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ECONOMIC
FHEORY ano THE CLABS STRUGGLE

The revisionists who attacked Stalin in 1956 and after made a pre~-
tence of attacking him for deviating from Marxism. Perhaps mary of
them believed at the time that they were upholding Marxism against
Stalin's distortions of it. But in objective fact "Stalin's err-
ors" meant "Marx's errors'", The substance of the revisionist pos~-
itiorn was not that Stalin distorted Marxism but that Marxism was
erronecus. But theory tends to lag behind practice: the revision
~-ists broke with Marxism in practice long before they began to write
off "Capital" in thelr theoretical
CONTRITT 3 Wfi'bil’lg%. It I'eq'U.j_I'ed a decade of
revisionist practice Dbefore they

Economic theory end the cless = became daring —-or degenmerate—-

struggle-P,I. enQugh o openly attack "Marx's

Tugoslavia Part 4--pagec 8. errors", Recently the first gom=-
The 'Internationalists'-paio Toprehensive Yrefutation" of Copital
Sey Uncle! Review.- pagel4. by a modern revisionist made its
Reader Letter--pagel5. appearance: "Economics And Ideo-
Unity Theatre--page I7. logy" by R.L. Meek.

'THE COIITUNIST' is published by ey
Dave Laurie for the COiZDNIST In Capital Marx undertook %0 rev-

TORKERS ORG.NIS.TION, eal the laws of motion of capital
LIIL corresr-ondence should be =1ism, Scientific socialism bagsed
sent to Dave Leuris, - itself on Marx's analysis of cap-

75, Cromwell ave., Lonlon N.6. itgliam and_its contradictions. If
this analysis was false then the
sgientific nature of Marxism was
an illusion giving comsolation and idealistic dreams to the oppre-
ssed, as with Chrisiianity 1900 years ecarlier. lieek quite defina-
tely regards Marxism, not as a science, but as just another ideckgy,
which 100 years ago took note of certain superficial phenomena o T
capitalism but by no means made a scientific analysis of its esse-
ntial laws. He writes:
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ideolozy, which I00 yeaxs a2-c took mote of certain superfi-
cial phenonowma of capitalism but by no means made a scientific
analys¥s of its essential laws. He writes: "Now it is a simple
fact .that most of liarx's 'laws of motion' have not refealed them
selves on the surface of ecomomic reality, at any rate during
the last quarter of a century and at any rate in the advanced
cepitalist countries...Clearly we should not'blame? Marx for ths
any more than we should. "blame"™ Ricardo for the even worse failu
re of most of his predictions. In Marx's time the 'tendencies
which he described and angclysed had in fact Dbeen reveeling them-
selves on the surface of econcmic reality-or at any rate were
commonly believed to have Leen doins so (ny emphasis; B.C.)-for
some comsiderable time. ALl ilarx really did was to extrapolate
these tendencies into the future.”" (Paze I09.)

S0 it is not even certain thst liapx even 5eve an aoccurate desc-
ription of the surface phenonoma of mid-I9th. century capitalism:
MeeX thinks he misht only have retniled what 'were commonly bel-
leved' to have been the surface phenonoma. ilerx might only have
compiled a list of popular illusions about the superficial aspect
of the system, and mistaken these illusions about Superficieliti-
es for the fundemental Iaws of motion of the sy stemds In other
words, lMarx, as far as ¢ scientifice politicel economy goes, was¥k
either & foocl or he was o bloody fool.

Meek zives what he considerd to be the main laws of motion that
lierx cleimed to discover: I. Falling rdte of profit; 2. Increas-
ing severity of cyclical crisis; 3,°Concentration of capital ;

4; Increasi ng misery of proletar~it,

He comments: "Now of these four lavs T think it is fafr to say
that during the last half-can tury only the third has manifested
1tself on the surface of reality in 2 reasonably unambiguous
manner, at any rote in the more advanced capitalist countries,
In the case of the other three laws, things turned out to se
substaentinlly different from whet Linrx expected". (Pase I26/7).
Or in plain lanzusze they were'nt lows et &11, :

THE BOURGEOIS TORKING CL.SS.

»

L closer look at liseks couments on the lew of the inerersing
misery o7 the proletorint —ill be rekevant to 2 controversy thet
hes gsone on in the anti-revicionist moveriant since I964.

Since I966 the Finsbury Comrmunist iSsocintion hes been peddling
the notion that the British working cless is o lsbour aristocrany
vhich collnborntes with the British imperialists to exploit the
coloninl workers in return for a shere in the Surplus value ext-
racted from the cclonial workers by irperislism, . This wa$ crit-
icised frouw 2 llarxist point of vie: meinly By the late Frenk
Shieff of Forum, and@ by the C.7.0. The F.C.L. replied with the
ery of'trotskyist?, :

Lt e public meeting of the 'Spirit of Bandung Committee! held in
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tiaych I968 an Lmerican journalist, Lirs. Edwards- ' expeanded on O
the F.C.lhe view, expleining thot the workers in the imperieslist
countries are a2 lzbour aristocracy whose objective class intgrqst
lies in helping imperirlism to suppress the national liberation
movements. Strikes in the imperialist countries, she declared,
were strugzles beteen vorious imperinlist forces to determine a
the sharing out of imperinlist super profit. The objective cl-ss
interests of ths working class as-a vhole in the ilmperialist
countries to suppress the notional liberntion struggles which
endancered liperislist exploitation.

