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EDITORIAL

The problems 0of the student movement in Britain are not
unique, though exacerbated by the comparitively low degree of
rad%calisation among British students. Although the student
movement internationally has estabished itself in the vanguard
of the reviving revolutiomary struggles in the advanced
capitalist countries and in Eastern Europe as well as in the
Third World, it has grave weakncsses. These stem basically from
the transient and unstable milicu in which it exists and from
its isolation from the workers movement. For a new rise of the
student movement on an international scale after the decline
which followed the spontaneous upsurges: of the late I960's .
these weaknesses must be corrected. The student movement must
nave a clear understanding of its own nature and its potential,
a programme which can take it foward, an appreciation of the
reclationship between itself and the workers! movement, and forms
of organisation which can minimise its intrinsic weaknesses.

The student movement is a Product of the conjuncture
between the general crisis of bourgeois society and its ldeology
in particular and the specific crisis in the structures of
higher education under neo-capitalism. But the contradictions
which manifest themselves: in the bourgeois education system
cannot be resolved within its limits. The bourgeois university
is an integral part of the society, and can only be destroyed
4n. the context of the overthrow of that society. Thus, without
oonfronting capitalist society as a whole the student movement
ig doomed to increacingly sterile activity within the confines
of the university. Such activity will either lead into the blind
alleys of purely ideological critism, Or economistic student
reformism, or towards ultra-left confrontationist adventurcs.

To cxpand the struggle against the bourgeois university into~
a struggle against the capitalist system, the Fourth Internation-
al advances the concept of the Red University. This concept has
nothing in common with the various theories as to the possibil-
ity of the university becoming some kind of "liberated zome",
an island of socialism within a. sca of capitalism. It is a .
tactic of revolutionaries within the university which has as its
objective the permanent mobilization of the maximum number of
students in struggle against the capitalist system. This will
incorperate the sbfruggle against bourgeois ideology, the battle
for student control, the combating of the increaeing subordin-
ation of the university to capitalist interests, and the
mobilising of support for workers struggles and anti-imperialist
movenent S

But the tactic of the red university is only a mecans of
mobilising students against the capitalist system. It only has
meaning withinm The context of a comprchensive anti-capitalist
strategy centered om the working class. For students to play a
full part im such a strategy means the unity of the student
vanguard with the workers vanguard orggnicallx, in a revolution~
ary organisation, Ideally this would De In the revolutionary
venguard party off the British working class. The ahsence of
such a party, and the turceaucratic nature of the existing
workers organisations, presents serious problems. In our opiniom
the immediate neccesity is the unity of student revolutionaries
with the increacingly radicalised worker youth, who are generally
independent of the labour and Communist parties and the Trade
Union bureaucracye This meanthhe creation of a revolutionary
orgonisstion among the youth, which would possess both programmes:
for the immediate struggles of students, young workers and
achool studbnts and an overall political amalysis and perspective
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in which to educate its nilitants. The Intcrhatiomal
Morxist Group supports the creation of such an
organisation which could beeone an effective instrunent
of revolutionary polities in Britain,and an inportant
elenent in the crecation of a vanguard organisatiom of
the British working class.
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PERMANENT REVOLUTION OR REVOLUTION BY STAGES ?

After the revolution of 1905 o big discussion opened in

the Russion. Social Democratic Labour Party. In the light

of the first Russian Revolution it attenpted to define

the strategy of Prolctarian struggle. Whot was the future §
of the Russian Revolution ? What would be the politieal
tasks ? What would be the notivating forces. What would

bec the objective role of the prolectariat in the revolution ?
Which taetical alliances should the Russian workers'!
novenent adopt ?

Threc fundanental positions cnerged in the course of the
debate: these were the positdon of Plekanhov and the

najority of the Mensheviks,the position of Lenin and the
Bolsheviks,and the position of Leon Trotsky.

O

'.,The'Méﬁshcvik'?Qsitioni'Revolution hy Stages w

For Pleckanhov,the theoretician of Menshcvism,the cvolutio n
of Russian socicty was siunilar to the nodel of thé great
atates of Western Europe. Russia would experience o "1789"
and the "third cstate" -hourgeoisie,workers,pecasants -
would overthrow Tsorist cutocracy and cstoblish a bourgeois
denoeratic republic. Freced fron its feudal carcas,the
Russion econony would experience a rapid growth. Industrial-
1gation would shake up the soeial structurc of the country.
nhe nass of the peasantry would rapidly cone to swell the
proletariat of the towns,and the working closs would soon
beeonie the nost nucrous classe. Then the hour of socialist
novolution would sound. Thus the coning rcvolution would

e o bourgeois revolution led by the capitalist bourgeois ie.
mhe workers. would be an active elenent in the insurrcction,
for they werc interested in the vietory of the bourgcoisie
over Psarisn. They should not,however,risk deterring the
pourgcoisie fron its historical role. The workersd
insurrcctionary activitics of 1905-6 were a grave.crror.
They frightencd the bourgeoisic,isolated the proletariat
and led to defeat. Just as in Franee,where ncarly a century
scparated the hourgeols revolution of 1789 fron the workcrs!
uprising of the Connune,the whole of an historiecal epoch
separated the Russian bourgeois revolution fron the socialist
revolutions

The Leninist Pogition: Unintcrupted Revolution.

Tenin opposed the Menshevik point of view on the basis of
the cxperience of 1905. The Russian bourgeoisie wished to
rid thenselves of the Tsar. But they feared the young and
conbatative Russian prolctariat ceven nore than they fearcd
+he Tsarist autoeracy. In 1905,when it looked ag if the
faar would agrrec to sonc concessions,the bourgeoisie had
proken with the workers! novenent and had retreated. Fron
beginning to cnd it was the Russian proletariat which had
1led the movenent.
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The Russian working class would acconplish the Dbourgeois
revolution despite the defuction of the bourgeoisie, provided.
that it formed an alliance with the pcasantiry. A bourgeois
democratic reveluticn in Russia would stinulate the working
1 aas of Weetern Europe who would initiate the comquest of
power, The victory of sociulist revolution in the West would
reinforce the Russian woikers and pese to them the tasks of
the proletarian rcvelutions The Ruscian revelution would be

an "unpinterupted" revolution, The condition for its success
was a solid party of the working class,completely free of
political tics with the bourgeoisic,and corrcctly allied to the
peasantry. "The democratic dictatorship of the prolctarkat and
the peasontry - that was the strategic fornulation of Lenins

