently. The
TUC provided a platform for the
local community and in fact showed
how the ARA should have been
conducting itself in solidarity with
cast London.

The January 1994 ARA AGM
which occurred in the midst of these
events made clear its views by giv-
ing a standing ovation and a virtual
apology to the Lawrence family and
adopting motions making the 19
March demonstration the ARA’s
top priority. An attempt to purge the
critics of sectarianism from the ex-
ecutive backfired when they re-
ceived some of the highest votes.

In spite of its AGM decision the
ARA nationally did little to pro-
mote the 19 March demonstration.
The ARA presence on the day was
tiny.

The whole mobilisation in east
London from September to the lo-
cal elections on 5 May 1994 culmi-
nated in the spectacular 66 per cent
turn-out which defeated the BNP in
Millwall. But the national ARA
played virtually no role in it. Those
local ARA activists in east London
who, along with the Tower Ham-
lets Anti-Racist Committee, worked
to make this campaign a success felt
that they had received hindrance
rather than help from the national
ARA.

As a result internal tensions

continued torise. In just six
months the ARA had reduced itself
from the leading umbrella group of
the anti-racist movement to an or-
ganisation viewed increasingly as
divisive and intemnalised. Even at
this stage a discussion of the mis-
takes and how to correct them could
have saved the alliance. But instead
the sectarianism which was destroy-
ing the ARA’s good name exter-
nally was also transposed into the
internal life of the campaign —
with equally destructive results.

An alliance like the ARA con-
tains different political views, com-
munities, religious faiths, trade un-
ions and so on. It requires no great
talent to split up such a coalition.
The real skill is to create and hold
together a broad alliance of forces,
who may disagree on other issues,

in a united struggle against racism.
Exactly the opposite of this was
done.

For example, it was continually
attempted to portray the differences
as between white and black organi-
sations. This was completely false,
In fact, thrce of the ARA’s main
national black affiliates, the Indian
Workers® Association (GB), the
National Black Caucus and the So-
ciety of Black Lawyers, together
with representatives of the Bengali
community in Tower Hamlets,
played the leading role in the coa-
lition of viewpoints which came
together to try to correct the mis-
taken course which was undermin-
ing the alliance.

Trade unionists, who could not
follow the day to day developments
first-hand, were told the problem
was Socialist Action. Others were
told this or that black member of
the executive had a criminal record.
A rumour circulated that there was
a plan to take over the ARA by
Asians. The tabloid press ran a story
that left wing extremists and mili-
tant black nationalists wanted to
turn the ARA 10 strect violence.

This obstructed rational and ob-
jective discussion of the political
mistakes which were discrediting
the ARA in the outside world.

This approach was taken to ex-
traordinary lengths. For example, a
totally fabricated news release was
faxed to the press, apparently from
the ARA office, stating that a black
member of the executive was guilty
of fraud. The individual’s family
was harassed by journalists for days
until they were able to set the record
straight.

The ARA National Commitice
was told in March that an Asian
community leader in Tower Ham-
lets, and member of the ARA ex-
ecutive, was simply a ‘godfather’.

Tabloid journalists contacted
executive members on their home
telephone numbers about their poli-
tics. An internal inquiry found that
two members of staff who had been
critical were harassed.

These methods were more akin
to the way the tabloids might con-
duct themselves than a political de-
bate in the anti-racist movement.

This made it extremely unpleas-
ant for those subjected to such be-
haviour. People had joined the ARA
1o fight racism, not to spend end-
less hours in meetings being abused.

In such situations it is sometimes
tempting for those outside the im-
mediate situation not to take the
time to get to the bottom of the dis-
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the fight to
save the
ARA from
summer
1993 was
just as
important as
the far more
pleasant first
two years of
the
campaign’s
existence’

pute but instead demand simply that
the conflict cease. But what was at
stake in the ARA were relations
with bereaved families, how to re-
spond to events like the election of
fascists to public office and how to
work with local black communities.
These are vital issues for any anti-
racist movement. It was to their
great credit that people had the te-
nacity to spend a year trying to save
the ARA in the face of the most ex-
traordinary sectarianism,

In May the organisation sub-
committee of the ARA decided
that: ‘the earliest possible AGM is
necessary 1o correct the sharp de-
cline in the national public cam-
paigning of the ARA and to resolve
the internal tensions which are the
result of this. The last AGM
adopted clear priorities. These have
not been carried out.” The execu-
tive agreed to bring forward the
AGM to 15 October.

But the sectarian approach which
was undermining the ARA’s good
standing externally, and obstructing
discussion internally, was also ap-
plied to the AGM. There were nu-
merous complaints by national and
local black organisations, ARA
groups and (rade unions regarding
non-receipt of AGM papers and
other irrcgularities. Finally, in the
light of the irregularities in the or-
ganisation of the AGM, the Septem-
ber meeting of the ARA executive
decided to call in the Electoral Re-
form Society. Even then legal ac-
tion was necessary to force the
AGM papers to be handed over to
the Society.

At the AGM an atmosphere
of near hysteria was
whipped up. The meeting was seri-
ously disrupted on more than one
occasion, most nototiously when a
heckler had to apologise for call-
ing an EC member an ‘Asian poo-
dle’. A leaflet in the name of the
Black Section plumbed the depths
for red-baiting — referring to black
people who had opposed mistreat-
ment of families as ‘misfits and
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dupes’, attacking named individual
members of ARA staff and claim-
ing the Indian Workers” Association
(GB), one of the ARA’s main black
affiliates, did not exist.

Given the concerns about the or-
ganisation of the AGM many ex-
pressed the view that the elections
would be a foregone conclusion.

But in fact Kumar Murshid was
elected as National Secretary, in
what was universally understood to
be the key contest. That result
showed that, in spite of all the mis-
information, the fundamental issues
had got through to the great major-
ity of trade union delegates, ARA
groups and black community del-
egates to the AGM. The TGWU,
UNISON, USDAW,NUCPS, FBU,
UCATT, as well as the Society of
Black Lawyers, the National Black
Caucus, the Indian Workers’ Asso-
ciation (GB) and the majority of
local ARA groups had voted for
Kumar Murshid.

In addition motions were passed
making clear that the ARA mem-
bership wanted to put a stop to the
sectarian course of the previous
year. For example, the National
Assembly Against Racism, called
by Tower Hamlets Anti-Racist
Commitiee, was unanimously sup-
ported.

Following the AGM the new

officers were determined to
put past disputes behind them and
turn the ARA back to anti-racist
campaigning. But within days offic-
ers reported that a group on the ex-
ccutive had no intention of allow-
ing the elections and decisions they
disagrecd with to be carried out.
They explained that the National
Secretary was denied keys to the of-
fice, financial information, mailing
lists and everything else necessary
1o do his job. The new officers’ in-
structions to make available crucial
financial information and change
the signatories to bank accounts
were ignored — raising serious con-
cerns. A press release was issued
from the ARA office attacking past
and present members of the execu-
tive.

None of these problems were re-
solved by the first meeting of the
new national executive. Instead the
first hour and a half was taken up
by attempts to adjourn the meeting.
Appeals by Diane Abbott, the new
chair, and Ken Cameron, the treas-
urer, that the ARA would not be
forgiven if it wasted another year
of the anti-racist movement’s time
and resources, were ignored. The of -
ficers” proposals on what was nec-

essary to allow them to function
were rejected.

fter consulting national

black organisations and
other affiliates the main officers
concluded that after a year of iry-
ing, nothing more could be done 0
save the ARA. Diane Abbott,
Kumar Murshid, Ken Cameron and
Peter Herbert, therefore resigned, as
did a number of other incoming ex-
ecutive members. They explained
that they were resigning in order to
get on with serious anti-racist work.,
Those resigning included the rep-
resentatives of black organisations
central to founding the ARA.

Those who had taken part in the

launch of the ARA had in its first
two years taken the whole anti-rac-
ist and labour movement forward.
They set a new bench mark from
which every future anti-racist ini-
tiative will have to start. In that
sense the fight to save the ARA
from summer 1993 was just as im-
portant as the far more positive first
two years of the campaign’s exist-
ence.

The principles on which the
ARA was founded -— black self-or-
ganisation in the anti-racist move-
ment, the inseparability of the anti-
racist and anti-fascist struggles and
the nced for maximum united ac-
tion against racism — have been
tried, tested and proved essential by
the experience of the last three
years. Positively, the organisational
and political successes of the ARA
in its first two years and negatively,
its degeneration since the summer
of 1993, show that the anti-racist
movement must have the confi-
dence and trust of the victims of rac-
ism if it is to make any meaningful
progress. It must, in order to unite
disparate currents, ensure the dis-
cussion, debate, and respect for dif-
ferent opinions necessary to reach
well-considered decisions and cor-
rect the mistakes which are an in-
evitable part of any political proc-
ess.

he ARA ultimately col-

lapsed because it appeared
to have lost sight of the fact that
the sole rationale for its existence
was to fight racism. As the events
of the last year have shown, the ul-
timate test is how forces measure
up to the real demands of the anti-
racist struggle. On the basis of that
test there is no doubt that the anti-
racist movement will rapidly find
the neccssary means to move for-
ward.

Louise Lang
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What the Black
press said

The Weekly Journal

“It is time to bury the ARA once and for all.
Instead of trying to salvage a body racked
with internal bickering, efforts should be
put into setting up a new organisation,
with a clean slate, where fighting racism
takes priority over the battle of egos.”

The Caribbean Times

“the organisation is facing a crisis of
terminal irrelevance...Among those who
have quit are newly-glected co-chair
Diane Abbott MP, the only black woman
on the National Executive Committee of
the Labour Party; her colleague Kumar
Murshid, one of the most respected Asian
community activists on the “frontline’ of
London’s East End; Peter Herbert a
leading African-Caribbean barrister and
mainstay of the Society of Black Lawyers;
and Ken Cameron, General Secretary of
the Fire Brigades Union and one of the
most consistent anti-racist, anti-imperialist
and pro-socialist figures in the leading
echelons of the British labour movement.”

“Whether or not a body calling itself the
ARA continues to exist, it now seems
doubtful that it can retrieve its credibility or
realise its original potential”

“those now faced with the task of
beginning again must draw the key lesson
that anti-racist work is fundamentally work
with people and not the contention of
personalities or sectarian wars of position”

Eastern Eye

“The Anti-Racist Alliance has been
plagued by in-fighting and destroyed by
the selfish individuals who are using the
organisation to feed their own egos, rather
than fighting racism...Mr Murshid has
proved himself to be an effective anti-
racist campaigner, both as head of a local
race group in east London and on a
national level.”

The Voice
“The ARA was set up with the intention of
fighting racism but has degenerated into
chaos and discord because some of the
egotistical individuals involved seem to
have lost sight of the most important
issue”.
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Which class will organise
an international economy?

The most important strategic debate in the international labour movement since Marx and
Engels was that which took place between Stalin, Bukharin and Trotsky in the Soviet
Union in the 1920s. The fundamental issue at the core of that debate was Stalin and

Bukharin’s strategy of socialism in one country. Although Stalin resolved the debate by
liquidating his opponents he could not liquidate the real contradictions which gave rise to
the conflict. Those remain the fundamental driving forces of the crisis which has unfolded
in Russia since Yeltsin came to power in August 1991. As the Russian working class faces

a struggle with capital today as desperate as 1917 and 1941 the starting point for a
theoretical understanding of that struggle remains the issue of socialism in one country.
In this supplement James Carter re-opens the debate.
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he issue of ‘socialism in one

country’ is the most fundamen-
tal guestion of socialist strategy in
the twentieth century. Trotsky re-
garded this issue, not, for example,
democracy or the popular front as
the fundamental point of divide
with Stalin and Bukharin — be-
tween what he called ‘national
reformism’ and Marxism.