These fascist views were put forward in the neme of liarxism ahd
were enthusiestically supported bty the F.C..., (I.Kenna declerir
that even the workers on nsational assistance ~rents were partiof
the ‘priveleged labour aristocracy), A.H.Evans (editor of Briteins
first anti-revisionist peper in I964), cnd thirty or forty stud-
ents.,

Theoretical support for these views is toc be found only (apart
from fascism, Toryism and socifl-denocracy) is the ultra=-right
7ing of revisionism, emuong the llarx critics, Ligek, like lirs,
Bdwards, the F.C..L. etc., equotes the valiie of labour-pover with
subsistence wases: with "'subsistence' in the ordinery sense of
the word" (Pezell), i.e. just ~bove storvetion level. Labour.
povver sells above its value if wanes encble the worker to buy
such 'luxurious' as television sets. 1lrx expected that wea-es
would remein at subsistence level-or o dotm from it. That is-
the metning of of the lew of increassing misery. ".,.ths predi-
ction of "'incres~sinsg misery' was not a minor or incidental part
of Marx's anelysis. On the contrary, it formed &n essential and
extreriely irportont constituent of his ~eneral theory of the
transition from cepitalisr to socialism....nd the prediction of
'increesing misery' is not by any mecns the only cne of liarx's
predictions which has been falsified by the facts: it is merely
the leading species of a ~enus —which embraces o si-nificant
number of Lierx's most fouious and most cruecial 'lavws of motion of
capitalism® ", (Paze I26).

"The most effective ansver I have heard to those who deny these
facts was given at a meetin: by lir. J.RCanpbell held‘'e few yeors
8:0..+'I 1ive in a typicel London working class suburb!, sa &
tir. Caompbell,' and my nei-hbours are typical London workin~ cla-
$s people. If those neishbours of cine ~re the end-product of

a lonz historical process of 'impoverishment' 211 I cen say is .
that their srendfathers must have been rich men' ", (Page I23).

In fact what lleek, Campbell etc. ridicule is their om coricature
of the larw of increesin~= misery which they put forward many years
@70 in the name of liarxism, and which they nov refute as liarx's’
law. 1ilarx never susjested that there w-s a lew of ebsolute imn-
overishment, He did not define the value of labour as the cost
of meinteining it ot mersinally 2btove stervation level. His
7ates theory did not recosnisc any upper lizit except the total
product. He wrote ¢ pamphlet to refute the notion thet there
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wes ‘an 'iron lav of waces!'! thot made trede unjon. activity
futile., He descrited the value of labour historically es the
cost of reproducing lebour power 8t the living stendard which
the workign cless could compel the bourzecisise to recognise as
normal (or viece versa). It is established historicnlly in the
cless struggle, not physioclogically (Only its lower limit, star-
vetion level, is established by physiolozy).

The pseudo iiarxist bourgecis intellegentsia (iieek Dobb Rt
etty bourzeoisie (Kenna etc.,) 2nd the labour aristécracy
Campbell etc.,) have no subjective experience of the conditions

of life of the mass, of. the workers in Britein, end between them

haeve not as much of the scientific outlook as a flea. Their
arcuements are the exacts. ersuements put forzard by Bernstein

in I897. Ll1 they see is the incressed quentity of things in

in the capitalist morket. They see only the rise in money ve;es

They dont bother to find cut to what extent thisis mere infla-

tion, and how much soes in direct and indirect =1 taxcs.

They dont bother to find out the increasing percentase of wases

that «~o@s in rent.

If we teke the case of 2 married worker with only one chilad, vho
~ets & teke -home pey of £I5 per Teek (end who is therefore, nows
here neer the tottom of the working class in this respect) end
—ho. has to rent 2 furnished room-can it be sgid that the social’
misery which he has to underzo is less than & worker in an eguis
volent position hed to underzo before 1914%(..s to the 'luxury'. i
items such 28 television sets “.:which the onpurtunists always
mention in this respect: these. extemmdi social oppression in
the cultural field and disrupt the elements of working cl ss.
culture. Religicn wos not resarded by ilarx s & luxury but as
an opiate. Tclevision in & bourjecis society has the same :
function ns relision, and it certzinly has not 2 higher content
of culturéel): .

larx's lew of misery refferred to social misery. ‘Social misery
is not an absclute (as starvation is) but e reletive matter. It
is judped by stenderds which are established sccielly not phys -
iclogically. To represent.it.as a law of absolute impoverish-
ment is to cericoture iierxism. .nd it -is doubtful whethexr abso-
lutes can be meesured in this respect apart from the absolute
fact of starvation. (This matter needs more comprehecnsive trea-
tment than it con recicve here).

" STLLIN'S ERRORS ".

" My ceneration of liarxists were brouzht up to believe that mess

unemployment could never be sradicated under capitalism; 2md it

is not very ;ong asc sSince We were told on the hishest authority

that the industries of the major capitolist countries would ope-

rate more and riore below cepacity in the post-unr world", (P;rg)
2
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Jemes Connolly said that the only true prophets were those who
carved out the future which they predicted. Stalins prediction
ebout the world market was.certainly slso a statem:nt of intent.
It has besn prover wronz. No one can deny-that. Things have
turned out better for capitalisui, in the short run, them Stelin
predicted "in I952. Stelin was wrén3. Ilieek points out that he
was wronze. This too is no mere acedemic observati on, Lisek and
his ilk do not only point out that Stelin's predict on wes felse:
they were instrumentel in mekingz it false. Stalin's predidtion
about capitalist industry workin~ more and more belcw capalty  was
*disproved' mainly by the economic and political consequences of
de-Stalinisation.,. b

At a critical moment in the ZJevelopient of the cogpitalist w rld
marke t modern revisionism came to the 2id of capitelism. It
liquidated a zreat part of the socialist camp, disrupted the
anti-colonial strugzgles, fecilitoted the developuent of neo-col-
onialism and thereby greatly relievéd the pressure on the w tld
market. If, over the past IS5 years, there hod been & united soc-
iel ist camp famom ths Pacific to Central Europe, continuoisly rev-
olutionising itself internally and developing farther and farther
away from capitelism, and pursuing & coherent revolutioneary poli-
ey externally (and it wes on the bpsis of such 2 situation that
Stalins prediction wn~s made) there is no doubt that the cyclicel
crises of capitalism would have been far more severe than they
have been and that cepitalist industry would have been forced to
work increasingly below capacity; and it is more than likely thet
the absolute ~rowth of the cepitalist world merket would have
been stopped, which would spell absclute doom for capitalism.