TROTSKY'S POSITION: PERMANKNT REVOLUTION

Leon Trotsky was the sole Social Denocratic leader who saw who
would play the decisive role in the revolution of 1905, For him
doternining the class naburc of the rovelution was not a natter

of the ncchanical gptlication of the so-called Marxist schoﬁds,

but of a concrcte snaplysis of the relationship of class forces

in Russia. The davelopnent of caritalisn in Russia was initiated
under the aecgis of the Tsarist siae and with the aid of foreign
capitals A moderm working class bad conc on the scene while the
bourgeoisic was still enbryomle. In fact,for these historical
roasons, the Russian bourgeoisic constituted a still-born infant,
mod to tho landlords and the administrative bureaucracy,the
Sourgeoisie would rejoin the rcaction which it appearedf to ncnace.
The peasantry constituted a considerable revolutionary force. 5
yhen set in motion it would break the foudal agrarian relationships
ghich held it dowm, But the peasantry could not constitute an
sutononuous political force, The zlliance between the working class
and the peasantry would continuc the programme of the agrariin
revolution - under the leadership of the proletariat.

The Russian working class was the only class capable of leading

-he bourgeois revolution, Allied with the pcasantry it would seize
powexr in order to carry out the bourgeois denocratic tasks of

“he revolution. But the prolatariat in power would naot be able
-0..stop at the deiocratic stage of the revolution. It would
{nevitably be brought to enact a wholc scrics of sociallist neasures.

"n an cconorically backward countxry,the proletariat can find
itself in powcr earlier than in an advanced capitalist country,

mhe Russizn revolution has brought together the conditions '
ghich will permit the prolctariat to take power before the politie-

..ans of bourgeois liberalien have the opportunity to deploy all

& " it
ghaelr resources’  (pogults and Prospects 1903)

The victory of the proletariat in Russia would stimulate the class
struggle in all the countrics of capitalist Europe, It would
sonstitute the starting point of the world rcvolution,

THE PARTIES FACE UP TO DUAL POVER

rhe Revolution of Febuary 1917 was not forseun and for that reason
not prepared for by any of the workers! parties in Russia, The

war bed exacerbated a2l the contradictions of Tsarist socicty.

The deconposition of the arny was aided by working class

agitatione. The Petrograd proletariat and the soldiers of the
garrigon overthrew the Tsar without waiting for directives. At

ihe tine of the ulecashing of the uprising the political organisations-

were unpreparcds but they quickly preparcd for the aftermath of
Tsariotle



The workers — bolshevilks,mencheviks,social revolutionarics ete. =
echoed the woica of 1903: im ecech facltory,in every area,t?ay forned
sovicts - mew Jocah powcirs. Delegates fron the soviets net at :
the Taurdde Pela s ¢ tora the central power - the Petrograd Soviat,

The bourgeois liberal. coputics forned a "provisional governnent,
which they clainad to boe Lhe ovly legitinate authorltyg'The working
ckass insuracnbs oo q mniy'tﬁc power of the Sovict,cnanating
directly from the wo.hers mud sclidlers, The bourgeoiaie,fnd
reaction as a whole,raliied %o the provisional goverancni. Two
central authorities - rpresenting opposing classcs = faced each
othere.

Only the Soviet was recogmised by the nasses: it possessed all the

power and all the authority, But its lcaders refused ta sweep out
the bourgecois politicians who had proclainued the "Provisional
"Governnent's But the Soviet leaders were Menshoviks and Social
Rovolutionariess They analysed the significance of dual power

fron the point of vicw of the strategic line of their own parties:

for them, thc Russian Rcevolution was a bourgeois rcvolution. The
task of leadership lay with the bourgcoisic. The Brovisional
Governnent, in the hands of tlie Cadots,alone could cxereise tiac
power to completc the tasks of the Revolution. The soviets werc
considercd to be only workers' instruments to aid tac bourygcois
revolution. The two powers co-existcd and co-operated topether
in calling for frce eclections to form a constituent asseiibly.
But in the ncantime the offichal state power was the Provisional
Governient.

It was tuis conciliatory attitude which Lenin characteriscd, upon
his rcturn to Russia as a '"voluntary rclinquishing of state power
to.the bourgeoisie" and attacked the line of the Boishevik :-party,
in his absence under tioc leadership of Muralov, Kamenev and Stalia
4t the national confmrence of 28th March I9I7 Stalin declared
that the Provisional Government was in fact in tue hands of the .
Soviet, and had adopted the role, albeit hesitatingly, of consolid=
ator of the conquests of Febmary.

4s soon as he arrived on Xim Russian soil, Lenin engaged in a

merciless poleuic against the oricntation of the Bolshevik Party

in Petrograd. For lenin, the Provisional Govcrnuaent was notaing

but an instrusent of rcaction waich should be couvatted without
. mercy.

Part 2 of this article,on Duel Power and the Bolshevik Party will
be published in the next issuc.
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The Great Proletarian. Cultural Revolution

Phil Hearse

A key foctor in the popularisation of Macisnm on an
international scale has been the so-called Great

Proletarian Cultural Revolution (GPCR). Even those

who conpletely reject Mao's organisational ideas

have often been drawn. closer t0 Maoisn because of what
hey believe to be the purpose of the GPCR.

From about 1965 cuwards the bourgecois press used the

GPCR as a further neans of attacking the Chinese revolution.
Inidental phenounena,such as Red Guard attacks on "bourgeois
culturce®,were scized upon to nystify the real significance
of the upheaval taking place.

This attitiude on the part of the bourgecois prees nay
have been an inportant factor in the subscquent developnent
and popularisation of a "counter~theory" of the GPCR
anongat & wide loyer of the revolutionary left. This
theory,crudely stated,holds that the GPCR was in faet

a largely spoutaneous upheaval of the Chinese nasses
(although adnittedly inspired and pronoted by Mao) against
bureaucraecy and "the rightists" (led by Liu Shoa Chi).

In slightly differing forms,this theory has been advanced
by left wing intellectuals such as Joan Robinson,Moravia,
Karol -~ and in New Left Review by Bill Jcnnere.