The starting point of Trotsky’s
analysis of socialism in one coun-
try is the most classical position of
Marxism — that each transition
from one mode of production 10
another is made necessary by acon-
straint upon the productive forces.
As Marx put it: ‘At a certain stage
of development, the material pro-
ductive forces of society come into
conflict with the existing relations
of production..” (Preface to A Con-
tribution to the Critique of Politi-
cal Economy). One of Trotsky'’s first
books to be published in English,
The Bolsheviki and World Peace,
starts with the simple statement:
‘the forces of production which
capitalism has evolved have out-
grown the limits of the national
state’. The present political form is
too narrow for the development of
the productive forces.

That contradiction, between the
international division of labour and
cconomy and the national state,
manifested itself with immense vio-
lence in the first and second world
wars — fought for the re-division
and domination of the world
economy between national capital-
ist states.

Nonctheless, the fact that this has
transpired to be the most funda-
mental of ail questions in the de-
velopment of the productive forces
under capitalism was not fully ap-
preciated until the recent events in
the Soviet Union.

But the disintegration of the So-
viet Union confirmed that the con-
tent of the class struggle at its most
fundamental level in the present
epoch can be summed up as: which
class will succeed in organising an
international economy? Whichever
class succeeds in this will come out
on top.

What is the evidence for this as-
sertion? We will look first at the
negative evidence and then at
Trotsky’s examination of the ques-
tion of socialism in one country in
its internal effects inside the Soviet
Union and on foreign policy.

Consider the relationship of the
countries of eastern Europe and the
former Soviet Union with capital-
ism. It is obvious that a major cri-

sis developed in these states. From
what did it flow?
1t was not because ‘socialism in
one country’ was less productive
that ‘capitalism in one country’.
This has been settied not merely in
theory but in practice. In every case
in eastern Europe the te-introduc-
tion of capitalism has led 1o a cata-
strophic fall in production.

We will leave aside East Ger-
many — where 70 per cent of in-
dustry has been wiped out — be-
cause the fixed exchange rate im-
posed when the former GDR had
only 40 per cent of the level of pro-
ductivity of West Germany was
bound to lead to collapse.

The cases of Poland, Hungary,
and Czechoslovakia are a clearer
test. The impact in Poland was a 30
per cent drop in industrial produc-
tion, a fall in real wages of 30 per
cent and there are similar figures
for the other countries. The IMF es-
timated that these countries would
not recover to 1989 living standards
until 1996, and in Yugoslavia, Bul-
garia and Romania not until the next
century.

In short, there is no evidence that
a worker's state in on¢ country is
less effective than capitalism in one
country.

But the decisive thing is that the
non-capitalist states confronted not
merely ‘capitalism in one country’,
but an international capitalist
economy. Since the second world

‘The non-
capitalist
states
confronted
not merely
capitalism in
one country,
but an
international
capitalist
economy.’

war the capitalists have succeeded
in organising a rather rickety but
nevertheless real world economy. It
is essential to grasp the significance
of this fact.

|t is quite fashionable to talk

about inter-imperialist compe-

tition. But it is to destroy all sense

of historical seriousness to believe
that what has taken place since 1945
is profound inter-imperialist com-
petition. On the contrary the situa-
tion was characterised by the lack
of serious inter-imperialist compe-
tition, a fact which was rooted in
the high levels of profit, the he-
gemony of the United States and the
loss of the Soviet Union and China
in the course of two world wars.

The type of inter-imperialist
conflicts in the 1970s and 1980s,
over textile tariffs, the Common Ag-
ricultural Policy, European Union
or the trans-Siberian gas pipeline
from the Soviet Union to western
Europe are comparatively piffling
affairs,

Inter-imperialist or inter-capital-
ist competition in the nineteenth
and early twenticth centuries pro-
duced the following conflicts: the
war between France and Austria for
hegemony over northern Italy; the
war between France and Prussia to
construct the German state; the war
between Prussia and Austria over
hegemony -vithin Germany; the
Crimean war between Russia,
France and Britain; the First World
War; the Japanese invasion of Man-
churia; the Italian invasion of Ab-
yssinia; and the Second World War.
These are serious examples of in-
ter-imperialist competition.

Compared to these, recent dis-
putes are roughly in the proportion
of a flea to an elephant. Serious
comparison has to be quantitative.
On that basis we have to conclude
that inter-imperialist competition
has been at such a low level that it
has practically not existed from the
point of view of shaping events in
the post-war period.

In fact what characterised the
1970s and 1980s was the most ex-
traordinary example of inter-impe-
rialist collaboration to sustain the
US-led arms drive against the So-
viet Union. There is no doubt that
the decisive thing that cracked apart
the Soviet Union was the formida-
ble pressure placed upon it by the
US’s armaments build-up during the
1970s and 1980s.

The single most important class
struggle in Europe in the 1980s was
that over the deployment of
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Pershing and Cruise missiles into
western Europe.

It was the inability of the West
European working class to stop that
which made the Soviet leadership
decide that it had to come to a deal
with the west.

If the working class of western
Europe had been successful in stop-
ping the deployment of those mis-
siles then the course of events in the
Soviet Union would have been quite
different. Gorbachev only won the
general secretaryship of the CPSU
by one vote!

What made this US armaments
drive possible? It was not the inter-
nal resources of the United States.
The US is incapable of sustaining
such a drive — it has neither the
necessary level of savings nor in-
vestment.

But in the 1980s a trillion dol-
lars flowed into the United States.
Japan contributed $300 billion. The
newly industrialising countries con-
tributed over $100 billion. The so-
called third world contributed $400
billion.

If the Soviet economy had rc-
ceived a subsidy of $100 billion a
year for a decade it would be shoot-
ing ahead on a scale that would
leave the United States far behind.
Thus behind the minor inter-impe-
rialist squabbles of this period there
lay a collaboration embodied in this
colossal transfer of wealth.

But this could not continue in-
definitely. Indecd one of the issues
posed by the destruction of the So-
viet Union is the possibility of seri-
ous inter-imperialist competition re-
emerging. The differences between
Britain, France, Germany and the
US over Yugoslavia mark a new
degree of inter-imperialist conflict.
But neverthciess the lack of inter-
imperialist rivalry in the 1970s and
1980s had profound negative con-
sequenccs.

What did this mean for the
quantitative relation of
forces? The Soviet economy was a
big economy — the second or third
largest in the world depending on
how you do the calculations. The
IMF estimated Soviet GDP in 1990
as of the order of $2000 billion in-
cluding the service sector — about
equal to the size of the Japanesc
economy and half that of the US.
But measurcd against the inter-
national capitalist economy as a
whole, the Soviet economy was
tiny. The net output of the world
capitalist economies as a whole in
1990 was S17-18 trillion. Thus the

‘The Soviet
Union was a
very small
economy
compared to
the world
capitalist
market as a
whole.’

Soviet economy was only about a
seventh or an eighth of the size of
the world capitalist economy.

To the degree that this capitalist
international economy was held to-
gether, that created a relation of
forces with the Soviet economy of
an entirely different order to that
with any individual capitalist state
in isolation.

Nevertheless, Stalin succeeded
for a period in advancing with so-
cialism in one country. Why?

Itis because Stalin himself never
confronted capitalism as a world
system. He confronted, not an in-
ternational capitalist economy, but
capitalism in one country or, more
precisely, capitalism in various em-
pires.

The history of the 20th century
is divided into thrce big periods in
this regard. The first, before the first
world war, was the steady interna-
tionalisation of the world economy.
This collapsed in the 1914-1918
war.

The second period, from 1918 to
1929, was one in which world trade
was a much lower proportion of
GDP. This collapsed even further
between 1929 and 1939. For exam-
ple UK foreign trade was 30 per cent
of GDP in 1913, but by 1938 it had
fallen to only 12 per cent, a drop of
almost two thirds.

Thus in the inter-war period the
world capitalist economy disinte-
grated into a series of warring capi-
talist economies with Germany, Ja-
pan, USA, Britain, France all pro-
tected by tariffs and not engaged in
major transfers of capital with each
other.

he third period followed the

Second World War. The
world economy was reconstructed
under the hegemony of the US and
an international market was pro-
gressively developed where gigan-
tic flows of capital took place.

The Soviet Union was a very
small economy compared to this
world capitalist market taken as a
whole.

For example, in the international
capitalist economy there are now
only two serious producers of air-
liners, Boeing and Airbus, and they
sell into a market of $17 to $18 tril-
lion. The Soviet Union built its own
civil aircraft, but sold into a mar-
ket of only $2 trillion, a seventh
of the size.

Take computers, the market for
personal computers was built up in
exactly ten years. One company
dominates the manufacturc of per-
sonal computer chips — Intel.

Production in the Sovict
economy was only a tiny fraction
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of what was possible in the world
capitalist economy.

That is the economic reality
which makes the theory of social-
ism in one country in the most strict
scnse ‘a reactionary utopia’. Itis a
utopia because it cannot be
achieved. You cannot achieve, in an
€conomy one seventh or one eighth
the size of the world capitalist
economy, the division of labour and
scale of production which can be
achieved in the world capitalist
economy as a whole.

Itis reactionary because the con-
sequences of trying to achieve it un-
dermine the whole revolutionary
process. It is a classic example of
the dialectic,  that you cannot stay
in the same place, you either go
forward or you go backward. The
attempt not to go forward, to pre-
serve the status quo rather than try
to spread a non-capitalist mode of
production to the rest of the world,
inevitably meant going backward.

In fact, to be precise, the theory
of socialism in one country is a pre-
bourgeois theory, it does not even
reach the level of bourgeois
thought. The founding work of clas-
sical bourgeois economics pub-
lished 200 years ago is Adam
Smith’s the Wealth of Nations. The
purpose of this book was to con-
vince the British government to
abandon the attempt to have a self-
encloscd economy and instead to
embark on an international division
of labour buying and selling goods
abroad.

From a theoretical point of vicw
the theory of socialism in one coun-
try is a regression from that start-
ing point of classical bourgeois eco-
nomics back to the idea of self-con-
tained production in a single state.

The whole point of Adam
Smith’s book was that the division
of labour acquires its greatest level
of development on theinternational
not the national scale.

If the theory of socialism in one
country is utopian from an eco-
nomic point of view, the attempt to
apply it had extremely reactionary
consequences.

Firstly, it leads to a total mis-

understanding of the nature
of the Russian revolution itself, a
complete failure to understand why
the revolution took place in the first
place and what would be the con-
sequences of its overthrow.

The Menshevik view, which was
revived after 1989 by groups like
the Democratic Left, was that it was
a mistake to have a socialist revo-

lution in Russia. This view says
Russia was not ripe for socialism,
the productive forces were not de-
veloped enough, it was a peasant
country, the proletariat was only 10
per cent of the workforce and the
revolution should take place firstin
the most developed capitalist coun-
try.