The only reason why this has not happened is because of the
seizure of power by the modern revisionists in the Soviet Union
and R.Burcpe. This ahs led to a considerable extension o the
capitaelist world market (there is no doubt about this: even the
revisionist World ilarxist Review continuously statés that the
U.S.S8,R. and the U.S... belonz to the same market).

The'Keynesian Revolution'

/nd 1t is not:- a matter of a Keynseien revolution but of » revisin-
ist counter-revoluticn. But of course lieek prefers to talk about

a 'Keynesian Revolution' than esbout his own treeason. ~He writes:
" liarx did not appreciate that 'Bour=eois' economics would even-
tually come round to 2 frank and widespread recognition of the . =
fact that the economic proecess wes not =fter all free . (%~

from 'inherent hitches® ". (Parse I82).

In ilarx's day ehdé in the half century followins his denth, boyr-
zeois econcmic theory was virtuslly useless to the capitalist ieco-
nomy, Its function wes to en~ender metaphysical confusion in the
field of political economy in orfler to hold back the politizal
development of the workin~ class movement. But in the past half-
century the capitalist system has come close ‘tc denth twice. In
I9I8 it oined o reprieve throush the development of sociel-democ-

& (i
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racy. I_ the I950's it z2ined o second reprieve throush the =
development of Kruschevite revisionism. By the I930's bourceois
economic theory had become gn gbsurdity. It wes producing books
gb out books 2bout bocks. The development.of the Soviet Union and
the chronic slump of the I930's drove it ‘inte the hecds of certdin
bourseois economists thct unless something drestic wos done thers
w2s very little future for the system. Then there Yesensa fran-
tic of economic processes with the ot ject of enablin~ the capita-
list class to teke steps to modify the trade cycle. Keynesianism:
was born. - . : : :

Keynesianism, and the more modern input-output enalysis, di¥ not,
es has been claimed by the revisionists, make bourzecis politiesal
economy scientific oncé asain. They did not conesmn themselves
with political economy. Theyore mere developments of ecomomic
technmique which ensble the capitelist state to iriervens in the
trade-cycle. Keynes and Leontiev were no more political econc-
mists than cost accountants of market reseaerchers are, = 1 ‘
Keynesianism, coupled with the .development of mofern ‘revisionsim-
has ;enabled capitalism to modify its trade cycle & as tc avert &
slumps of: the vre-war -.2i. kind. But the boom tnd the slump are
annexample of the unity of opposistes. The messtres teken to
modify the slump mean that a boom of the old kinc becomes imposs-
ible, since the slump was a -product of the beom ond vica versa,
The effect of these measures is 2 more or less chronic state of
exisis, : : -

{

The historicel laws of capitalism have not been eliminated by the
'Keynesian method'. ..ng Keynes 2nd his successors aave not had a
word tq say about these lavs., Ther are strictly bussiness economi-
sts: not political econcmists. The revisionists to- have substi-
cuted economic technique for politiceal economy, anc thus hove
become Keynesians,

There is nothing in ilerx's writings which denies the possibility
of the bourseoisie, if the system lasted lens enougt, finding &
out enouzh about the functionin- of the trede cycle %o mcdify its
functioninz. If they had abolished the tradc cycle <hey would
heve proved Liarx wrons. They have not 2bolished the “rade cycle:
whetever illusions oppurtunists like iLieek may wish to circulate,
the specialist ecomomists of the bourszecisie heve themselves no
illusions on that score. : :

Lieek also rejects the llarxist theory of value (i.e. the “heory that
the value of a2 coummodity is the amcunt of. soecially necas:ary lebour
time neede’d for it s reprcductien). This theory, he sejys, is ,
Tearfully abstrude end complicated. It had; he concedes, 1 cettdn
polemical rise’in llerx's day, but it has Aow become worthless

(See Paze I05), He cuotes a bourzeois obscurantist, Joen Rcbinson
who thought it btad fcrm thaet iBrx -should dra~ his Thoozy o2 labow
into even his theory of prices.: ieek thinks that that was.aa 4
izht in, the T9th. contérv. but: " Todey...it doss seem.to me thaw.
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Liarx's methed of making the quantitative tie up between economics
and sociolozy tends to obscure the impotenée of the infusion of
siciolopgy rather then the reversel". (Page I06~Trenslation: If it
keeps on harping about sbout class exploitation 21l the time,
varxism will find it more difficult to make headway with the
btourgecisie). ™ IN my more heretical moods I sometimes wonder...
whether much of recl immportance would not be lost from the lLiarx-
lan system if. the quantative side o« the anclysis of relative pre
es were conducted in terms of something like the traditional
supply end demand epperatus..." (Pa-e I06).