Perhaps the niost abject picce of Maoist apologeties to
have energed fron the "non-engaged" left intelligensia
is Joan Robinson's "Cultural Revolution in China'".Nowhere
in her book is there the slightest attenp? to

place any political struggles against the background of
the controdictions: of Chinese society and the pressure

of social forces; her book is a very good exanple of

the idealist nethod in historical analysise

This article will attenpt to argue thats

a)In order %o defend the Chinese rovolutiona against the
crude distortions of the bourgeoid press it is not
necessary to engage in any brand of apologetics; indecd
defence of the Chinese revolution can only suffer at the
hands of such apologetics. (Mrs. Robinson's book is
reuarkably sinilar in attitule to the Wehbs!? attenpts to
corie to grips with Soviet society in the thirties)

h) the GPCR,far fronm being an attenpt to carry on the
struggle against re-grouping counter-revolutionaries and
bureaucrats,was in fact the direet result of disngrecnents
anongst the Chinese leadership about the course of action
to be taken in. resolving the nmajor contradictions in the
Chinese econony

c) the Gper was initiated by Mao Tse Tung hecause he was
defeated in the Cehtral Comiittee of the Party; and in
aatenpting to re-establish his hegenony Mao in the first
instance appealed not to the proletariat,but to those nost
loygl tc hin -the arny and the youth trained in the cult of
Mao

d) despite the rcasons for the initiation of the GPCR it
transcended the limitations narked out.for it by the Maoist.
leadership and gave genuine expression to the frustrations
and anti-bureaucratie scntinents of Chinese youth

e) the strug;le was rsolved - after considerable disloeation-
by a partial victory for the Moaist section of the burcaucracy



f) in the course of the struggle snall groups of %lllt&ntS;—
loyal to revolutionary socialisn but.crlt10§l of the AR
bureaucratised nature of Chinese society -did COUF toé?? er
and publish nanifestos. The real nature of what these gfigps
were saying wogs of necessity obscured bypthe fact that a
debate had to be @rried out in terms of formal loyalty to
a0 Tse Tunge.
gTOMaiﬁsTpaﬁtial victory was due to a large extenﬁ to t@e
loalty of the - 3 g - L, Haoples! Liberation
Arny,which in nany ways hols the whip hand in Chinese
politics.

IT

Any exposition of the GPCR nust start by analyging'the
objective contradictions in Chinese society which brought
Mao into confliet with some of his fellows in the Chinese
leadership (nost of whom had been there for a very long
tine indecd) as early as 1955 or '56. Most of these spring
dircctly fron the problens of econonic growth in an
unGer-developed country - with only linited help fron

an industrialised country and none at all after 1960,

Any industridalising country faccs the problen of the necessity
both to nmaintain aud inprove agriculture to feed the growing
populations to create an agricultural surplus to pronote
industrialisation: to invest in light insustry in order

that there arc cnough consuner goods to exchange for the
peasants! agricultural surplus; and to start investnent in
heavy insustry. Precisely what should the relationship

between industry and agricmlture be ?

In the Soviet Union there were two nain er-onecous approaches °
to this problen - the ultra~right policy of "Bukharinisn"

in the period following N.E.P.,and the ultra-loft policy of
Stalinisn in its post-1929 phase. Trotsky and the left .
opposition took a nid-coursc between these two extrones.

The inplication of Trotsky's position,first expounded
systenatically in The Ncw Course (1923) is that a nuch greater
cophasis nust be placed on 1iznt industry and the production

of consuner gocds than is adnitted by the scheng of Stalinisn -
which placed the main enphasis on heavy industry and an
extrenecly severe approach to the peasantry in order to

wring surpluses: out of then.

' The Soviet situation in the twenties and thirtices is not
conpletely analagous to that in China in the fifties and
sixties. Arguably it would have becn nore rational for the
Chinesc to place even greater enphasis on light industry
than Trotsky advocated for the USSR. After 2ll the industrial
basc from which China started was nuch weaker than that fron
wheih the USSR started.

But the Chinese,in the cvent, faithfully reproduced the Soviet
nodel of dvelopnent: despite the Mao-Stalin split on the
practice of the Chinese revolution,the Chinecse CP had not
transcended Stalinisn on an ideological level. In the first
five year plan (FYP) -1952-1957- both light industry and
agriculture suffered at the cxpense Of heavy industry (which
received over 60% of state investnent).

Althougk it is incontestable that by creating a national
narket for food the Chinese regine had Cbjeectively solved
the problen of feceding the population ,This ;ain was in the
nid-fifties severely threatened by the rate of population
growth. One idication of the negkeet of agriculture -

and its corrollary,the neglect of light industry - was the
fact that during the first FPYP the agriculture labour force




inercased by 75 nillions while only 6.2% of the state
investnents went into agrieulture. The task of providing
consuner goods for the peasantry is direetly related to
the politiecel task of winning then to the idec of the
socialisation of agriculture. Tne failurc of the Chincse
Jleadlcrship to encourage light industry reulted in a
continuation of individualistic attitudes on the part of
the peasantry., A further source of digsatisfaction was the
lack of enploynent opportunities for those who ,for the
first tine,had reccived the benfits of education.

At the end of the five year plan Mao nade a decisive attenpt

to break out of these contradictionss the Peoples! Comnnunes

and the Great Leap Forward. The Peoples! Conmunes were

o nassive attenpt to collectivise agriculture without providing
the peasantry with any naterial incentivess: their central
task was the provision of labomr for water econservency work.
Private plots were abolished or reduced to a nininun: even

the relatively high level of revolutionary enthusiasn of

the Chinese nasses was neutralised by this nassive upheaval.

The Peoples! Cormunes were acconpaiied by the!Blosson and
Contend' novenecnt (1957). The 'Blosson and Contend' novenent,
aincd ot creating at least a linited debate on the
significance of the failures of the first FYP,gave risc to a
creat wave of opposition,which was ruthlessly clanped down on
rori June 1957 onwards.