But the revolution did not take
place in Russia because people
thought that the productive forces
were more developed than they
were. As Trotsky put it in the Revo-
lution Betrayed: ‘Russia took the
road of proletarian revolution, not
because the economy was the first
to become ripe for socialist change
but that she could not develop fur-
ther on a capitalist basis.
Socialisation of the means of pro-
duction had become a necessary
condition for bringing the country
out of barbarism.’

f there had not been a Russian

revolution Russia would have
been torn apart during the first
world war or after it by the two
more powerful imperialisms to its
west and east. Japan had already de-
feated Russia in the war of 1905 and
would undoubtedly have seized the
eastern part of Russia. Germany
crushed Russia in the first world war
and demonstrated in the second
world war its dynamic of expansion
into the USSR from the west.

This is why the Russian revolu-
tion was able to attract not merely
socialists but democrats and even
the cultural intelligentsia in Russia
— because if the October revolu-
tion had not taken place the coun-
try would have been enslaved and
broken up.

As Trotsky putitin 1929, the So-
viet system with its nationalised in-
dustry and monopoly of foreign
trade, in spite of all its contradic-
tions and difficulties, was a protec-
tive system for the economic and
cultural independence of the coun-
try. This was understood even by
many democrats who were attracted
to the Soviet side, not by socialism
but by a patriotism which had ab-
sorbed some of the lessons of his-
tory. To this category belonged
many of the native technical intel-
ligentsia as well as the new school
of writers.

One sees this more clearly when
recent events are seen from a Rus-
sian point of view. For example,
when people were tearing down the
statue of Dherzhinsky outside the
KGB headquarters, British TV
showed a war veteran telling them:
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‘If the
October
revelution
had not
taken place
the country
would have
been
enslaved
and broken
up.’

‘I can tell you, I am a historian,
Lenin and Dhershinsky saved the
country. This statue should be there
for ever.’

That is an aspect that one doesn’t
generally see. One sees Lenin as a
towering figure of the international
proletarian revolution, and that is
his first claim to fame, but, in addi-
tion, from the point of view of Rus-
sia he is a great national figure. Be-
cause the Russian people would
have been enslaved by Germany to
their west and Japan to their cast
were it not for the 1917 revolution.

This was also the case in 1941.
The struggle to prevent the country
being subjected to foreign domina-
tion was an entirely progressive
struggle notwithstanding some of
the methods used by Stalin to pros-
ecute it.

This reality reflects the fact that
taking Russia in isolation it would
be impossible to understand either
why the revolution took place at all
or what would happen today if capi-
talism were to be restored there.

What is happening is that Rus-
sia is being inserted into a world
market in which there is no place
for its goods. Thus the IMF pro-
poses that the Soviet Union become
a supplier of raw materials to the
rest of the world.

These proposals demonstrate
why the October revolution oc-
curred in the first place — because
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the international pressure of impe-
rialism would have prevented, and
now would destroy, the develop-
ment of the productive forces in
Russia.

This dictated Trotsky’s attitude
to the defence of the Russian revo-
lutior, not merely from the point of
view of socialism, but from the
point of view of Russia.

As he put it: ‘In their appraisal
of the possibilities and tasks of the
Soviet ecomomy Bolshevik-
Leninists take as their point of de-
parture the real historical process,
its world relations and living con-
tradicttons. Only the foundations
that have been laid by the October
revolution can guard the country
from the fate of India or China.
Without a planned economy the
Soviet Union would be thrown back
for decades.

*The fall of the bureaucratic dic-
tatorship, if this were not replaced
by a new socialist power, would
thus mean a return to capitalist re-
lations with a catastrophic decline
of industry and culture.’

The second objectively rcaction-
ary consequence of the attempt to
build socialism in one country was
that it distorted the entire economic
framework within the Soviet Union.

As Trotsky put it: “The produc-
tive forces of capitalist socicty have
long ago outgrown the national
boundaries, to aim at building a na-

‘The
working
class comes
to power
first, not
where
capitalism is
most
developed,
but where
its
contradictions
are most
acute.'

tionally isolated socialist society
means in spite of all passing suc-
cesses, to pull the productive forces
backward even as compared with
capitalism.’

From Stalin the official idcology
of the Soviet Communist Party, was
that the Soviet Union could build a
fully developed socialist society
within its borders. This was the ba-
sis of the absurd pledge of
Khruschev that they were going o
build communism in the Soviet Un-
ion by 1980. That was actually writ-
ten into the programme of the So-
viet Communist Party!

But in fact the more the Soviet
economy developed, the more it
became constrained by its isolation
and the far greater division of la-
bour in the world capitalist
economy.

Even in the 1950s, let alone the
1930s, there were still half a dozen
firms making aircraft in Britain.
Today there are only two — Rolls
Royce and British Aerospace — one
producing engines and the other
producing parts for the Airbus.

Thus as the Soviet economy de-
veloped it ran more and more into
the constraint of the limited scope
of its division of labour.

he conclusions flowing from

the fact that international
capitalism cannot be overtaken by
building socialism in one country
are not that nothing can be done.
On the political field the working
class comes to power first, not
where capitalism is most devel-
oped, but where its contradictions
are most acute. But in order to ad-
vance it means that the most im-
portant thing is to spread the revo-
lution otherwise it will finally be
rolled back.

This did not mean waiting for the
revolution to spread. The theoreti-
cal conclusion that you cannot over-
take capitalism in one country leads
to definite priorities and action on
the internal economic field.
Equally, the wrong perspective of
the Soviet Communist Party that a
fully developed socialist society
could be built in one country led to
the wrong internal economic and
political choices.

The attempt to construct a self-
contained socialism in onc country
distorts the entire economy. It
means absolute priority to heavy
industry — dams, steelworks,
power stations and so on — at the
expense of the production of con-
sumer goods.

If it were possiblc on this basis

\'

to overtake capialism e saonl il
involved would be mereiyv wemi-
rary and therefore rational.

If, however, the Soviet Union =
itself could not catch up wiih. o2
alone overtake capitalism, then @
would remain permancntly Jockad
in the phase of building steelworks.
dams and coal mines. That is ex-
actly what happencd. Tremendous
development of the means of pro-
duction, vast heavy industries, but
acute shortage of refrigerators,
housing, quality foods, consumer
services — of everything necessary
to improve the life of the proletariat.

Trotsky, writing about the im-
pact of Stalin’s economic priorities,
vividly described these processes.
He said the composers of the plan
proclaimed that it was their task ‘to
lift up the country to anew and hith-
crto unseen high level of material
and cultural development. In actu-
ality the shortages in commodities
has become unbcarably acute, the
supply of bread has sharply de-
creased, meat and dairy products

‘have become rarities, in the midst

of ncwly constructed factories,
plants, mines, electric stations, col-
lective and Sovict farms the work-
ers and pcasants begin to feel more
and more as if they are in the midst
of gigantic phantoms indiffcrent to
the fate of humans.” That is a bril-
liant description of what the work-
ers in eastern Europe and the So-
viet Union felt sixty years later.
If, conversely, you believe it is
utopian 1o aim 10 build socialism
in one country, then the most im-
portant task becomes to raise as
rapidly as possible the living stand-
ards of the working class. This is
exactly the way that the Cuban lead-
ership, for cxample, is responding
to the attacks on Cuba. Not by say-
ing you must tighten your belt so
we can produce ten thousand more
machine guns. Becausc what moti-
vation will the working class have
to use the machine guns if their liv-
ing standards are given no prionty’
The contrast between the de-
struction of Saddam Hussein's
3,500 tanks, compared to the totz
mobilisation and final victory of th:
Vietnamese over the US, shows the
difference which the morale a-:
commitment of the workers =2

tary field.
gain, Trotsky put it "3 2 -
ist construction is a s 7
decades. One cannot guarz=z: =
solution of this task excep:® -
tematic advance of the mzizm 2 i
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cultural living standards of the
masses. This is the principal condi-
tion more important than the gain
in time in the construction of a
Dnieprostov, a Turksib or a
Kusbass, [big projects of Stalin’s in-
dustrialisation — ed] because with
the fall in the physical and moral
encrgy of the proletariat all the gi-
gantic enterprises may lack a tomor-
row.’

That was indeed what happened
in the Soviet Union. Instead of iry-
ing to raisc their living standards
the consequences of socialism in
one country alicnated the working
class from production. It made the
economic situation worse and
worse. It was not necutral or indif-
ferent.

Nowhere was this clearer than in
the consequences of socialism in
one country for agriculture — the
catastrophe created by forced col-
lectivisation started in 1929 by Sta-
lin. It is often claimed that Trotsky
favoured cxtreme administrative
methods and was no different to
Stalin in this respect. But Trotsky’s
total opposition to the forced col-
lectivisation of agriculture is the
clearest refutation of this.

There is a view, among even
some of Stalin’s critics like Isaac
Deutscher, that forced collectivisa-
tion was a step forward. What
Trotsky said at the time was: ‘An
cxaggeratedly swift collectivisation
took the character of an economic
adventure. Twenty five million iso-
lated peasant egoisms, which yes-
terday had becn the solc motive
force of agriculturc, the bureauc-
racy tried to replace at one gesture
by the commands of 2,000 collec-
tive farm administrative offices
lacking technical cquipment, agro-
nomic knowledge and the support
of the peasants themselves. The dire
conscquences of this adventurism
soon followed.

‘Fifteen million peasant farms
have been collectivised and ten mil-
lion private entcrprises have been
deliberately placed under such con-
ditions so as to hide the superiority
of primitive small scale farming
over purcly burcaucratic collectivi-
sation. Thus by means of combined
methods the bureaucracy succeeded
in weakening if not killing all
stimulus for work amongst the peas-
antry. The harvest of crops even pre-
viously extremely low began to
drop ominously. From season to
season the supply of raw materials
1o industry, of food to the cities
worsens catastrophically.’

This was Trotsky’s view of the

forced collectivisation and 60 years
later the Soviet economy had still
not recovered. Just to give an indi-
cator, in 1990 97 per cent of all
Soviet farms were collectivised,
while peasant plots accounted for
only 3 per cent, but that 3 per cent
of the land produced 50 per cent of
the total agricultural output by
value.

Even making allowances for the
fact that more value-added crops
were cultivated on the peasant plots,
this illustrates the scope of the dis-

IPPIII———=. _ aster caused by forced collectivisa-
‘Commodity ~ ton-
relations can For the economy as a whole
no more socialism in ong country was
be admin- an attempt on an adventuristic ba-
X . sis to supercede the laws of eco-
istratively  jomics. Competition in the world
suppressed  market, the dominant world
than the economy, lakes place on the basis
family or of prices. This is merely the appli-
religion.’ cation of the labour theory of value.
What determines relative prices is
e the socially necessary amount of la-

bour time to produce something.
In conditions other than commu-
nism, where there is an abundance
of everything, commodity relations
can no more be administratively
suppressed than the family or reli-
gion. The labour theory of value
cannot be abolished by decree.

If an economy tries to isolate it-
self from the world market its pric-
ing system will be totally distorted.
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That was the great problem of the
Soviet Union, nobody knew what
anything cost. That undermined
planning because without knowing
what things cost it is impossible to
plan rationally. In Marxist terms la-
bour time is wasted.

The most striking example of
this was oil pricing. The Soviet
Union under Gorbachev had a
shortage of oil to export — the one
thing it can sell on the world mar-
ket.

That sounds like a problem of
physical production. But in fact it
had nothing to do with technical
problems. It was because the price
of oil in the Soviet Union was set
at one fifth of the world price. This
then influenced the entire economic
structure of the country. For exam-
ple, the price of transport was so
ridiculously low that it was cost ef-
ficient for a farmer in Georgia to
get on a plane with two baskets of
peaches, go to Moscow to sell them
on the open market, fly back to
Georgia and make a 100 per cent
profit on the airline ticket.