1

Generations cf bourgeois economists, fom Petty to Ricario, labou=-
red to see beyon® mere price fluctuations, the most superficial
aspect o the system, to its besic laws. Buildins on their work
Liarx laid bare the fundementals of the system. The workingz cless
learned from liarx how te abolish the system of capitelist class
exploitation and build socialism. .nd now in the neme of iiarx-
ism, revisionism would have the workuns class abandon Liarxist
political economy and zo back to & supply ond demend algebra of
which ilerx is contemptucus in Capital,

Thy does revisionism propose that? Becouse Like Keynesiecnism its
objective is to help the functioning of ceapitalism. Ther is no
foubt about this. The only use which lieek sees for Capital in a
'Keynesian' economy is that it '.,.may still be useful @s e sort
of awful werning of what misht happen if the tempo of social
lezislation and trade union ectivity were ellowed to sladken".

(PE.’{;G 109) .
..part fiom thet, "what now remeins of liarxian economics...?"(ibid)
Very little. K lieek has 21lready written a&an obiuary on iiarxism:
"In-the long run, let us face it- ncne of us can expect to ~o down
in history es more than just another cenius: and no one is exempt
from the universal lew of the mutability end eventuel diffusion of
all systems of tho@®zht". (Paze I28).

Lleek sees Liarxism as alreedy livinsg in'diffueion'.. (and clearly
trinks it should have “iffused about I890). 1In its diffusion
certain aspects of it will be absolved by bourgeocis economic theg:
there will be a'sort of infiltretion of llarxism ideas into econ-
omic theory'! (He uscs the words of Joan Robinson, who has been ~
levouring since the I930's to brins about the 'diffusion' cf liarx-
ism)s This 'infiltration' hes 2lreedy cccurred to sSome extent.
Lven an unmistakeéble veourrecis Xike Roy Hairod is now @ bit of a
llorxist it secus,

Under the influence of the 'mishty impulse ~iven by Keyhes', Bour-
5eols - economic theory has teccme scientifif." Keynes helped to
pave the way for a new type of economic thinkin~ which mey well
transcend 2ll previocus econcmic systems™. Becasuse of the inedeqa~
acy of linrxism, and the develepment of scientific bourizscis theo-
ry, 'for the first time in.the history of modern economics some
kind of'synthesis' has now been possible' (Page 222).
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Lisrxism is to be scrapped except far -certein aspects of which
cen find.c place in the .economic tuchnlque of ~capitalism.

ileck must of course dwsa;vcc with la ”’s statement tha® after the
of chamﬂo(1827) the bourgeois i, bscause of the strength of the
worgingz clas muvcment bacomg inc apw}lo of further developing
the "science OL ph I+103¢ econcmy; and that bourmecis economists
then ceased to be Scientidts and became ‘hired prize-fighters'

of the .bouirgeoisie g - » 5

It mast be concoeded thet it would be misleading to . ... describs

lieek a8 & prize-fighter, . He%s mors like e spiv, '
BLlifford,
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YUGOSLLVI. . PiRL 4,

PRI i om RIS

Support for Scuth Korea.

—— s

Titols :ﬁip concern 2fter breaking with the scciclist camp wes
vo establi rosiuion for Yugoodavia -~monsz the 'neutrel' coun-
s

triss, ang rfollawi ng for Yugosiav iju goc1u11 sm amongst
the ncn«gomh 381 31y in thor countiics.

It een .ar That the usefulness of this position
gito cecawe especially clecr. Then the war broke
out f the Yugoslav Federation of Jjournglists
{ nlso ew »f Inte:national Lffairs) wrote::

R I8 Pirs Tf.-all who is g8ilty of azaression
3 metionel /Jffairs 27-7-1950)
Teng +~X1’i“:? ¢ uo Bl ines ot 'On tre Problem of asmer-
taini ; ifs ] i in the main Yusgoslav
Enslish g’ - Jou Review OL Internationai Lffairs).
The question ol 0323605101’ i5S not Seen in class terms nét even
in . national terms, but cioaked in lezslism and moralisina.

However, while & wore openly politicel line bezen to
emerge-a Line wiich opposed North Korsza and suppowrted Scuth Korea
and imperialism; In Septerber 1950 the Lidnister of Torlegn
L0Teirs, Kerdelj mede an offical statement: :
"Yugoslavia hes....always supported the rlxht of the
Korean people to unificatbi Lon, to independence and to
elect their own zovernennt: hu chdose a way of life
without ony influence from for iesn powers. Unfortunately
this d1d not come to pass «in Korea. This country beceame
the objeﬂf of strusale between foriecm interests, stru"N—
ling for domination of the world...". (therefors )- °..the
armed cctions of the North Korsmn sovernement are not
leadin::bp the true liberation of the peoplel. ..

o
@
»J (..')
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"the peoples of Yuszoslavin cannot help ocomparinzg the
events in Korea with the fagt that the furiously agz-
‘ressive cémpaisgm being carried on ceaselessly with
sociclist Vuf031<viu by the Cominform movernments,
headed by the UsS.S.Re.s. -
/11 their clemour Mbout peace and the a:qressiveness:
of others will not be 2ble to conceel their sheare of
the responsibility for the war in Korec -nd the threat
to world peace in <=energl". The YTuzoslav sovernment
was coling to take a neutrsl stmd.

- Thus the official position of the Yusoslav revisionists was that

the South Korean puppet zovernment was the innocent party in the

~.war. The fect that but for the U.S. it would nerver have come :into

exli stance, let 2lone meointaindd itself, was not mentioned =t all.

Because the socialist camp supoorted the North Koregn gove nment

~(whiech was actuelly composed of anti- Jopagnese fascist fishtcrs,
vho had liberoted the country) it was labelled the 2ggressor,

However, we can agree with one aspect of Kardelj's statement: he
comparés the opvositiocn of the socialist countries to South Korea
with their opposition to Yugoslavia. He does it to 'prove' the
ag:ressive nature of socialism to:ards suppoedly 'peace-loving:'!
neo-cdlonies like South Korea &nd Yugoslavia, but he only 'susc-
eeds in throwing mud at himself by coupling counllng Yuvoslav1a
with’ reactlonarj South Korea .