The @reat Leap Forward (June 1958 - July 1959) was a novel
attenpt t0 utilisc The whole population in industrialisiiion;
it was accoupanied by a further drive to push all the
peasantry into the Peoples!' Corrmunes. It was aired at
conmunalising totally the peasantry within a five year
periods by the end of five years not only would all the
peasantry he members: of the Conmunes in a fornmal sense -

but every aspect of their liwes would be comnunalised.
Needless t0 say,all this was accompanied by much disatisfaction
and resulted in acts; of individualistic peasant Pesistance-
orecipitating a crisis in agriculture which reached its peak
in the sunner of 1959. At about the sane tine it becane
clear that the Great Leap Forward had 2l1lso failed: the

- bhackyard steel production canpaign had led to the production

of a great deal of very inferior steel at the cost of great
diglocation - it is not even certain that it resulted in a
net investnment "

1l

It was in 1959 that the differences inside the Chinese
leadership cane t0 a head,with the opposition of the Peng

Teh Hual tendency,which was defeated at the Central Comnittee
plenun in August 1959 (the "Lushan Conference"). Peng Teh
Huai,until 1959 defence ninister,argued for a retreat in the
industrialisation prograrme,and following fron this a decrease
in the anount of agricultural surplus appropriated from the
peasantry.

The defeat of Peng Teh Hual was followed by the oOpposition of
the Teng-To — Wu Han tendency (these were not so nuch party
leaders: as proninent intellectuals),who attenpted to defend
Peng Teh Huai. The next serious opposition group to energe

- was Peng Chen's group in the niddle-sixties. The precise nature

of Peng Chen's oOpposition to Mao is not clear,because none of
the charges against hin were nade explicit,and none of his



internal party writings ever nade publiec. It hag been
agsuried by nany that he denanded a denocratisation of the par
party. But there is no eveidence t0 suggest that he

supported the criticisns: 0of Peng Teh Huai and the Teng TO -
Wu Han group.

The nmajor challenge to Mao'!s leadership cane at the August
1966 Plenun of the Central Conmittee,and led by Liu Shoa

Chi and Teng Hsiao-ping. Once again we cannot be fully sure
of the nature of the opposition,but it is generally

assuned that Liu Shoa Chi was afraid that Mao was on the verg
verge of repeating the satastrophic experiences of the

Great Leap Forward and the early days of the Conmunes:

Iv

The foreign policy of the Chinese CP is very contradictory.
On the one hand it is obviously well to the left of the
Russian CP. The Chinese have provided material support for
struggles on their horders: (Burna,the Nagas,Vietnan). They
have done nothing which man be conpared with the Russian
actions in Czechoglovakia and Hungary. Nevertheless,their
inablility to break out of the Stalinist straight-jacket

has been a key factor in the nost catastrophic defeat the
revolutionary novenent hads suffered in the post-war world

- nanely the nassacre of the Indonesian Comrwnist Party in
1965-66. The Chinese leadership was under the tutledge of
Maos both the general strategic conceptions of the PKI

and specific tactics were handed down from Peking. Everywhere
the Chinese leadership have found "friendly" petty-bourgeois
nationalist regines,they have prevented their followers
there fron adopting a revolutionary position. Indonesia was
no exception., The defeat of the PKI was a grave blow to the
international prestige of the Chinese,and indisputably one
of the reasons for dispute ind&ide the leadership of the ¢CP.

The relationship between the Soviet Union and China has for
a long tine becn a source of dispute between the Chinese
leadership. While it is indisputable that riany of the Chinese
criticisns of the Russians are correct,and that the action
of the Soviet Union in withdrawing aid from China was g
crininal one - equally Maols sectarian approach to the problen
has tended to exacerbate it. The best exanple of this is
the Chinese refusal to form a united front in support of
Vietnan

v

o

The brief sketch above cannot do full Justice to the differne
differences within the Chinese CP: a full analysis of these
differneces is anyway rendered inpossible by the Maoists!
suppression of the views of their opponents. But a number of
points should be made in conclusion:

a) Mao's opponents did not consist of one honogenous opposition
opposition,but of different groups with different criticisns
b) None of the opposition groups were anti-bureaucratic in

the sense that they stood for the lessening of the power of
the Opposition as a whole.

¢) It is extremely difficult to classify any of the opposition
groups as being nore or less reactionary than Mao.
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Although thd Cultural Revolution was launched prior €0

the formal split between Mao and Liu Shao Chi,it is

quite cvident that the diffcrmnecs had been cncrging for
gorie tine. The actual point of the unlecashing of the

Red Guards novenent was the launching of the "big character
posters" canpaign ot Pcking University in Junc 1966.

The responsc to the Red Guards noveoucnt was overithelning:
even given the foet that the cdueational institutions hod
been closed down it is ncecssary to give an explanation of
this responsc. The explanation can only be that wide
sections of the Chinesc youth felt frustrated by bureucraey,
lack of opportunities etce When Moo said "Bonbard the
headquarters',he really neant "Bonbard the headqarters of
Liu Shoa Chi". But the Red Guards,decspite their cxecsses
and despite their universal expression of rebellion in
toerns: of loyalty to Liu Shoa Chi Mao,did undertake eriticisn
of burcaucrats,high and low,Maoist and non-Maoist. Anyone

. who has read thce cye-witness reports of the struggles betwecn

the Red Guard factions cannot fail to accept that the

" Red Guard novenecnt gave gelmine cxpression to differcnces

and genuine opportunity for debate.

Mao's ability ability to nobilise the Red Guards was a

great success for hin in trying to turn the tables on

his opponents who had forced hin to econpronise at the

Augunst 1966 plenun. But it was o doublc - cdged success.
Tirst,Mao had not anticipated the diverse issucs which

would be taken up by the Red Guards. Sceond,the activities

of thce Red Guards alicnated scetions of the burcauecraecy

whosc support Mao necded. Third,the Red Guards werc fomenting
o general crisis into which the working class and the peasantry
aould have been pulleds The change of attitude towards: the

Red Guards on the part of the Maolst faction con be dated

at or around the beginning of 1967. Mao decided to launch the.
nfriple alliance" - revolutionary organisations (cegs pro-Mao
Red Guards),party cadresand the arny. What the triple allianee
in fact ncant was the nassive intervention by the arny on
Moo's bchalf. Joan RobinsCn has sOne intcrcsting words L0

say on this subjeets

1The adventure of launching the revolution and allowing the
popular novenent to boil up as it night was not so

dangerous as. it night seen,for all the while the PLA was at
nand,in coase things should go wrong....(at) the end of Jan.!'!'67

. the PLA' was openly brought on the scene and instructed to

gupport the left."
rhe intervention of the arny does not nccessarily nean that
Mao's victory has becn total. In narked contrast to Stalinist
Rugsia,Mao's enciiies have not been nudered and sent to labour
aanps. Equally,althoush Mao nay have sccocured an effective
conpronise auongst the differing scetions of the burcaucracy
vhich leaves hin,together with Lin Piao,in command,this does
not nican that Mao has total frecdor: of action.