That is an example of irrational
pricing. As a result Soviet industry
used 2.5 times as much oil per unit
of production as the west. The in-
ability to export sufficient oil was
an inevitable result of an absurd
pricing system. Furthermore once
such a system was set up it was in-
credibly difficult to escape from it.

An irrational pricing system also
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made proper accounting impossi-
ble. There was virtually no account-
ing system in the Soviet Union.
Without accounts it is impossible
to decide what is a rational use of
labour time. It is impossible to say
whether a firm is profitable or not,
and therefore to plan the efficient
use of resources.

With no adequate accounting
and no basis for determining a ra-
tional use of resources quality in-
evitably deteriorated dramatically.

Another aspect of irrational pric-
ing was interest rates. These were
fixed in the 1950s at 0.5 per cent
and remained unchanged for dec-
ades. When inflation was more than
0.5 per cent that meant that interest
rates were negative. In those cir-
cumstances firms logically bor-
rowed gigantic sums of money to
accumulate stocks. Bourgeois firms
don’t carry very high stocks because
they have to pay for them which
gives them an incentive to develop
techniques like ‘just in time deliv-
ery’ whereby firms may maintain
stock level sufficient to keep pro-
duction going for a few hours or
even less.

But negative interest rates made
it rational for a Soviet factory to
typically keep months supplies of
stocks, immobilisng the country’s
resources.

That is why Trotsky opposed the
distortion of the pricing system.
Instead he called, for example, for
direct and transparent subsidies in
the form of social security, pensions
and higher wages.

But the possibility of rational
pricing, accounting and therefore
planning is inextricably bound up
with relations with the international
economy. The only way to develop
a coherent price system is by an ori-
entation to compete in the world
economy, which means prices of
commodities being set in terms of
the labour time socially necessary
to produce them, while at the same
time taking the necessary political
measures — state monopoly of for-
eign trade and planning — to en-
sure that its development is not sub-
ordinated to international capi-
tal.

Trotsky argued, in opposition to
trying to outdo world capitalism on
the impossibly narrow basis of one
country, that the highest priority
was to raise the living standards of
the working class and thereby also
its morale and political commit-
ment.

That would pose problems such
as consumer goods production run-

ning into shortages of steel to make
fridges, or cement and bricks for
housing or of fuels. But in the So-
viet Union the shortages were of the
exact opposite character. In the con-
text of endless amounts of stee] and
coal there were no televisions, no
quality food, no consumer services
and so on,

In other words the Soviet
economy was not run to improve
the living standards of the working
class. This had the effect of cata-
strophically demoralising the Soviet
working class.

Trotsky’s views on this, that the
working class’s living standards and
morale took preccdence, were at-
tacked by Stalin as economism. But
Stalin by embarking on something
which was objectively impossible
— overtaking the productive forces
of capitalism on the basis of a sin-
gle economy — inevitably had
violently attack the working class
to hold back its living standards.

In most western economies, even
Japan, private consumption aver-
ages of the order of 60 per cent of
the economy, compared to 40 per
cent in the Soviet Union. The dif-
ference was explained not by wel-
fare provision, but by the massive
compression of the wages fund in
the Soviet Union. That destroyed
the incentive to work and the com-
mitment to the society.

talin’s policy was not just
brutal realpolitik. It was a
theory. If it were possible for the
productive forces of the Soviet Un-
ion to outgrow capitalism then Sta-
lin would have been correct. If the
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‘The
international
working
class was
treated not
as the
Soviet
Union's
fundamental
ally, but as a
sort of
border
guard to
stop
intervention.’

Soviet Union could have achieved
higher living standards than the
west, then the bourgeoisie would be
incapable of restraining the world
proletariat.

But, in fact, the consequences
were the reverse. Economically uto-
pian itspolitical consequences were
reactionary, treating the interna-
tional working class not as the So-
viet Union’s fundamental ally to
extend the revolution but as a sort
of border guard to stop intervention.

Every other struggle of the in-
ternational working class
was subordinate to Stalin’s diplo-
macy. For example, what Stalin
feared in Germany in 1929-33 was
that social democracy would come
to power in an alliance with Brit-
ain and France and attack the So-
viet Union, so Stalin preferred Hit-
ler to come to power.

It leads to the most brutal type
of chauvinism. The two most strik-
ing examples were the treatment of
Yugoslavia and China.

~ Tito had an independent base:
when he went to Rumania after the
second world war 500,000 peopla
turned out to greet him. Stalin did
not see this as a second leader of
the proletariat with great authority
able to inspire the masses, but as a
threat and therefore excommuni-
cated Yugoslavia and attempted 10
crush it.

The Sino-Soviet dispute was the
most criminal act of all. On the field
of foreign policy this was the most
catastrophic thing for the Soviet
Union, because there is no doubt up
until the 1970s the United States
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and the capitalists, despite the
strength of their economies, were
losing the class struggle internation-
ally. For there is one thing that is
cven more powerful than the world
capitalist economy and that is the
world proletariat.

Prior to the 1970s the United
States had to fight on two {ronts. It
had to fight against the Asian
masses, in the Chinese, Korean then
Vietnamese revolutions, and it had
to prop up western Europe militarily
and economically against the Soviet
Union, And the US was losing. It
was fought 10 a draw in the Korean
war, it lost the Cuban revolution, it
lost the Vietnam revolution, it lost
the colonial revolutions. Like Ger-
many in the first world war, fight-
ing on two [ronts, it lost.

This dynamic was broken by the
consequences of the Sino-Soviet
conflict. Kruschey, in line with so-
cialism in one country, had em-
barked on his policy of great power
chauvinism towards China, for ex-
ample refusing to help it devclop
nuclear weapons in the 1960s when
the Chinese were directly threat-
encd by the United States. He with-
drew Sovict economic advisors
from China 10 teach Mao-tse-tung
a lesson. The Chingse lcadership
turned in desperation first to an ul-
tra-left course and the cultural revo-
lution and then to an accommoda-
tion with the United States against
the Sovict Union.

The United States was enabled
to split the world’s two most pow-
erful workers’ states and to concen-
trate all its resourccs against the
USSR in Europe and win.

In conclusion, thercfore, if one
had to reduce the programmc of the
proletariat in Russia 0 two things
it would be: one, total priority to
light industry and secondly, reverse
the relations with China.

Total priority to light industry,
including the consumer service sec-
lor, Mcans giving pre-eminence to
raising, as rapidly as possible, the
living standards of the working
class.

That was Trotsky’s position, as
against both the supporters of Sta-
lin or Brezhnev and the theorists of
the free market — who both seek a
solution at the expense of the work-
ing class — Stalin by forced indus-
trialisation, the bourgeois theorists
by unemployment and the capital-
ist market.

Trotsky’s position, to raise the
living standards of ithe working
class, combines the political and
economic because, as Marx said, the

greatest productive force is the ris-
ing class itself. The greatest produc-
tive force in the revolution against
feudalism was the bourgeoisie, the
way the bourgeoisie organised pro-
duction. The greatest productive
force in the world today, which even
the bourgeoisie acknowledges in its
own distorted way, is the working
class.

We have witnessed how a coun-
try, Germany, in which the physi-
cal capital stock was almost de-
stroyed could rebuild itself as the
primary economic power in Europe
in the space of ten years on the ba-
sis of its highly skilled labour force.
Skilled labour is a much more valu-
able productive force than physical
capital, although, evidently, you
also need physical capital.

This explains the emphasis of
modern capitalist economies on
education and training. It is often
quicker and cheaper to re-equip a
factory physically than it is to re-
train the workforce. Many of the
features of modem capitalist pro-
duction arc a distorted acknowl-
edgement that the most fundamen-
tal productive force is the working
class.

Hence the priority to raising

the living standards of the
working class as rapidly as possi-
ble is not merely politically correct
but also the most rational economic
course.

Trotsky argued that no invest-
ment pays greater economic divi-
dends than investment in the prole-
tariat. That is why one of the two
most necessary things in the Soviet
Union was total priority to the de-
velopment of light industry and the
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‘The
greatest
productive
force in the
world today
is the
working
class.’
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The oiher. kv zoal, to reverse
the Sino-Soviat split. so that impe-
rialism is faced by a united force of
the proletariat in Russia and China,
needs no further explanation. It is
utterly obvious.

his issue of the alternative to

the failed strategy of social-
ism in one country remains the most
important question in world politics
because the outcome of the strug-
gle in Russia is far from resolved.
We are going through a period to-
day which only happens once in a
generation. There have only been
two crises like this in the 20th cen-
tury, in 1917 and in 1941,

The objective economic content
of the modern epoch is the follow-
ing: which class will organise an in-
terational mode of production. It
is not an issue of which class will
finally triumph, eventually the pro-
letariat will win if the world is not
annihilated in a nuclear holocaust
first. But the struggle in this cen-

_ tury has turned on that question.

And on this fundamental issue of
the class struggle in our epoch, since
1917, Stalin and his successors ori-
ented away from the objective of
organising an intemational mode of
production and that led inevitably
to catastrophe.

The point is not to claim that to
have embarked upon an internation-
alist course would inevitably have
led to success — although even
with distorted policies a united So-
viet Union and China were prob-
ably enough to crack the United
States. But simply that the road of
socialism in one country inevitably
led to defeat.




Socialist Action B Anti-racism

The left 10 the

anti-racist
struggle

The initiative to launch the ARA was taken by an alliance of black organisations and the lef:.
Those who originally opposed the ARA rejected the idea that the communities oppressed oy
racism must have the leading role in the movement against it. They saw racism as primarily
dividing the white working class. But by viewing the anti-racist struggle merely on the British ¢~
European stage, they fail to grasp that, more importantly, racism is the ideology which justifies ~=
oppression and exploitation of the non-white majority of humanity. Seen from this perspective the
anti-racist struggle, and black self-organisation to pursue it, is one of the fundamental struggles ¢*

this epoch. The anti-racist struggle is an indispensable and central aspect of the international
class struggle against imperialism.

Racism is the ideological prod-
uct of imperialism, which ex-
panded from western Europe to
world domination in the space of
500 years. The majority of peoples
on earth are oppressed by racism
and imperialism. Any socialist
movement which does not place the

the approach of the world social
revolution... we said that the civil
war of the working people against
the imperialists and exploiters in all
the advanced countries is beginning
to be combined with national wars
against international imperialism.
This is confirmed by the course of

‘The majority

be organised. Only a people well
advanced in its historical develop-
ment such as the Belgians and Ital-
ians in France, can be organised for
the class struggle. The Chinese have
lagged too far behind to be organ-
ised’.

On colonialism Bernstein ar-

struggles against racism and impe-  the revolution and will be more and of peoples gued: “We must get away from the
rialism at the centre of its political more confirmed as time goes on.’ on earth are  utopian notion of simply abandon-
perspectives simply is not socialist Lenin’s view contrasted sharply oopressed ing the colonies. The ultimate con-
— it is restricting its concerns to  with the chauvinism which had pro- PP \ sequences of such a view would be
those of a relatively privileged mi-  gressively destroyed the Second In- by racism to give the United States back to
nority of the human race. ternational until it collapsed in the and the Indians... Socialists too should

It was Lenin who first formu- carnage of the First World War.  imperialism’  acknowledge the need for civilised
lated the relationship between the  One of the first symptoms of the rot peoples to act somewhat like guard-

I

socialist and anti-imperialist strug-
gles: “The socialist revolution will
not be solely, or chiefly, a struggle
of the revolutionary proletarians of
each country against their own
bourgeoisie — no, it will be a strug-
gle of all the imperialist-oppressed
colonies and countries, of all de-
pendent countries against interna-
tional imperialism. Characterising

was the attitude to racism.