The 'Review of International Affairs' developed an all-out att-
ack on the socialist forces in Korea. Editorials refferred tao:"
"the attack on South Xorea"---"the anggressive policy of the
U.S.S«R.. eand the policy of suppressing liberation movements of

peoples fighting for ™ :-:. ., unification and sel-determination",
"Korea was being used by lloscow for the attainment of its imper-
islist policy".(27-9-50 and 4-7-5I). “hen the Chinese comrmuni-

sts came to the help of the ahti-imperislst foreves, Kardelj said:
* just as we weer ageinst the North Koreen attack om South Korea
and just as we were against the armed intervention of the U.N,
forces, so we must Le against the Chinese intervention in Korea,
also". (3-I-5I).

By opposing uhe anti-imperialist forces in the Korcan war th
Yugoslav modern revisionists enabled meny of the pseuGo—left for-
ces all over the world to escape from the unpleaseant duty of supp-
corting the anti- 1‘mpelallst 51de. For instance the trotskyists
'International Socialism' groun in england also felt able to

adopt a neutral position. There can te no doubt that there are
similar pseudi-left forces todey who would wish for a Trotsky or

a Tito with sufficient ountar revolutionary guts to attack Ho

Chi Minh and relesse them from the embar13351nply awkward posi-
tion of heving to .supvort a Stalinist revolution because of its
porularity. Of course these counter-revolutionary tendencies

have only enough couraze to attack the Vietnamese revolution in the
glaring publicity of the putlic houss.
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OTHER YUGOSLAV FOREIGN POLICY.

It should also be mentioned It'should @los be men¥ioned that Tito
supported the Union of Egypt and Syria in I958.

" The union of Egypt and S/rla...lq now a powerful cemtre of atta-
action for the AraL peoples and also constitutes a2 solid base for
stabilising peace in thot part of the world."(Report to the 7th.
Congress of League of Yugoslev Comrunists).

This union took place for the principle reason of smashing the
strong Syrian communist and left movement which wes too strong for
the Syrian ruling classes to crush on thefr own. (See The Commun-
ist. August I967) '
In lpril I953 B.Vukovic wrote an artitle in the Review of Interma-
tioﬁal Affeirs explaing the nature of the U.3. This article ‘in its
‘way 1s a masterpiece of apologetics for imperialism. He explains *
that ghe U.S. did not have an eggressive policy beccuse it is econ-
omically powerful. ™"In the contemporary world the chief dangeyr. to
world peace comes from the Soviet Union and its aggressive policy".
However Vukovic finds it rather hard to explein why the Soviet
union always supported the revolutionury forces end the U.S. the
reactionary forces. The answer is simple. The Soviet Union 'horn-
esses' the coloniel movement to its ends. This forces the U.S. to
"compromise in several plages wbth obsolescent colonialism. If the
U.S. did not do this it would bte defeated and then the liberation
movemsents would find out about the *imperialist character of the
U.S.S.R.". So its all really for their om good.(!).

THE U.S.S.R. and YUGOSL.LVI...

In our urtlcles up to the present we have shown how economlcalLy L
and politically Yugoslavia under Tito became pregressively more en-
trenched in ca pltnllsm how the economic 'reforms' brought atout am
unplﬁnned free market uconomy ovento investement by 1mperlollsm.
The only thing that the Yugoslcv modern revisionists cennot fairly
be ‘accused of is 1ncon°1°tency. Since I948 they have pursued a st-

eafy ourse. It is therefore a good indication when judging the
polltlcs of other countries and paliticcl trends to examine their
attitude to Yugoslavia.

Up to I955 the U.S.S.R. and Eastern Eurone Ste“?fastlj opposed the
Yugoslav rev151on1uts eand exposed the un-iierxist nature of their
-polltlos. So firm wes this attitude that even trede ceased betw-
een them. Yugoslavie even appealed to the U.N. in I951 to get the
socidlist countries to tehave. The motive factor in this firm
attitude was the communist leadership of the C.P.S.U., under Stalin,
which took the initiative in exposing modern r~v1Q1onlsm.
However, after Kruschov had consolidated his position - esStalins
usurper the Soviet attitude underwsnt & very sharp chenge. .Krus-
chov became a ~man of peace much like Titc. In June I955 Kruschev
visited Belgrade where he ceme to an understanding with Tito.
Kruschev declared: :
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"we heve seen thet in spite of the difficuljies experienced by
Yugoslavi. as’'a result of the disturbance in relations with our
two countries, Yugoslavia has not sacrificeé her soveirenty end
1@s completely preserved her national independence in face of the
ilperialsit camp”. (7orld News. I8-6-I955).

It only seemed that way!

The two revisi nist leaders signed the Belgrade Declaration, emon-
gst .the principles of . which were the

~" recognition and promotion of peaceful cccxisStance of peopleas,
irrespective of their ideologiczal differences and differences in
social struchure, which presupposed co-operetion hetween 2ll states
in the sphere of internationel relctions in génerel and cconomic
and culturel relations in partictilar...
cessation of any and all forms of propegands end misinformation am
all other activities which sow distrust...
recognition of the fact thet the policy of milit ry blocs heightens
intemational tension, undermines confidence between pecples and
increases the danger of war",

o
o

ation as being'in accord with the interes
of the working class in all countries® (3-6-I955); whilst the
Peoples Daily (Peking) descrited os'le ¥ing ¢ good effect on the
world situation® (Ses orld News I8-6-I955)., Here it must be
pointed out that this was not only e complete change in principle
. for the C.P.3.U. but also for the C.P.C., for up to that time China
hadd disappointed its libeiel fens by completely supporting the exp-

osure and isolation off Tugoslav revisionism.