Vil

The Chinesc Revolution was. an incredible feat of self-activity
on vhe part of thce Chincsc nasses. The length of the Chinese
revolutionary cxpericnce rieant that an cenoriious body of
cxpericnce of sclf-orgonisation was built up. The contradiction
pectween this cxpericnce,this tradition,and the burcaueratised
structurc Of the Chincse CP is the nain grounds for optinisn
about the future of thc Chinesec Revolution: a genuine politieal
revoltition nay not be too far away.-



EIGHER "EDUCATION UNDER ATTACK.

A-reply to the Committee of V¥ice-Chancellors and Principles statement "University
development in the 1970s".

by J.Peters.

i 1 t junior lecturers on the one hand,
The growing conflict between students and Jjunior
and College Authorities on the other - as shown by Guildford, Hornsey and L.S.E.~
has its roots in the Govermment's policies.

Some years ago the Govermment produced a plan for the modernisation_of
higher education under the title bf the "Robbins Report?. This plan rqulred.l'
an expansion cf facilities in higher education - expanding the'older universities,
buklding new ones, increasing student numbers and halls of re31depce. So far the
Government has implemented(over implemented) only one proposal - increased student

numbers.

*x

On the following peints Robbins has been ignored, and in practice rgjected. 2
1, Staff/student ratios have not been maintained, rather they_havg deteriorated.
2, Research facilities have not been maintained. Today there is little or no '
money available form the university to finance research. 3. The demand of Robbins
that "more teaching should be undertaken in small classes" has been completely
abandoned. 4. The required number of new universities has not been built. 5. Many
university deparments are now in debt - and unless they receive extra chsh they will
they will be forced to make further cuts. 6. Refectory prices and halls of
residence fees continually increase. 7. There has been a decisive cut-back in the
numbers of halls of residence required by even the present student population let
alone for the increase,

The crux of the latest Government proposals are an exact parallel with its
notorious Incomes Policy. Educational productivity is to be increased by cutting
back thd "cost" per unit student while increasing the ouptt of graduates and
technicians. Grants, wages and salaries are held down while prices rocket upwards.,
Working conditions plummet, whether through having no place to sit during lectures,
or because of increased work load.

The university Vice-Chancellors have, in principle, accepted the Covernment's
proposals and in this have betrayed the interests of both students and lecturers.,
They have implemented an enormous student expansion with inadequate funds. The
ever-increasing demands of the monopolists for more technorrats, administzmators
and social scientists in order to revitalize their decaying system has led to a
massive expansion in student population. The system is, however, incapable of
meeting the ‘needs of the expanding university population which it itself created.,

As a result we have a racialist policy towards overseas students regarding
hall fees. At L.S.F. the authorities sack lecturers and students who oppese 8
Government policies, while Adams ang Frederick Seebohm of the Standing Committee
of Governors get knighthoods.

Having accepted the Government's policies the Vice-Chancellors are forced to
take autocratic disciplinary measures against those who oppose them. The guture of
education is too important to be left to be worked out as a deal between the
Government, Vice-Bhancellors and Student Union Presidents. Students themselves
must have a decisive say in their own future,

2. THE PROPOSALS.

Each and every one of the Government's proposals is part of a plan whose
declared purpose is to cut both the number of students at universities, and the
living and working conditions of those students left. Becuase of this it is
suicidal to discuss this or that proposal as better or worse than the others. .
Or whether this one is ac:eptable while that one is not. We must reject the whole ]
concept of the plan and in doing so uncompromisingly resist each and every |
proposal.




However, it is necessary to outline the implications in each point, so-
moving from the general to the specific, let us consider the peoints.

(i) A reduction or removal of student grant aid, coupled with a system of loans.
(ii) A similar policy at postgraduate level only.

These meet all three of the Government's basic plans for university
education. Economy, in that something like 15million pounds a year would be
saved in 1980/81 - less than one tenth of the cost of a modern nuclear submarinel
Students would be dissuaded from entering university at the proppect of being
bardened with a relatively large debt on graduation( and of course, the poorer
student will have to bear in mind that if he is chucked out of college his
parents could be lumbered with a heavy financial burden). Also they ensure that
research would have to be financed by industry, which means that those projects
(artistic, biological, medical,etc.) which did not offer immediate return would
suffer severly.

(iii) A more restrictive policy as regards the admission of foreign students.

Remembering that 60% of overseas students are privately financed we see.this
proposal for what it really is; - racialist to the core! It further shows the
absolute lack of principle of kkexk this Labour Government.

(iv) The requirement tlfiat grant aided students should enter specified kinds of
employment for a period =f after graduation, which might have the effect of
reducing applications.

It certainly would! This is an attack on the basic right of the individual
to decide his own life. But in its period of decline the capitalist system has
to turn on the very basics of its own philosophy! The "freedom of the individual"
counts for nothing when the profits of the monopolists are in question. Driven as
it is by the neecds of an historically doomed system the Labour Government is forced
to propose direct state intervention in a way that would not have been conceivable
even five years ago.

(v) Greater use of part-time and correspondence courses as alternatives to full-
time courses.

(vi) The possib:iity that the most able should have the opportunity to complete a
degree course i two years.

(vii) The possil:.lity kka of some students not prodeeding to a three year course,
but to a two year one with a different qualification.

(viii) The possible insertion of a period between school and university which
would give shhool leavers a better opportunity to formulate their views as to
whether or not thev wished to proceed to some form of higher education.

Theses four p..-.os have two things in common, first they are aimed at
cutting down the st .'~nt population, and secondly to steer the majority of
students to inereasingly less vocational training.

Of all the demands these raise most clearly the guestion of what education
is for in this society. Are we to consider ourselves merely as fodder whose job
it is to run %he ruling classes industries as smoothly and as profitably as
possible? Or has education something to do with human beings, to do with
benefitting humanity, human enecavour and achievement? . o

- Perhaps the employers will eventuglly propose aptitutude tests at a tender
age, in order that we should be saved from the worry of deciding our own future
with suitable punishments if we refuse, and incentives (i.e. non-imposition of the
punishment) if we agree. :

(ix) The more intensive use of buildings and equipment, including re-organization
of the adacemic year.