At the 1907 Congress of the Sec-
ond International in Stuttgart mi-
norities wanted to support both co-
lonialism and immigration con-
trols. For example, Morris Hilquit,
a US delegate, argued that immi-
gration ‘threatens the native-bomn
worker with dangerous competi-
tion’ and that the Chinese ‘cannot
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ians of the uncivilised.” Eduard
David argued: “Europe needs colo-
nies. It does not have enough of
them. Without colonies we would
be comparable from an economic
standpoint to China.’

he congress rejected this rac-

ist nonsense and instead
agreed: ‘The congress considers
that by its inherent nature, capital-
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ist colonial policy must lead to en-
slavement, forced labour, or the
extermination of the native popu-
lation of the colonised regions. The
civilising mission that capitalist so-
ciety claims to serve is no more than
a veil for its lust for conquest and
exploitation,’

But the vote was only 127:108!

The internationalist current
which became the Communist In-
ternational in 1919 cut its teeth
against this degeneration of the Sec-
ond International.

In his ‘Report on the National
and Colonial Questions’ to the
second congress of the Comintern,
Lenin spelled out that the funda-
mental division between states was
between imperialist, oppressor
states and oppressed states: “What
is the cardinal idea underlying our
theses? It is the distinction between
oppressed and oppressor nations.
Unlike the Second International and
bourgeois democracy, we empha-
sisc this distinction... The charac-
teristic feature of imperialism con-
sists in the whole world... being di-
vided into a large number of op-
pressed nations and an insignificant
number of oppressor nations, the
latter possessing colossal wealth
and powerful armed forces. The
vast majority of the world’s popu-
lation... belong to the oppressed
nations...”

Lenin stressed in the most ex-
treme manner the damage that
would be done to the revolutionary
movement by any concessions to
chauvinism: ‘It would be unpardon-
able opportunism if, on the eve of
the debut of the East, just as it is
awakening, we undermined our
prestige with its peoples, even if
only by the slightest crudity or in-
justice towards our own non-Rus-
sian nationalities. The need to rally
against the imperialists of the West,
who are defending the capitalist
world, is one thing...It is another
thing when we ourselves lapse, even
if only in trifles, into imperialist
attitudes towards oppressed nation-
alities, thus undermining all our
principled sincerity, all our princi-
pled defence of the struggle against
imperialism. But the morrow of
world history will be a day when
the awakening peoples oppressed
by imperialism are finaily aroused
and the decisive long and hard
struggle for their liberation begins.’

In this spirit the Communist In-
tcrnational in 1922 called for ‘an
international black movement’ be-
cause ‘The black question has be-
come an integral part of the world

revolution.’

Lenin believed that it was the
revolutionary struggle in the east
which would drive forward the in-
ternational socialist revolution. He
spelled this out in one of his most
famous articles, Better fewer, but
better, written towards the end of
his life: ‘In the last analysis the out-
come of the struggle will be deter-
mined by the fact that Russia, In-
dia, China, etc account for the over-
whelming majority of the popula-
tion of the globe. And during the
past few years it is this majority that
has been drawn into the struggle for
emancipation with extraordinary
rapidity, so that in this respect there
cannot be the slightest doubt what
the final outcome of the world
struggle will be. In this sense, the
complete victory of socialism is
fully and absolutely assured.’

In his discussions with CLR
James and the US Socialist Work-
ers Party in the 1930s Trotsky ap-
plied these principles to the posi-
tion of the communities oppressed
by racism in the United States in
an equally uncompromising man-
ner: ‘the white workers in relation
to the Negrocs are the oppressors,
scoundrels, who persccute the black
and the yellow, hold them in con-
tempt, and lynch them” and ‘Ninety
nine point nine per cent of the
American workers are chauvinists;
in relation to the Negroes they are
hangmen as they are also to the
Chinese etc’.

Trotsky supported not only the
right to black self-organisation but
also to a scparate black state: ‘The
argument that the slogan for self-
determination leads away from the
class point of view is an adaptation
to the ideology of the white work-
ers’ and ‘The worst crime on the
part of the revolutionaries would be
to give the smallest concessions to
the privileges of the whites. Who-
ever gives his little finger to the
devil of chauvinism is lost.’

alcolm X, coming from a

black nationalist, not a
marxist, tradition, formulated the
relation of the struggle against rac-
ism in the USA and the interna-
tional struggle against imperialism,
in very similar terms: ‘the black
nationalists... don’t look upon them-
selves as Americans, they look upon
themselves as part of dark mankind.
They see the whole struggle not
within the confines of the Ameri-
can stage, but they look upon the
struggle upon the world stage. And,
in the world context they see that
the dark man outnumbers the white

14

‘In the last
analysis the
outcome of
the struggle
will be
determined
by the fact
that Russia,
India, China
etc account
for the
overwhelming
majority of
the
population of
the globe’
— Lenin

man. On the world stage the white
man is just a microscopic minority.’

As Malcolm X never tired of
explaining, the most important
blows against racism in the post-
war period were the decolonisation
struggles and colonial revolutions
in Asia and Africa. Objectively the
most important ally of those strug-
gles was the Soviet Union and later
China. That is why Malcolm saw
the socialist struggle as an ally of
the anti-racist struggle. In 1965 he
said: ‘all of the countries that are
emerging today from under the
shackles of colonialism are turning
towards socialism, I don’t think it’s
an accident. Most of the countries
that were colonial powers were
capitalist countries, and the last
bulwark of capitalism today is
America. It’s impossible for a white
person to belicve in capitalism and
not believe in racism. You can’t
have capitalism without racism.
And if you find one and you hap-
pen 1o get that person into a con-
versation and they have a philoso-
phy that makes sure they don’t have
racism in their outlook, usually
they’re socialists or their political
philosophy is socialism.’

his is the fundamental rea-

son why McCarthyism has
no place in the anti-racist move-
ment — it is designed to split two
of the key components of the broad
anti-racist struggle, black self-or-
ganisation and the left. That is also
why McCarthyism was always a
weapon against the anti-racist and
civil rights movements in the
United States. Both Malcolm X and
even Martin Luther King were the
objects of US government red-bait-
ing campaigns.

It is no accident that the most
advanced international currents of
Marxism in the 20th century, and
Maicolm X, the outstanding leader
of the black struggle in the United
States, should come to such similar
conclusions. Malcolm’s life was cut
short by an assassin. But the direc-
tion of his political evolution, par-
ticularly in the last year of his life,
was towards translating the kinds
of international alliances which had
taken forward the post-war strug-
gle against colonialism into the
struggle against racism within the
United States. The resurgence of
racism in Europe and the United
States today poses the necessity of
developing the strategy of the anti-
racist struggle from the point at
which Malcolm was forced to break
off.

Joe Clarke
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Russia’s race for survival

The Communist Party has become the
leading political party in Russia.

In September it moved into clear
opposition to the government of Victor
Chernomyrdin. The rouble collapsed and
the government was thrown into crisis. In
response the United States increased its
pressure on Russia with the IMF
demanding an even harsher budget next
year and NATO moving to accelerate its
expansion into eastern Europe.

Anew political upheaval began
in Russia in September 1994,
At its root was the deteriorating eco-
nomic situation. An International
Labour Organisation study in Oc-
tober 1994 found that life expect-
ancy had fallen from 65 to 58 years
for men over the previous seven
years and to 72.5 years from 74 for
women; 50 per cent of enterprises
were paying their workers late, less

than the contracted rate or not at all;
53 per cent of companies were in ‘The
debt and afraid of going bankrupt  pesember
within a year and more than 20 per 1993 parlia-
cent of workers studied were on so- P
called long-term administrative men.tary
leave, with little prospect of return- elections
ing to work and receiving little or were a
no income from their companies or  ghatte ring
unemployment benefits from the blow to
state. .
If that is the economic and so- Yeltsin.
cial context, what Sparked the PO~ e

litical crisis from September was
the decision of the Communist
Party of the Russian Federation to
launch a campaign of no-confi-
dence in the government of Prime
Minister Victor Chernomyrdin.

For the previous seven months
the CP had given de facto support
to the government with its fraction
in the lower house of parliament
deciding by a narrow margin to vote
for the budget. This had allowed
Chernomyrdin to carry out an eco-
nomic policy so severe that it won
praise from the IMF.

Within the CP the support for the
budget had provoked major oppo-
sition and a public debate which fi-
nally led to the change in Septem-
ber. That in turn provided the chan-
nel for the opposition to the gov-

emment to be expressed. It also put
the squeeze on Zhirinovsky who
had previously been able to pose as
the only serious opposition to the

government — he responded by -

radicalising his own rhetoric to de-
mand that ministers be arrested!

The crisis burst into the open
with the collapse of the rouble in
September. Yeltsin took the oppor-
tunity to remove the chair of the
central bank, Victor Gerashenko,
and later gave Anatoly Chubais, the
minister closest to the IMF, overall
control of government economic
policy.

On 27 October 1994, the Federa-
tion of Independent Trade Unions
of Russia (FITURY), called a national
day of protest against arrears of
wages and the threat of unemploy-
ment. The protest was initiated by
the left within the unions and 2-3
million workers took part. The same
day parliament voted 194:54 in sup-
port of a motion of no-confidence
in the government. In spite of the
large majority the motion was
invalid under the new Russian con-
stitution which requires an absolute
majority of all members of the par-
liament.

But the message was clear —

the seething discontent of
the Russian working class was find-
ing a national political focus for the
first time since the December 1993
parliamentary elections. These had
been a shattering blow to Yelisin.
With Russia under presidential rule,
parliament destroyed, its main lead-
ers in prison, more than a thousand
people killed, opposition newspa-
pers and parties banned and TV and
radio under presidential control, the
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parties closest to Yeltsin were still
decimated at the polls.

The Communist Party, although
banned at the beginning of the cam-
paign, emerged, with Zhirinovsky’s
Liberal Democrats, as the main vic-
tors. This was a clear vote against
not only Yeltsin’s economic policy
but also his attack on parliament.
Furthermore, the biggest margin
against Yeltsin’s supporters was in
the armed forces. After this defeat
Yeltsin did not appear in public for
three months and had to accept the
release of the parliamentary lead-
ers he had jailed.

he United States government

was shaken by the results.
Washington understood that it
would no longer be possible for the
parties and ministers more directly
linked to the IMF, notably Gaidar
and Fyodorov, to control the Rus-
sian government. The US therefore
switched its support to the Prime
Minister, Victor Chernomyrdin, and
to neutralising parliamentary oppo-
sition. This was signalled by the
IMF granting a $1.5bn credit to
Russia. The advantage was not
merely that Chernomyrdin carried
out the essential goals of the IMF,
but also that the parliamentary op-
position would be tamished with
responsibility for it. To this end,
given that the US could not accept
Zhirinovsky’s international poli-
cies, they set out to cultivate the
Communist Party.