~hat heppened is r ally quite simple. In all the Communist Pecrties
there is a constant struggle betwsen oppurtunism and Liarxism,
~Lfter the 2nd. TWorld Tar the oppurtunism in these parties on a
world wide-scale took on the form of modernrevisionism, The
- fugpslav C.P. was the first C.P. in which the oppurtunist side
captured the control of the PRty .
In the C.P.S.U,, St

Stalins decth left the I~ rxist forces leaderless
and in their struggk
b6

e wiht the opourtinist forces they too lest.

. The C.P.C. was no excepition. L long struggle took plece and is
still taking place between these two: sides, In I955-57 the oppur-
tunist forces were dominant. They threw the wieght of the C.P.C.
behind Soviet revisionism, and thus helped to isolete the ilarx st
forces in all the CP's(for it is strenge thet this abrupt turn in
policy was accepted s¢ meekly). However the oprurtunist forces in
the C.P.C. were not able to maintain their dominent position for
-more ‘than a- couple of ysars. The merxist forces were fortunate
in still having their Yeadership hended by lico and weroc able to
continue struggling until they were able to regain the upperhand.
The result of their greduel regaining of control was confused
period in I957~63, when the international communist movement was
Subject to e mixture of revisionist =nd marxist principles.

Next months erticle will continue to examine the attitude of the
international movement towards fugoslavia--- /ngela Clifford.
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THE INTERNLTIONLLISTS.

It is now roughly a year since the 'Internationalists' group made
its appcarence in London, btut no attempt to assess its significane
has vet been meéde in the anti-~revisionist movement. The Internat-
ionalists 'Necessity for Change' conference held last fugust was
published in the preceeding months in 'Jorkers Brosdsheet', and
anti-revisionists were urged to support-it. Subsegquently the
L.7.C. decided that the Internationalists leadership was oppurtu-
nist, but failed to give the rcasoms for this change of opinion.
.t the finel day of the conférence & number of anti-revisionist
groups, including the L...C., the Camden Communist lLiovement, and
the Finsbury Communist ..ssoc., delivered messages of support for
the Intemationalists, while subswquently dismissing them In prec-
tice, though making no attempt to asscs their significeénce.

If the approach of the anti-revisionist groups to the Intcernatic-
natibdnaelists had been more princinled ti is possible thet the dev-
elopment of the Internetionalists womld have been more positive.

In fugust I967 the Intemmationalists was ~a vigourcusstudent

movemt with great potential. It was not 2 llarxist movement, though
lerxism wes talked about. But up to thet point it wes ubdoubted-
ly o positive movement, e¢nd it could only heve developed by becom=-
ing iliarxist. It éid mot become Lierxist, and inevitably it degen-
erated. It beceme.: a petty-bourgecis movem ent parodying lMarxism. ... .
It ceased to have a positive content end became & source of con-
fusion. It tecame merely one more of the many groups which are
obstacles to the development of & liarxist movement.

A

A good wxample of how itparodies llerxism is its view of theory and
prectice. . Supporters of 'The Communist® who attended the 'Interc-
nationalists' conferenvge in .ug. I967 criticised the view of the
Internatiohalists leadership that practice was alweys primery, sh-
owing that this was contrary to liarxism, and showing that in the
present situation in Britain theoty is primary. Subsecquently the
Internationelists mcdified their position: _

"Starting from the hictus tetween theory end precticex we c2n See
that society is divided into classes of opposing interests antag-
onistic to one another, e.g., producers...ondexploiters...

e can see: that the guardians of thex hiotus help the tourgecis

tlass and the exposers of the hioctus help the proletarian class,

(Thought Contrel page 21) "Under impericlism the hiatus between

theory cné practice comes to meturity...The hiatus between theory
and prectice is the ideclogiccl effect of the system of exploita-
tion and ths consequent alienation of the producer from the produ-
ct" {The Heitus Between Thecory and Practice page 2) "This is the

system in which thecry and practice have become diocmetrically oppa-

‘sed ontities 'ibid vage 4} "The hiatus betwecen theory ond practie-
wes 2n odvence from the retrogressive feudel conscicusness.

Capitalism was progressive in it's corly stages because it provided

the masscs with o scientific theory of the rights thaot 2 men cen obk-

gin in particular conditicns"(ibid psge 5).
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Here a number of pndints arise: 'hy use the word 'hiztus!' insy;ed_
of. 'contraediction®, if btoth meen the scue thing, since contradiction
is the term always used in llarxism? Secondly hiatus (= gap) does
not meen ‘the same thing as ccntradiction, nothing like it. Thirdly
even if it did the statement is wrong-or even mesningless. [nd -
1aétly if 'histus' is not intended to be confused wiht the Harx;s?
coneept of centradiction, the differences should have been clorified.

Li

/. stetement abtout econcmics is gartled in the samc manner. Under
. lmpexrialism it is said: ' . commed ity hoving an .exchange-velue will
have priocrity: but this exchenge volue ié wihtout regard to use
volue, which hes become irrelevent. The commpdities wiht more amd
more exchange-value turn out less ond less velue. This leads to
over-production 2nd over exchaenge, in tcmms of 211 forms of COommo-
dities, resulting in genersl crisis. Indivdually the crisi leads
to emotional disturtances and ultimately to general breckdown..."