This hardly needs comment =~ instead of merely sitting in the aisles during
lectures let's take out the seats and stand upl As for the academic year, a working
party has already been set up to examine the four term year. The Box and Cox
expansion scheme, by which student intake is increasdd by 20% with no pgtallel
increase in expenditure and by which students alternate five weeks in college
with five weeks at home,

(x) More sharing of facilitits between adjacent institutions.
S8haring to eccnomise of course, not to allow deccent but unpopular courses to exist.



(xi) More home based students.

This would mean that choice of university, and consequently of coursdy would
be determined by geographical considerations, not on the candidates desires
or suitability. Working class students, who tmnd to come from crowded urban arcas,
are thus limited to already overcrowded institutions.

(xii) The def¥elopment of student housing associations, and other forms of loan-
financed provision for student residence.

These "student housing associations" might sound a good thing, but really
they will only place another huge debt on the students' shoulders. It would also
mean that students would be forced to loock for the cheapest possible lodgings, and
consequently put up with facilitiés that would be incomparably worse than even
the present inadequate ones.

(xiii) Some further increasec in student/staff ratios.

Note: further increase} Byt who wants to have a tutor, or talk to a lecturer
anyway? Perhaps the authorities intend installing closed-circuit televisiog. and
having only one lecturer for cach subject per university?

We can only fight these proposals if we oppose their underlying motivation.
We must counterpose to them a programme of demands that both answer the problems
students face and at the same time expose the cssence of the present educational
system.

PROPOSED DEMANDS.

That all college principals reject the document "University development in
the 1970s™ in its entirety.

That all college fees, halls of residence fees, and refectory prices be
frozen, with overseas students paying no more than any other student.

That the universities® be prepared to go into the red to provide satisfactory
courses and facilities, and should bring pressure to bear on the Government to
provide the extra finance.

That students should sit on all decisive bodies and committees of the
universities and colleges, and that all mectings of these be in public. The
finance in egch department in a college to be controlled by a committee of
undergraduates, postgraduates, staff and technicians from that department., All
correspondence between the principals and the Student Union Presidents to be made
public.

That the education and teaching system be reformed in such a way as to
enable students to parsue their work in full health and scrio usness so that they
can better equip themselves to fully understand society, and to work for a just
society for all mankind.

That there be full civil liberties for all students. Freedom of speech,
assembly, petition and travel and the right to demonstmmte against Government or
university injustice without reprisal. Also there be freedom of political
association for all students and lecturers,

That all spying on students, whether by police or college authopities stop
at once. The full mutonomy of student unions in every university or college.
No control of student unicns and their rights by university authorities. No state
control of student bodies.

That all ties between the universities and the military be broken. Abolish
all secret and classified research by the universities on behalf of warfare,

That there be a vigorous fight in every university and college to ensure that
the present NUS leadership ocarries on an all-out fight for an immediate increase in
grantss If this leadership fails to carry out this task then campaign to replace them

with a leadership which will place the intcrests of the ordénary student before its
OWne



THE STRUGGLE IN PALESTINE AND ARAB REVOLUTION  MIKE LOMAX

Tsrael and Zionism have aroused considerable sympathy on the left
in Britain. Israel is supported against the Arabs because of the
guilt and sympathy that the left feels towards the Jews,because of
the mass: murdes of Nazism. Zionists have played on these feelings
and have direcfed them into a pro-Israeli position by »
equating Anti-Semitism and Anti-Zionism, By this method the Arabs
have been made to bear the consequences of an essentially
Furopean problef.

For those on the left who need more concrete reasons the Zionist
left has been able to win considerable support for Imrael by stressing
its "progressive''and even "socialist" character. Aacording to the
political position of the observer,Israel is seen as an outpost of
Western democracy or a socialist island in a feudal and reactionary
sece This myth pictures Israel as a land of Kibbutzim,with workers!'
partics dominating the government and steering Israel in a socialist
divection.

The holders of this view must ask themselves why,if Israel so pro-
grensive is her foreign policy so reactionary. Everywhere Israel
giioorts the suppressors of independence and «+° v progress,
us i Algeria where Israel supported the French,or Viettiam where
ghe supports the United States., And why does Israel receive so
much support from Marshall Ky and Richard Nixon. It must also be
remembered that the kibbutzim(communal farms) comprise only 3% of
the population and 4% of the production of Israel: Israel's
prosperity is in fact received from Jews in the United States,

ts from the US government,or compensation from the German
government, This amounts to somewhere near £1,000 per head of the
populeiion 1n peak yearse

'1£ wes very eagy to see Israel as a progrecsive force in the Middle
Fnst when ihe forces oprosing her were tyrified Ly Jordan,Sa'udi

Apshla.and oven Tzvpt,and their policy iudentified from calls for
g jiand (ois wap) ez <nlis for the divs €6 be C-ivern into the ‘sea.
ot 3 g vien has tecized o such oo axtent foilowing the June

wihe o a1 oonis vh tho oft are Loniiag to rocimsider their

wopew el snend In bthe contiuing eculiraniation between
Jew and Arad is lhe lalesline Fidayeer {guerilla =voups). These groups
exprena the feeling of nuticnal identity of the Palestinian people

and their shrong dseire for rutional colf-delermina’ion - -something
wileh has previcusly boon ignomsd Y blie b regines whae either
wvanted o inize Faleotine towritouy (verdan) or were afraid of the
sonsequenses in thelr own couniries e - ~ © of allowing
a paticual libersfion struggle in Palestine (Egypt). They were

arly able to do this because the Palestinions balieved the promises

of the Axabh rules to liowrate Palestine, The Junes War showed
decisively thesrr inability to do this. The choice which faced the
Palestinians after the Arab defeat was either to give up all hope

of refurning to their homelsnd or to take up the struggle themselves.
Tihe rise cz the Fidaveen shows that they have iaken the road of
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T my articte I will try to show that the struggle of the Palestinian
pecple azairst Zionism is inseperable from the struggle agpinsf
ioperisaiiom in the middle east in generel and that Zionism is ¢losely
associ~ted wiih imperialist aims in the area, .I will try to show