Since the elections the Commu-
nist Party has become the leading
party in Russia. Its revival began
with the launch of the National Sal-
vation Front of Communists and
nationalists in 1993. At that time




Sociallist Action M Russia

the Ieadership of the parliamentary
opposition was in the hands of the
non-communist centre led by the
Ruslan Khasbulatov and Vice Presi-
dent Rutskoi.

Gennady Zyuganov, CP chair,
argued that the Communist Party
had to lead the patriotic resistance
to the destruction of Russia and
form a centre left bloc against
Yeltsin. After the destruction of
parliament by Yeltsin’s tanks the
CP’s position was further strength-
ened by the fact that it had not
shared Rutskoi’s mistake of trying
to turn the demonstrations which
lifted the seige on the parliament
into an armed uprising. Zyuganov
had specifically warned on televi-
sicn that the opposition should not
let itself be provoked into armed
actions. This meant Yeltsin was
unable to make his attempt to ban
the CP stick. Finally, by deciding
to take part in the December clec-
tions, the CP had emerged as a ma-
jor force in parliament.

However, it was the support

given by the Communist
parliamentary leadership, particu-
larly the speaker Ivan Rybkin,
which allowed Chernomyrdin,
Yeltsin and the US (o retrieve the
situation in the first half of 1994.
The basis of this was the idea that
the patriotic struggle should be
waged in alliance with the national
bourgeoisiec — in this case
Chernomyrdin.

In reality, however, Russian
capital won’t support the measures
necessary to defend the country.
Patriotic struggle, in this progres-
sive sense of preventing Russia be-
ing torn apart by more powerful
imperialist powers, imposcs con-

‘Neither
national
independence
nor
demccracy
can be
defended in
alliance with
the
emerging
Russian
bourgeoisie'

flict, not alliance, with the national
bourgeoisie. For example, it is im-
possible to stabilise the Russian
economy without stopping the
flight of capital amounting to $15bn
a year and taking control of the
massive export, often illegal, of
Russia’s raw materials. But that
would mean attacking, not allying
with, two of the most important
groups of Russian capitalists, the
commercial banks and the com-
modity traders — both of which en-
joy strong links with the mafia.
More than 2,000 banks have been
set up since 1992. Moscow’s Most
Bank, for example, has 3,000 armed
para-militaries led by the former
head of the KGB’s fifth directorate
(which dealt with dissidents), its
own newspaper and a TV station.

The imposition of state control
of the banks and foreign trade —
indispensable to defend the Russian
cconomy, industrial capacity and
independence — is totally unac-
ceptable to the new Russian bour-
geoisie because it would destroy its
main sources of accumulation. As
in 1917, Russian national capital
will not and cannot take the meas-
ures necessary to prevent the de-
struction of Russia. That is why the
Russian working class came to
power in October 1917 and why
there is no way out of Russia’s cur-
rent crisis on anything other than a
democratic socialist basis.

Neither can democracy be main-
tained in alliance with the emerg-
ing Russian bourgeoisie because in
democracy it will be challenged by
political forces, those based on the
working class, which will fight in-
ternational capital. The fundamen-
tal dynamic of Russian national
capital is subordination to more
powerful imperialist powers exter-
nally and an anti-communist dicta-
torship within the country.

Afs Trotsky explained in a dif-

erent context, this would be
a case of dictatorship to subordinate
acountry to imperialism as opposed
to dictatorship to pursue an imperi-
alist policy: ‘The most important
and the most difficult thing in poli-
tics, in my opinion, is to define on
the one hand the general laws which
determine the life and death strug-
gle of all countries of the modern
world; on the other hand to discover
the special combination of these
laws for each single country. Mod-
ern humanity without exception,
from British workers to Ethiopian
nomads, lives under the yoke of
imperialism. This must not be for-
gotten for a single minute. But this
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does not at all mean that imperial-
ism manifests itself equally in all
countries. No. Some countries are
carriers of imperialism, others —
its victims. This is the main divid-
ing line betwecn modern nations
and states, From this viewpoint, and
only from this viewpoint should the
very pressing problem of fascism
and democracy be considered... we
cannot speak of fascism ‘in gen-
eral’. In Germany, Italy and Japan,
fascism and militarism are the
weapons of a greedy, hungry and
therefore aggressive imperialism. In
the Latin American countries fas-
cism is the expression of the most
slavish dependence on foreign im-
perialism. We must be able to dis-
cover under the political form the
economic and social content... The
conclusion is that it is impossible
to fight against fascism without
fighting imperialism’ (Fight impe-
rialism, fight fascism, LT 1938/39)

In Russia, it is impossible to de-
fend democracy without opposing
international imperialism and that
cannot be done in alliance with the
new Russian capitalist class.

On the other hand, alliance
is possible, and necessary,
with those sections of the Russian
statc apparatus and bureaucracy
which oppose the destruction of the
Russian economy. Russia’s capital-
ist ¢lass does not hold state power.
Yeltsin and the government are
working frantically to bring a capi-
talist state and society into exist-
ence, but that battlc is not resolved.
When parliament, or the central
bank, or regional authorities or sec-
tions of the armed forces take ac-
tions objectively impeding capital-
ist-restoration that obviously mer-
its vigorous support.

But the left’s vote for the budget
had the opposite effect. It not only
implicated the left in an economic
policy reducing millions of people
10 penury, it also endorsed the budg-
et’s savage attacks on the Russian
armed forces. This allowed Yeltsin
to try to re-coup his position with
the military.

At present the general assess-
ment has been that the military
would not take sides in a new po-
litical crisis for fear of splintering
into opposing military camps and
the civil war which would ensue.
This appears to have been even
more the view after Yeltsin used the
army to attack parliament. For that
he pulled together a motley collec-
tion of officers and military units
and had the greatest difficulty per-
suading them to open fire. The De-



Socialist Action H Russia

cember election resulis then showed
massive disaffection in the army as
a result.

he United States responded

to the change in Russian
politics with a shift in its own tac-
tics. This started at the IMF’s an-
nual meeting in Madrid in October.
Russia was told that favorable treat-
ment by the IMF would be condi-
tional upon the adoption of a far
stricter budget this year: ‘Russia has
failed to achieve a significant part
of what it hoped to obtain from the
IMF in Madrid — but the biggest
disappointments may lie ahead...
Either real cuts are made in the
structure of subsidies and industrial
production is reshaped — or say
IMF officials, new borrowing will
be at risk... The message from Ma-
drid is that the world cares less
about Russia and is less well dis-
poscd towards it than many in its
government had tho-ught. Isitready
to heed that message and tighten the
belt again? Or can it no longer do
s0?’ (Financial Times, 4 October)

This is basis of the budget pro-
posal agreed with the IMF. It sug-
gests large-scale loans may be
available to back a much tighter
budget cutting subsidies to indus-
try, agriculture and the military. But
in the past such credits used to cn-
tice parliamentary support have
consistently failed to materialise.

The US also shifted the axis of
its Russian policy towards the goal
of extending NATO to Russia’s
borders, with NATO adopting a US
and German proposal in November
for a rapid timetable to bring cast-
ern European states into NATO,
making clear that no Russian veto
would be accepted. A Russian offi-
cial pointed out that 99.99 per cent
of Russians opposed this. The US
decision not to enforce the arms
embargo against Bosnia and the red
carpet treaiment given to Ukrain-
ian president Kuchma are part of the
same picture of US policy empha-
sis moving from ‘Russia first’ to
containment of Russia.

Yeltsin’s key goal now is to
avoid a Communist victory in the
parliamentary elections next year
and the presidential elcctions in
1996, if necessary by preventing
them from taking place. The par-
tics to the right of the Communist
Party are re-grouping against it. An
anti-communist social democratic
party has been endorsed by
Gorbachev and the millionaire ex-
Mayor of Moscow, Gavriil Popov.
Gaidar, Fyod-orov and Yavlinsky,
the three key comprador bourgeois

currents, are discussing an electoral
pact.

he Communist Party is now

the centre of gravity of the
entirc opposition. A vigorous de-
bate is taking place. There are three
currents, The first led by Zyugarniov,
the majority. stands for a union of
patriotic ferces. They grasp that
Russia’s existence is at stake. But
they arc rot clear about the class
alliances necessary to dcfend the
country, seeking an alliance with a
patriotic bourgeoisie, nor on
whether the country can be de-
fended on a socialist or capitalist
basis.

The second current, with roughly
30 per cent support, particularly
around Pravda, vigorously opposed
the budget, opposes strategic alli-
ances with the bourgcoisic, strongly
supports working class struggle
against the government and be-
lieves that the only way out is on
the basis of a socialist economy and
state. But this current completely
underestimates the Russian national
question, rejecting the view that the
Communist Party must lead the pa-
triotic struggle against the destruc-
tion of the country. On this latter
line it is impossible to lead the CP
let alone the alliances necessary for
victory.

A third, current, perhaps S per
cent, 1s Stalinist, against any private
owncrship, against the budget and
strongly patriotic.

The debate proceeds on two lev-
els, around the practical line of the
Communist Party in Russia, but also
around the CP’s programme, which
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‘Russia is
the one
country

where the
crisis of

leadership of
the working
class really
is the key to
the entire
situation’

boils tc whether the way forward
for Russian national survival is
capitalism or socialism.

Sincc Yeltsin came to power

in August 1991 there has
been a regular pattcrn to Russian
politics. Yeltsin does the bidding of
the IMF. This impoverishes tens of
millions of pecple and finally is
blocked by mass opposition. Yeltsin
responds by attacking democracy
but has neither the mass support nor
enough control of the ammed forces
to smash the opposition. The oppo-
sition, however, then fails to con-
solidate the situation and its politi-
cal mistakes allow Yeltsin to regain
the initiative.

What this pattern shows is that
the key problcm in Russia is not the
objective relationship of forces —
that is heavily stacked against capi-
talism — but the subjective politi-
cal weakness of the leadership of
the working class. Russia is the one
country where the crisis of leader-
ship of the working class really is
the key to the entire situation.

A racc is taking place. The issue
is will the Russian working class
creatc the leadership necessary to
take control of the situation, and
save Russia from capitalism, before
intcrnational capital is strong
cnough within the country to de-
stroy the opposition and create a
capilalist dictatorship? On the oul-
come of that race hangs not only
the fate of the peoples of the former
Sovict Union but the next 50 years
of world history.

Alan Dalby
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The Serge-Trotsky Papers

Victor Serge lived most of his adutlt life ‘in the tail of
Trotsky's comet’, according to his son. More accurately,
he lived his life in the tail of the Bolshevik revolution.

fan Robertson looks at this collection of articles and
correspondence which attempts to detail Serge’s
turbulent relationship with that comet as it moved from
the intoxicating highs of October 1917 to the horror of the

In his introduction to the first
chapter Philip Spencer
describes Serge’s politics as
‘Libertarian Leninism’. This is
an attempt to credit Serge’s
personal views with the
strength of an ideology. In
fact, what emerges is a man
committed to the spirit of the
revolution and inspired by the
Bolshevik victory but devoid
of a consistent Marxist
analysis with which to
understand the unfolding
inter-war events.

In the early
correspondence, following
Serge’s flight from the USSR,
Serge and Trotsky frenetically
exchange information about
their ald comrades in the Left
and Joint Oppositions. The
scale of the purge is
staggering, as is the capacity
of the two men to deal with
the personal loss. As the
book closes, the focus returns
to these themes, with Serge’s
moving obituaries of Trotsky
and Leon Sedov, Trotsky’s
son. Serge sees Trotsky as
part of a broad social
phenomenan, one of
thousands of his generation
steeled in the struggle for
revolution, a personality made
great not through bourgeois
notions of individual triumph
but in the collective historical
experience.