- ' (1bid p.6.)
Here we may have a Stringly felt sublectivist lmpression of things
what we most definitely have not is Scientific political eccnomy.
Lbout IO yeers -ago J.P.S artre seid thet riarxism wes the only vald
philosophy, but that the marxists hed foiled to develop therefore he
hed to be an existentialist. Existentialism existed merely 'in the
mergin' of marxisw, nnd whén the marxists arose froii their dogmatic
slumbers existentialism would becoms unnecassary. ieantime exist-
cntialism supnied what merxism wes feiling to supply. Sartre
therefore was justified in circulating existentialist mystification.,

The immeciate question that comes to mingd 1s: “'hy, in that case,
did'mt Sartre attempt to develop Lierxism instead of developing a non--
marxist attacek? The some question can ke asked of the Internationals-
ists, Who. make essentially the sowe defence os their positicn as
Sartee. Certsinly by meking up theit. own peeuliar languege, and by
perodying liarxism, they are not helpiing things. They- say:

" It must be mede very clesr at this point thet the - wey in which the
Internationalists hawe develcped is nét the way. any .other organisatian
will develop. The only reason that the Inte naticnalists developed

in this'menner wos duc to the fact thet there has Leen ho genuine
Iarxist-Leninist porty to give revolutionary leadership to the ce@ple
Beceuse there w=s no guldence, and bsceuse there was overt hostility
to revclutionary ideology, the Intcmationalists had no other choise
but to follow their own chosen course of agtion., The Internatiome-
lists fiymly believe that only. erxist-Leninist Porties can’'creat-
ively guiede .them, 2nd must be developed to guide the people. "

‘ : Ik (Thought Control Page 22).
“hei,is to say there is no varxist Perty therefore we pérody iiarxism
cnd refuse to take the developuent of ¢ Ilarxist Party as our aim.

‘e would be merxists if there Were a.genuine .lerxist Party, but since
there isnt one we are not. But while parocdying ilerxism ang develop-
ing our own peculiar ideology we never fail to stress the necessity
for a.marxist porty tec be developed By others. Notody 'else, however,
is entitled to.develop their own peculiar ideology. Te 2lone are
Justified in doing that.
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Hegel remarked about Germen historians: ™ /ith us eferybody
invents scmething 'peculiar for himself, enfl instead of writing
pistory we keep trying to find out how histcry should be written".
“nd wiht us everybody talks about the need tc develop lerxism;
ard instead of subjecting himself to the task of contributing:to
the task an orthodox {scientific) ilicrxist analysis of the situation,
he invents scumething peculier for himself in the way of subjectivism
ornamented wiht ilarxist phrascs.
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SLY UNCLE! <. REVIE.,

The British promiér of S.Y UNCLE! by . morican Lester Colé was held
at Unity Theatre in Cemden Towm .on Fridey I9th. Lpril I968.

The Unity production of this play was cccompénied by @ historical
sccount of the struggle in Vietnam called Johnny, T hardly Emnew You.
This act exposed the hypocracy of the U.S. lecdership and also the
wey in which they heve bcen forced tc prolong and esdelote the war.
Even thcygh this act ended wilth a cry of 'Victory to the N.L.F. *
and was quite well 2wted, the political coritent wes very much that
of the Hamostced middle-class intellcetual, by portraying the
sufferings of the Vietnemésec peop le instead of their trementdous
victories and achicvemnnts. :

Say Uncle! itslef was not reslly wekl produced, oven though some of
the acting was good. The bad production spoilt the acting which
at times waes not at 2 high level when Lmericen accents wer forgotten
and SO oOn. :

The play begins wilh a group of young Lmericens ere going through
their final medicals and secutity checks in @ draft centre, and we
all know where they ore hcodedl : .

The humour is often good and some of the cheracters portreyed well.
There is the All-Lmericen (Fescist) Boy, who cant woit to get at
those 'commie-gooks'!, and the Blaock Power supporting Lfro-imericanm,.
or the 4 non-political Lfro-.merican wheo would rether have an

.rmy. carreer oeven at the risk of degath in Vietném because he is
dying in Harlem eny way. ALnd there is of coursw those who OppoSe
the war. -

The political content of the play should heve ccme mainly from
those who opposed the wer, and it did. But cgein these youngsters
iho cppesed the wor opposed 1t off the basis of the senseless
‘killing end the waste of ..merican resources and men.

In otherwords the politicel opposition was on & classless basis,
thereforc the comtent cf the play was & clessless opposition to
the war in Vietnam which cen not be & consistent oppcsition to

the war in Vietnoam. Nor can this be effective and influentiel

as propogenda among thw working class, beccause when the workers
teke up a political stend cven if it a. . extremsly right-wing pcli-
tical stand, morels play nc part in bringing it about.
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The most effective way in influencing thinking among the working
class on the question of the war in Vietnam is not by telling them
that people are suffering in Vietnam, but by showing thet it is in
their material (first and foremost, even though political,
culturel and social could be added) interests to support a victory
far eny ferce that is striking blows at imperialism.
THey wont come to Unity intheir thousands if pleys like this are shown
tut these thet dc will be far more influenced in giving their support
for the N.L.F. : ;
Or, are these plays produced for the benefit of the working class?,

Deve Lauriec.
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RELTERS LETTER.

The Eddtor regently commented to the. effect that supporters of the
prcletarian revelution in outr country, should work with the 'crean

of the working .class. The British Y.C.L.. rank and file end milit~-
ants were included among tho 'eream'. The point I w:uld advance far
consideration is that the mejority of thenY.C.L. membership is the
scum, the trash of class harmony and collaboration, containigg the
'big dreams' rubbish imposed by the Bourgeoise on the proletari t-
made possible by ithe present wmoment of the historical deve lopment
Qf.the class struggles. ; BNy -

1y evidence is empirigel, and lacks an overeall .objective view, I

may in the pitfall of the blinfl men assessing the elephant-butI stand
to be: corrected(or affirme@) on & scientific besi s, EE
The present leadership of the Y.C.L. is more representative of the
membership than scems the situation in the Soviet Uniony, and most v
certainly than China's Krischev geng in the Peo ples Republic of Ching.
Iis such it is nct 2 typicel example of the revisionist few usurping
pcwer over the solid red majority. Rethe: it clinibed the 'ladder of =
success' in a 'bussiness menner' to lead the swinging stink of the
past tradition of 'ban the bomb' cowardice and ssxual liberyines, on "
to thc promised lend of the new hepny hippie consumeyr society-inglo-
Soviet style. (Ls pcddled by the new monthly Consumers. Challenge).