that t.z =tmwecle ,which in essence is a struggle for mational rights

fetein s oed vihen it becomes a socialist revolution - a permanent
TR S e Bt IareEl aeeprosreds Ve Lol Y Wik Midale
hor vore Ly LEfEE Lo oran) S tikt
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».the'latak I9¢h vontury typified by the Dreyfus -affairs, This
has -a shock effect on many Jews wWho for perhaps the first
. time: came t0,realize their Jewishness. One of those Was
Theodor Herzle, the founder of politiecal Zionism, who was
‘himselfia, highly integrated Jew. He became convinced that
.. anti-semitism was an hereditary abberation of humanlty in
Europes In his,own, words "In Paris; as I have said,.
acheived a freerrattitgdaatewards anti-senitism, w 1ch 1
?ega@ $0 understand historically, and to pardon. Above all
recOgnlzed the‘emptiness.anﬂ futility of trying to combat
“anti-semitism". Another guote, this time from Y.L. Pinsker,
the fOunder of Zionism's ideology shows us the sssential
nature of Zioniem. "Now that we have grasped that Jew-
aigispali¥ing is. ahkipd of; hei reditery demonpathy, unique to the
R humanngaee fqh L, the :agﬁi,sam%tiSm inharent in the here-
dita ﬂy,aﬁﬁgga ions gg the human qpl:;t, we must draw.a con-
glus;pu W Lq% ig ;mponta £ gor 48, namely - Wwe rust give up

;ﬁ,,,fhe Jyercome tnep§%4of hatred, Just.as one
Gl i ‘% e .at % 3 3vechE any other psychological
= *~héfedlté%y’ rend" 'f? Piﬁéker - qto—emancipatlon)
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Zmﬂnismdﬂhares wiih_antﬁwsemitmsm 2> common premlse' that
-Jews ‘cannet 1ivé'a mormgl-lide as a.minlOrify amongst non-
~Jewse It can do-dawibetteritian guote Lucdien Wolf, a leader
~of British Jewry duringothe last world war, when he said
of: Zionism, "I've spent-all’my life fighting against .these

.V¥lEWS wh@n they“presented to me in the guise of anti-semitism."

In orden to establlsh the JeW1sh state in Pelestine the

Zmonists Were prepared to make a deal wich anyone who would
help them. Herzle appealed to both the Ottoman Emplre and to
Germanye- He wrote to the Duke of Baden in I898, "It is clear
that the.settlement of a neutral people on the shortest road
£t0 the east .can be of imiense. importance for the German

Orient<policye And what peOple is meant by that? That people

Which s eeesels comgeiled nearly everywhere tO join revolution-

ary,parties." The British ‘government was also approached.
Drs Dayyin . Weismgnn,a 1ead1ng British Zionist (he was res-
jonsible for the conversion of Balfour to Zionism) in I916

“formed the 'British Palestine Committee'. The only non-Jewish

member of this comiittee, ®he journalist Herbert Sidebotham,
claimed that it was the needs, political.and strategic of

. British, ppllcy,whlch defknatelyklnpllncd ‘the scales in favour

of Zlonism.,k' T D rJ Togoe nfclwa (g s v ¥ 3

“In I91‘7“’che,Bm,tls;1 Ssued ‘the 'pai*‘cur decldratlon, which
aﬁnouncea SEPPCVt for ‘the esta 1¢s¥ment of a Jewish homeland
SO Palestine. Thig was designed’ to Wln‘JerSh backing of
= M*Bﬁ¢ta;n'in the Pirst World War. It was later revealed that
rBritain had--earlier. agreed tO support Arab lndependenee in
tba same &raa e < :
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And in the Sykes-Picot treaty the British acreed to share tpe same
area as France : These schomes were revealed by the Bolsheviks who
discovered copies of secret agreements in the Czar's vaults. It was
consequently not a double but a triple cross which generated the
eventual collision of Jew'and Arab, and which until 1948 enabled
Britain to weild power in a divided lMiddle East.

Modern anti-semitism is rooted in the world decline of capitalism,
whose national boundries, cut-throat competition and lack of plann-
ing restricts the production forces of the world and squeezes out x
vubnerable nations and reoples who are too poor and weak to protect
themselves. In this faupcct Jews have common grounds with forces
the werld over who hive no recourse in their anti-imperialist
strugsle other than the path of socialist rewolution.

1 For the Jews to try to crcate any sori of stable capitalist
republid in the imaze of the classiczl canitalist states forged two
hundred years ago was, and is, utopian. bBut their efforts have
proved uscful for the imperialist powers, who have used Zionism
and Isrnel to divide snd rule the widliie east, and so have had
an intercst in ensuring Israel's survival. Tne basic Zionist aimg
defined as early as 97 = the establishment of a Jewish mation-
state in Palestine characterises Zionism as a specific form of
foreign domination - territorial colonialism. To achieve this aim
they had to establish a decisive Jewish mijority in Palestine;
this caused problems because right up until 1948 the Jews were a

, minority in Palestine. Zionism is therefore a new form of coloh~
:Eialism; it aims not to exploit the native population but to remove
é them and replace them. ;

= Obviously any population would resist such a movement, and the Arabs
e— resisted Zionism all the more striinly because at the same time as
the Zionists were moving into Palestine, Arab nationalism was

3- becoming the dominant force in the amrea. The fight against Zionism
=) has all along been oply another aspact of the strugglae against

+ Mforeign domination in the area.

?

lestern imperialism has always had a string interest in the middle

: 7€Q§t. In the nineteenth century British policy in the areca.

! revolved around the need to defend the route to India and so
British involvement in the &area graw.as the century progrossed.
In this century the interest @f imperielism in the arca has been oil,
After the collapse of the Ottoman Empirae, Britain and France
cgtablished their control over tae area by splitting it up into
small states, and installing regimes sympathetic to imperialism.

)

After tlic war and theitomination of U.S.imperialism qver Britain
and Freance, most of thd states in the arca achicved politiaal
independence, Since then impepritalism's holid on the arca has beecn
achieved by an alliance between .tha U.S, and Arab oligarchicse.

This has ensurcd the prafitable flow of Middle East oil to the West.
The imvortance of oil to tie weat is demonstratcd by the fact that
the west will deopcend on oigh uniil the last decades of the century,
and that the Miadic East habours more than half of the world's

total oil supply. Cil from the $iddle . East is by far the choapest
in the world. The cest of prod&%ing“&no barrel of crude @il in the
middle cast is L5 conis as against 1§63 dollars in the United States
and €2 conts in Venezucla. As tie eight giant oil companics fix
prices 1n the world market according to the cost of production at -
thac Guif of loxico, Midile East ©il is really -a gold minc.