Any writer capable of
producing such work whilst
battling tirelessly against the
brutality of Stalin’s regime
deserves their place in
socialist history. In giving him
that place we have to avoid
using Serge's politics to
undermine the actual lessons
of the revolution.

Serge’s lack of programme
leads him into dead ends.
Only weeks before his death
he wrote:

‘proletarian revolution is no
longer to be our aim; the
revolution which we are
waiting to serve can only be

Stalinist purges.

Socialist...Beyond the borders
of Russia, the Bolshevik idea
of the party has failed
completely’.

Deprived of the hegemony
of 1917 Serge became
increasingly politically
disorientated, He returns to
his earlier anarchist
framework declaring:

‘an alliance with all the left-
wing currents of the workers'
movement...in free comradely
discussion of every issue.’

He defends the
patrticipation of the POUM in
Spain’s Popular Front,
attacking Trotsky for his
‘sectarianism’ towards Andres
Nin, the POUM leader and
former Left Oppositionist.
Serge is more concerned to
construct a non-Stalinist unity
than with analysing the
circumstances which would
eventually lead to the
repression by Stalin’s
followers of the POUM and
the murder of Nin.

As Serge's political crisis
deepened he reopened the
debate on Kronstadt:

‘L.enin was certainly wrong
and Kronstadt right, but
however right it was,
Kronstadt was going about
pushing the revolution into a
fatal chaos...Thus | am in
complete agreement...that
the degeneration of
Bolshevism began in 1920; |
would say even earlier...’

This flip-flopping infuriated
Trotsky, who by this time had
broken off all political links
and was engaged in a bitter
polemic against the most
famous literary ‘Trotskyist'.
Despite the best efforts of the
editor and contributors to
portray him as sectarian,
brutal and dogmatic, it is
Trotsky's arguments which
retain the consistency and
clarity necessary to
understand the dynamics of
history.

Trotsky outlines the

danger of writing off the
concrete achievements of
1917 in the rush to venerate
the purely liberating and
heroic aspects. He reasserts
the necessity to defend the
Soviet Union in the face of
vacillation. He argues that
Russia ‘would be thrown back
fifty years' should capitalism
be restored and that to
‘disregard this fact because
the bureaucracy is so vicious
means taking the stance of a
lieral, not that of a

revolutionary Marxist'.

This is a fascinating
collection of documents by
two of the greatest figures of
revolutionary writing. i is by
no means a good introduction
to either's work and the
attempt to use Serge’s
weakest points to attack the
legacy of 1917 will fail. As
Trotsky wrote to Serge: 'l
think it would be guite
unreasanable to expect you
to waste your energies on
current politics. In the final
analysis, your books will
make a far greater
contribution to the cause’.

Correspondence and Other
Writings between Victor
Serge and Leon Trotsky
Edited by David Cotterill
Pluto Press, £14.95
paperback

Stolen Moments —
Red, Hot + Cool,
the latest in the
Red Hot series of
music compilations,
deals with the
effect of AIDS on
African-Americans.

Fusing jazz and
funk with the social
content and hard
boiled radicalism of
rap effectively
conveys the real
danger facing the
African-American
community.

In the track 'Time is
moving on' the political and
social context that racist
America has produced is
shown as the stark
backdrop upon which AIDS
takes a further toll:
‘Unemployment is rocking
the nation, on top of that
crazy inflation, you know
what else adds to the
frustration — they're
building more jails, this is
the new plantation, to have
qualifications, don’t stop
discrimination, that ain’t on
the news and that's the real
situation.’

The dynamics of Black

Red Hot & Cool

music are described by
Cornel West as being
divided into three main
strands. The first is the
backwardness of
homophobia, sexism and a
self-destructive obsession
with violence — currently
exemplified by West Coast
‘Gangster’ rap which is sold
to white Middle America by
the million. The second is
largely uncommital on social
issues, while the third
attempts to represent the
interests of the whole of the
Black community and can
be found on the Stolen
Moments LP.
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Matagari has escaped
and is amongst us

No African novelist has sewn the thread of
Marxism into the fabric of fiction as successfully as
Ngigi Wa Thiong'O, argues John Church,

In January 1987 the Kanyan
police attempted to arrest
Matagari. Rumours of his
campaign for truth and justice
were circulating amongst
Kenyan peasants. Clearly the
intelligence services of the
government of Daniel T. arap
Moi had to act.

The problem was that
Matagari had no existence
outside of a Giklyl novel
written by Nglgi Wa
Thiong'O. The police did the
next best thing, They seized
every copy from the
bookshops.

In doing so they confirmed
the exceptional power of the
novel.

A dist of European and
North-American
contemporary novels may
lead one to other conclusions.
Here one is bound to literary
conventions exhausted of any
social power. The function of
the novel appears to be an
ever more precious
refinement of perception. A
perception made up of ironic
shrugs about the world’s
upheavals.

In Africa the novel has
acquired epic stature. A
century of wars and
revolutions has found an
artistic register,

African writers work with
experiences of transition and
disruption. Tribes are broken.
Dispossessed peasants
driven from the land. Chaotic
new cities spraw!. A single
lifetime can embrace
colonialism, anti-colonialism,
neo-colonialism and
opposition to the sour fruit of
false independence. All
around are the numberless
struggles to secure life in the
tace of absolute insecurity.
Refiections on the great
population movements, and
the great popular
movements, give ground for
the imagination to range.
Such writing is both a product
and producer of change.

For Ngigi the most

personally significant of
Africa’s dramas is the
unfinished Kenyan revolution.
The cultural basis of his arn
lies here. The armed struggle
of the Land and Freedom
Army (commonly cailed Mau
Mau) informs all his work,

Ngigi goes further than
almost any other African
novelist. He does not end by
describing the squandering of
the liberation struggle by the
neo-colonial regime. He
defines a social continuity
between the liberation
struggle and a new alliance of
the oppressed to complete
the struggle against
imperialism. Matagari is his
most complete expression of
the new hegemony.

The story seems simple. A
freedom fighter returns from
the mountains to claim his
home, having that day, after
years of pursuit, killed Settler
Williams and his black
servant, John Boy. In
returning he feels that it is
essential to find his people in
order to celebrate with them
under the roof of his
reclaimed home.

But he finds the country
wracked by poverty, and
groaning under the puppet
regime of His Excellency Ole
Excellency. His home is
occupied by John Boy Junior
who is in a business alliance
with Robert Williams, the son
of Settler Williams. Matagari's
search for allies, and the
actions they must take to try
and oust the new usurpers,
completes the story.

The story telling is based
on the traditions of African
oral literature. In using this
literary method Nglgi has a
definite audience in mind: the
dispossessed peasants and
workers whose first language
is GitklyQ. The novel is thus
an instrument in giving an
identity to Kenya’s oppressed.

To achieve this end the
writing invokes national
traditions, creating a complex

web of familiar associations.

So at the start of the story,
Matagari having defeated the
enemy buries his AK47 and
other weapons under a
Muagumo (fig) tree. Though
not stated in the story, the
choice of tree is not
accidental. The Mlgumo tree
is the sacred tree under
which Murungu, the almighty
god of the GiklyQ, created
Gikilyd and Mambi, the
founders of the Giklyu
people. The Mau Mau fighters
swore a creed of alliegence to
Giklyd and Mimbi. Matagari
cuts a strip of bark from the
tree. This belt of peace
replaces his automatic rifie in
his search for truth and
justice. Before the end of the
story he must go back to the
tree to retrieve his weapons.

Even more opaque is the
character of Matagari. At first
Matagari is identified as a
single man. But the more the
story develops the less
certain the character. We
learn that his name is
Matagari ma NjirG0ngi. This
means ‘the patriots who
survived the bullets’, a plural.
Further, are we dealing with
the living or the dead? After
ail the significance of, for
example, Che Guevara is that
his ideas and deeds have
long survived the buliets
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which murdered him.

And must Matagari be a
man? Many women played a
leading role in the Mau Mau.
in Nglgi's ‘Devil on the
Cross' the crucial
representative of the Mau
Mau is Wangart, 2 woman.

There are many cross
themes. Not least of these is
the Biblical paralls!, on the
return of the Saviour.

Ngigi uses Christian anc
GikQy( religious symbols,
though he regards much of
the discourse in Kenyan
society as a fantasy. Yet to
create an art that dreams of
transformation Ngogi is
prepared to employ
ideologies which he does nct
accept. Religious
contradictions are explored
because Ngugi is addressing
readers who are living those
contradictions.

In these terrible years the
African novel offers insight
into the experiences of
oppression and rebellion. No
body of literature this century
is so ferocious. Matagari is
coming back to the people.
Let us welcome those ‘who
survived the bullets’. '

Matagari, by Nglgi Wa
Thiong'OQ. Published by
Heinemann.
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Women, the family and the
attack on the welfare state

Since the Second World War the position of women in
society has progressively advanced. The driving force of
this was the mass entry of women into the workforce. But
its consequences spread into all spheres of society — the
education system, rights to divorce, abortion and
contraception, equality legislation, legal, economic and
property rights and the massive expansion of social
provision via the welfare state. Today women face the first
sustained attempt to roll back these gains, not by driving
women out of the workforce, but by dismantling the

his directly threatens the living

standards and freedoms of mil-
lions of working class women, and
thereby degrades the status of all
women in socicty. That is why the
attack on the welfare state is accom-
panied by a wave of ideological re-
action — as with the way ‘single
mothers’ have been demonised to
justify benefit and housing cuts.

Dismantling the welfare state
means transferring as much as pos-
sible of the costs of reproducing the
labour force from society to indi-
vidual family units, and within them
women. That is why it deepens all
class and social divisions among
women, and also men — between
those who can, and those who can-
not replace public provision by in-
dividually buying private provision.

This anti-woman attack on the
welfare state is being assiduously
obscured by attempts to misrepre-
sent what is in the interests of
women and subvert the labour
movement’s support for universal
benefits and the welfare state.
Patricia Hewitt and Harrict Harman
have developed a pseudo-feminist
discourse which claims that deregu-
lation of the labour market is a
‘modemisation’ of the economy in
the interests of women.

Others defended the Child Sup-
port Agency on the basis of ‘mak-
ing men pay’, when its real impact
and goal is to replace social provi-
sion for the upbringing of children
with payments by individuals.

The Social Justice Commission
justifies its vicions proposal to re-
move automatic benefit rights from
single mothers with children over
five with the argument that women
are more financially independent if

welfare state.

they work. The Commission pro-
poses to raise women’s retirement
age to 65 by arguing that women
live longer than men and concedes
the principle of taxing Child Ben-
efit on the grounds that this would
allow targetting of benefits to those
most in need.

Given the attempts to disguise
the real impact on women of the de-
struction of welfare provision it is
even more necessary to grasp the
social relations which determine
women’s position in society and
how they have changed. In this first
of two articles we look at how the
family is central to the origins of
women’s Oppression.

he fundamental work ex-

plaining the historical
lynch-pins of the position of women
and its interrelationship with all
other developments in society is
Engels book The Origin of the Fam-
ily, Private Property and the State.
Engels argues that the social posi-
tion of women is rooted in the na-
ture of the family as an institution
of society.