Isracl has become an integral part of imporialist domination of the
Midéle Eask. She provides a uscful weapon to usc against the Arab
revoiuticen when the ruiing pro-western cligarchics faill. The joint
Lsrecli, Briiish and French attack on Egypt in 1956 proves .this
conclusiveiys Egypt had stepped out of lina by nationelising the! {
\ \ |



Sues. canali.-and by making friendly advances towards the
Communist countrics. A similar picture enmerges from the June
ware The Israeli attack came at a time when western interests
were increasingly threatened and pro-Western governments on
the verge of falling fron power. An editorial in the Dail
Telegraph a few days affer the war nade it clear why the

Yoot benefitted from the defeat of theArabs, "As a result of
the amazing victory by Israel, the whole balance of power

in the middle east has decisively changed. The world
should be profoundly grateful to Israel. President Nasser has
long been a danger to the west and world peacc." Isracl
becane the main eneny of all Arabs, and §0 reactionary rulers
were able to retain power by naking anti~Israell noises and
calling for national uvhity in the face of the eneny.

Although the Israeli victory tipped the balance of power °
“i4n the Middle East in favour of the pro-imperialist oligarche—
jes, the main goal of the Zionist-Inperialist aggression was

not acheivedy the Nasserite regie in Egypt and the Baathi
regime in Syria did not collaose, The Arab nasses identified
with the regimes which had proved to be the main eneny of
their encny, and forced Nasser to withdraw his resignations

The nogt inmportant consequence of the June war is the’
appearence of a Palestinian National Liberation struggle.
rThis has radically changed the whole situation in the area.
che rise of the Palestine fidayeen organisations and the
rapid, growth of the national consciousness of the Palestinian
pecple is due to the rise of a new generation of Palestinians
yho vose the problens in a radically different way to their
parents, and to dissillusiomment with the leadership of the
anti~imperialist and anti Zionist struggle in the areas
Nassserisn and the Baathe Palestinians played a prominant
part in these orgonisntions in the belief that they could
iead ¢ independence fron inperialisn and achieve sone kind
of Lioo unity, and then Palestine could be liberated by
arab urniess, The Palestinions have now finally taken the
struggle into their own-hands and have cone’to realise that
sne end of Zionist occupaticn is only the fulfillment of
-seir right to national--deternination, and that this can only
wa acheived by armed struggle.

fhe Arab regines seec the Palestinian fidayeen as auxiliar-
iés to thelr own foreces, carrying out nilitary operations
wehind eneny lines in order *o pressvre Israecl into inplenent-
ing the U.N., resolution. The fidayeen, of course, would not
accept such a solution which did not nean the complete
“iberation of Palestine fror. Zionisn. This is the essential
vontradiction which exist between the Arab regines and the
Palestine Naticnal Liberation Movenent. The Palestinians, by
taking the struggle into their owm hands, have given the
gtrugglle o relative autonomy. The Arab regines can no longer
~mipulate the struggle for their own ends. The nearer the
noig four" powers cone to inposing a "peaceful" solution om
he arga, the nore acute becones the contradiction. betwecen
she regines and the fidayeen and the nore pressure will be
out on the Arab regines to ligquidate the guerillass:
~  The Arab Revolution is the struggle which has been going
on. in. the Middle East since the beginning of the century,
+0o rid the aregof foriegn domination. The petit- bourgeois
regines of Syria and Egypt are the furthest points of this
struggle. They have heen proved incapable of acheiving
conplete independence fronm inperialisn or liquidating Zionisn
‘n Palestine. The gromth of the Palestinion struggle narks
a new .stage in the Ara. Revolution and provides the way
ahead in. both sectaors of the struggle: anti-inperialist and
aunti~Zionist:1%T is the policy of Israel which is providing
the concrete neans of comnecting the two struggles. The

-,
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classioc Israeli response-t0 the operations of the fidayeen
is attack agoinst the neighbouring Arab countries, to try to
nake them control the fidayeen and start negotiations. By
doing so Israel is digging its own grave and that of the
noderate Arab recgines as wells Each Israel raid shows the
iinits beyond which no Arab regine can go in Opposition to
7ionisn. The linits are set by a comnom allegience to
inperialisn and the inability of the petit-bourgetois reginess
40 achieve independence —~ political or econonic -~ fron
inperialisn. The nasses ask thenselves, "if our government
is so opposed to Zionisn why do they arrest and try to

anash the Palestinian fidayeen.™ This has led to ~ a
cituation in which the fidayeen.cammot be crushed without -
facing the forces in the country which are nost violently
anti—~inperialist and anti-capitalists. This is what has
nappened in. the Lebanon recently when the bourgeois govern-
nent's attenpt +to crush the guerillas was foiled by the
TLebanese workers, peasants and smudegts, the very groups
+his hourgeoisie exploits: internally. The anti-Zionist
struggle is nerging with the class strugglc.

—  The struggle of the Palestinian people 1s a national

“struggle and yet it has no nationgl solution. The logic of

events leads then into opposition to the Arab reginese

The victory over Zionisn is: conditional on the victory of
she Arab revolution, which will only finally -suceceed when
it becones a workers and peasants revolution aining at the
eatablishnent of an Arab Socialist Republic with full

rights of gelf-deternination for Jews and a2ll other national
rinorities,

A defeat for Israel does not nean as soOne Zionist
supporters in the west have clained, that all Jews will be
niriven into the seas" The fidayeen have nade it clear that
they only require the.ending of Zionist domination of
2alestine, Israel as the state of Jews throughout the world,
ond the return of the Palestinian people t0 their honese.

“n the words of the Platforn of El-Fatah, the largest
fidayeen group, "El-Fatah is not fighting against the Jews
as an ethnie or religious comnunity. It is fighting against
the Zionist and colonialist state of Isracl, with its racist,
theocratic and expansionist structure."

The Middle East 1is one of the nost inportant areas: for
inperialisns. A successful soecialist revolution in this arca.
7ould be a great blow to inperialisn and a great step ‘
forward in the fight to establish a world socialist systen.
It is essential that socialists in the west realise the
inportance of the Palestine National Liberation struggle
in this process and give thelr conplete solidarity t0O the
Palestinian fidayeene

Viarxiat Youth Journal is the youth bulletin of the ING.
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