The theoretical starting point of
Engels examination is 1aid out at the
beginning of the book: the produc-
tion and reproduction of life are the
determining factors of human his-
tory — the conditions under which
people live are determined by the
stage of development of the forces
of production and the social form
of the reproduction of human life,
the family.

‘According to the materialist
conception of history the determin-
ing factor in history is, in the last
resort, the production and reproduc-
tion of immediate life. But this it-
self is of a two-fold character. On

20

‘That woman
was the
slave of man
at the
commence-
ment of
society is
one of the
most absurd
notions’
— Engels

the one hand, the production of the
means of subsistence, of food,
clothing and shelter and the tools
requisite therefore; on the other, the
production of human beings them-
selves, the propagation of the spe-
cies. The social institutions under
which men of a definite historical
epoch and of a definite country live
are conditioned by both kinds of
production: by the stage of devel-
opment of labour, on the one hand,
and of the family, on the other.’

From this premise, Engels at-

tempted a scientific under-
standing of the development of so-
ciety by looking at the articulation
of its main institutions. While
stressing that the driving force of
each fundamental change in soci-
ety was the stage of development
of the forces of production and the
battle over the distribution of the
social surplus, he outlined how each
fundamental change in the mode of
production brought with it a set of
particular changes in the form of the
state and of the family.

This begins at the first emer-
gence of human society from
‘primitive communism’ into civili-
sation, with the first development
of a significant social surplus, and
the appearance of the first classes
as one section of society seized con-
trol over the distribution of this so-
cial surplus.

Engels starts with the attempt to
explain how it was that men, as op-
posed to women, gained this con-
trol, at the point at which class so-
ciety emerged.

“The first class antagonism
which appears in history coincides
with the development of the antago-
nism between man and woman in
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monogamian marriage, and the first
class oppression with that of the
female sex by the male’.

Smashing the view that the fam-
ily and the oppression of women
were natural, existing from the first
primitive development of human
society, Engels argues that both the
family and the oppression of wom-
en developed at a particular stage
in the development of human soci-
ety, the emergence of class society,
and hence both could be tran-
scended with the destruction of
class society.

*That woman was the slave of
man at the commencement of soci-
ety is one of the most absurd
notions... Woman occupied not only
a free but also a highly respected
position’.

ile anthropological work
has elaborated, refined
and in some cases discarded some
of the particular mechanisms that
Engels considered as leading to this
change in the status of women and
the emergence of the patrilineal
family, his fundamental argument
has been reinforced, not weakened
by subsequent research and under-
standing.

Engels argued from anthropo-
logical evidence suggesting that
early societies were matrilineal, that
the units of these societies were not
individual families but broader kin-
ship groups, nor were they divided
into economic classes, all property
being held in common,

It was the overthrow of ‘mother
right’ societies, alongside the emer-
gence of private property, economic
classes and a coercive centralised
‘state’ power in the form of *bodies
of armed men’, that constituted ‘the
world historic defeat of the female
sex. The man took command in the
home also; the woman was de-
graded and reduced to servitude, she
became the slave of his lust and a
mere instrument for the production
of children...This degraded position
of women...has gradually been pret-
tified and glossed over, and some-
times clothed in a milder form, but
in no sense has it been abolished’.

The driving force for this entire
development was a huge step for-
ward in the productivity of human
labour which produced for the first
time a substantial social surplus al-
lowing a further development of the
division of labour beyond the ‘natu-
ral’ division of labour.

It was this earliest division of
labour — which had once regulated
equality — that became itself the
mechanism which secured the sub-

‘In the family,
he is the
bourgeois;
the wife
represents
the
proletariat’
— Engels

ordination of women.

The conclusion of Engels’ inves-
tigation led him to the unequivocal
view that the oppression of women
in society as a whole lay in the fam-
ily system, in particular through
their exclusion from social produc-
tion that it entailed. Against the
sanctified images of late 19th cen-
tury ideological glorification of the
family and the mother, Engels said:
“The modem individual family is
based on the open or disguised do-
mestic enslavement of the woman;
and modern society is a mass com-
posed solely of individual families
as its molecules...In the family, he
is the bourgeois; the wife represents
the proletariat’.

The path from the first emer-
gence of the family to the family of
modermn capitalist society involved
many changes and developments,
including in the family’s organic re-
lationship with the other structures
of society, changes determined by
changes in the mode of production
and the development of the forces
of production.

Even the word family/familia
‘did not originally signify the idcal
of our modemn philistine, which is
a compound of sentimentality and
domestic discord’ but ‘a household
slave’ and specifically ‘the totality
of slaves belonging to one indi-
vidual’,

Monogamy became ncces-

sary to ensurc children of
undisputed paternity. This monoga-
mous family — monogamous for
the wife only — was the first form
of the organisation of human rcla-
tionships based on economic con-
ditions — with it accordingly arose
prostitution and adultery.

For the social position of wo-
men, the key historic development
was that in this monogamous fam-
ily domestic work — the upbring-
ing of children, the reproduction of
the workforce — became a private
function, excluded from social pro-
duction, with the wife becoming
‘the head female servant’ rather
than an equal participant in society.

In feudal society this monoga-
mous, patriarchal family was ex-
tended to the whole of society as
family property, rights and respon-
sibilities became the form whereby
the social surplus itself was distrib-
uted. Family estates were the basic
economic unit of society, with so-
cial and political forms correspond-
ing directly to this form of property.

Similarly, women were there-
fore the property of the male head
of the household. Harm to women

2]

was judged in the sense of damage
to the property or status of the male
head of the household. Laws on
rape for instance were concerned
with the protection of male prop-
erty and were bracketed with the
theft or harm to other such prop-
erty.

Until the advent of capital

ism, each development in
the mode of production had stren-
gthened the family and bonded
women more firmly within it. Capi-
talism however is much more con-
tradictory. The advance to capital-
ist production and the establishment
of capital as the cconomic unit of
society, disassociated the family
from its fundamental economic role
in society. The function of the fam-
ily became different for each class.

Capitalist production in trans-
forming things into commodities,
cnded relations of obligation and
duty, substituting the illusion of free
choice and cquality as the ideologi-
cal bonding of society. The family
ceased 1o be the key unit fixing the
individual’s relationship to society.
Capital rather than inhcrited rights
determined social and economic po-
sition. For the working class in par-
ticular the function of the family
was reduced to a defence against the
worst ravages of capitalist brutal-
ity, with no property to inherit the
function of the family as a perma-
nent element ensuring place and po-
sition in socicty came to an end.

Morcover, the very develop-
ment of capitalist industry begins
to break women out of the confincs
of the family.

It is in this way that capitalism
as well as containing the seeds of
its own destruction — like previ-
ous modes of production — also
contains the sceds of destruction of
the oppression of women and of the
family as an economic unit of soci-
ety.

Capitalist industry requircs a
large and flexible workforce. Capi-
talism first of all creatcs this prole-
tariat from men from the peasantry.
It is then obliged to draw women
and other sources of labour into pro-
duction. This creates the material
basis to challenge the oppression of
women. As Engels said: ‘The eman-
cipation of women becomes possi-
ble only when women are enabled
to take part in production on a large,
social scale and when domestic du-
ties require their attention only 0 a
minor degree. And this has become
possible only as a result of modern
large scale industry which not only
permits of the participation of
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women but actually calls for it’.

y drawing women into paid

employment capitalism
thercfore begins the process of un-
dermining the dependent and iso-
lated position of women in the fam-
ily. The entry of women into the
workforce is in contradiction with
their domestic role in the home.

But since the key role of the fam-
ily under capitalism is the reproduc-
tion of labour power, both the eco-
nomic function of this and the re-
pressive and socialisation function,
capitalism also acts to reinforce the
family. Hence for instance the se-
ries of laws introduced by British
capitalism in the 19th century to
reinforce the family and regulate
divorce, sexuality, education of
children, forms of social welfare
relicf and to create a particular ide-
ology of private and family life as
an ideal.

In this materialist analysis, the
family can only be replaced by a
superior basis for human relations
on the basis of a higher develop-
ment of the productive forces. As
Engcls states full freedom in human
relations will only exist ‘when the
abolition of capitalist production
and of the property relations created
by it has removed all the accompa-
nying economic considerations
which still exert such a powerful
influence’. What will replace this
system can only be speculated upon,
to be answered by those who have
grown up under such conditions
who “will care precious little what
anybody today thinks they ought to
do; they will make their own prac-
tice and their corresponding public
opinion about the practice of each
individual — and that will be the
end of it”.

The analysis developed by
Engels that the family is an oppres-
sive institution tied to the mode of
production is essential to under-
stand what is happening in it today
and what needs to be done to fight
women’s oppression.

The history of the post-war pe-
riod is a startling confirmation of
the thcory advanced by Engels.
Capital has dramatically begun the
work of destroying the family and
liberating women from its confines
in the advanced economies, while
at the same time proved incapable
of delivering any altemnative.

The scale of the transformation
in women’s lives in the second half
of the 20th century has to be
grasped. Between 1881 and 1951
the number of women in work re-

mained static at less than 30 per
cent. Between 1951 and 1992 the
percentage of all women in work
rose from 27 per cent to 53 per cent.
For women aged 35-44 the figure
is 77 per cent.

This precipitated other enormous
changes including legal reforms, the
expansion of education and train-
ing to women, a radical shift in
household, marriage and living pat-
terns and has unleashed a range of
political struggles by women. To
take just one example, the greater
economic independence of women
was reflected in an enormous in-
crease in divorce, from 80,000 in
1971, the first year under the di-
vorce law reform, to 168,000 in
1990, three-quarters of which were
initiated by women.

he post-war expansion of the

welfare state was central to
the nature of the political and so-
cial progress made by women. As
aresult of the welfare system, wom-
en’s involvement in paid work was
accompanied by an increase in the
degree of responsibility taken by the
state and society collectively for
what, to a much greater extent hith-
erto, been seen as domestic tasks
performed unpaid by women in the
home. This included social provi-
sion for the care of the sick and
aged, the education and care of chil-
dren, and, through the benefits sys-
tem, a meagre financial contribu-
tion to those responsibilities which
remained with women,

The attacks on the welfare state
by Conservative governments have
already begun to reverse this proc-
ess of socialisation of domestic
tasks. The proposals in the report

22

‘The
proposals in
the report by

the
Commission

for Social
Justice
would be an
enormous
defeat for
women.’
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by the Commission for Social Jus-
tice to dismantle the welfare statc
would throw it into reverse. This
would be an enormous defeat for
women which would work its way
through the fabric of women’s lives
and status in society, with a huge
impact on the working class as a
whole.

he Commission for Social

Justice’s agenda is to deepen
the involvement of women in paid
work, but by undermining the wel-
fare state rob them of the safety net
that ensured minimum levels of in-
come, employment and social
rights.

In the context of dramatic chan-
ges in household structures, particu-
larly a huge increase in lone parent
families in the last thirty years, this
will drive women’s social position
downwards, starting in economic
terms. Such regressive action is in-
capable of reversing the historic
trend towards the disintegration of
the traditional family, but will
deepen the class divisions among
women and reverse the process of
redistribution of wealth organised
through the welfare state, from
which working class women have
benefitted.

Those without access to highly
paid work and the possibility to pay
for services will find themselves at
the mercy of an increasingly dou-
ble workload while forced to work
for minimal wages.

In our next issue we look in de-
tail at those proposals and at the
truth behind attempts to present
them as advantageous to women.

Karen Hurst
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