Objectively is this thc situetion? Ls for 2s I know thore are no
details of the compositicn(only evidence of the idcolcgicel and prac-
ticel deccmposition) class- background snd present occupation of
Y.C.L. merbers. Of my cmpiriczl knowledge. of the Surrey =2nd London
area  the fellowing is true: :
The me jority eare nect frow the monual production sidc of the working 2
class, nor @rc they engeged in the menual productive occupations, i
There .are 2 few like myself, cngaged in manusol productive ccecupations,
but for almest 21l of thaésc, fow the choice of doung this kind of 2

job (es is ay cosc) is for other causes then e natural consequence of
trying to earn-a living, developing from their class backgrounds,

~The number .that come from working class tackgrounds of other scctions
are gngaged in white collar jobs (non-menusl productive o unproduc=-
tive) as a consegence of developtuent from their cless beckgrounds

end that scction ¢ their cless. .nd on the whols, in some menncr



E63

ox - other carry forward- -the illusomy
espirations of the parents. ; le rge number ccme from peti-bour=
ge 1s back-grounds, fsr carry the .ch@rascteristics and ideology cion-
temporzry to this background.  Thire occupations are various natura
consequences of developuent from this class, ususlly downwards, as the d
p01qus?t¢on of the proletarian and bourge

b

ois CL’SS develtops, ﬂnd

the weaker petty-tourgecis become a.~f;"";‘." objecctively prpletc- \\
n

rianlsed, while subjectively franti ing their ideology.
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4Llso today a large 1lc chénge sections

rge number of working class peop
heading up the ledder via 'brains' end scme even meénege to reach
objeetivley the petty the petty-bourgesis class. (Those that bew me
bourgc¢wv are ~n1; a poxy, handful-in all, sensge of, the word) bu
few of thwse Lother wiht the Y.C.L.
Ls @ requirement of the revisionist plot to disatle thb peOple, clear

class struggle is never waged, least of all 1nt0fnJlly, and no
guidance is given to CCm“ﬂt +he ills of the various class-background
and ¢mphesise the grect rsvelutionary internationelist and patriotic
heratige of our people especially thé working class and their :
herois forefathe"s such jsm mentioned, . iis a2 result commodity ideol=-
ogy~ the alarming evident rcsult at home of the present stage of cle
Ss _struggle ' in the world reaching the height of Imperizc lism v -m ti--
mperlﬂhum-cor.x;"‘odl“c\7 ideology, which has been developed bty the mone ‘
plOlsts as a cultural tool in =2 last ditch ettempt to fool the peo=
plr and conceal the political and economic end histerical truth of
the qapitalist system, is furthér strengthened.
: Conclusions fyom this are. : ’
I. The herd corec of the working class(youth) is not in the Y.C.L.
and never I s been. 8. thewejority of the Y.C.L. membership corry
forwerd the line of their parents, which is acceptande of petty=-bou-
‘rpeuis ideology (ine new from) is & good thing. 3.Consumer ideology
in oppositicn to anti-imperiolsm i§ strengthene Therefore the = =
mwa jority of the Y.C.L. membership is for from creem, but scum flca-
- ting cn top of the turbulent’sea of our peonle. The people will rise!
“ll scun will be swept aside} Sc why: swill about with it?
"The party organisaetion should be composed of the advanced clements cof
the proletariat; it should: be vigourous vanguerd organisetion capéble
of leading the prcletariat and the revolutioar nry masses in the. fight
against the class enemy”-(Lico Tse tung).
' ' R.Finlatson.

ﬁgho gtove lotter refexrs to 2 statement made by Dave Lruric ot n ’

=Wcent mecting, when he said something to the offect that it is-

Iudicrous to 2im our D“Op70°ndm(evcn'ﬂt its prcsent low lovel of
*development) et the 'aversge mnss worker', when even the advanced
sectiond, the 'cream', of tho British Jorklnn cléss have not been

won over tu genuing . .- B oL ,N1x1st-Lojlnlst politicse_
(e could g0 in to the recsons for this, but they dont condern us in
this reply).

-
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‘hen asked to describe what he considered. the'crecem' he included
sections . of the C.P. militants and 'seid that there were stillt
some good slements in the Y.C.L., mainly the feow young industrial
worker 5 who have reméined tn the Y.C.L.
This letter mcrely disputes the pcint of whetheor the Y.C.L.
(i e.smallsections., 1In pessing,at this particular mecting
discussing this SubJect the most "3 Sensible remarks were made
by © lleoist Y.C.L.er) can te includéd as part of the ercanm
of the British working class or not, but the m2in topic of the
discussien and what is far morc important is whether we sheould aim
to win over the 'cream' before the 'averege mess' of the working
class,

°
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UNITY THEATRE.

Unity theatre, the wiorkers theatre in Camden Town is\ngw going
through a crisis, resultiag,fggm,the growth of -revigiopism. The
way in which revisioniem bre&df oppurtunism and outright corruption
was strikingly demonstrated in the E.T.U. where the party leadership
was -exploiting -the ‘Unions =+ - it Wi i

In Unity theatre corruption of the basest kind has gone as far as
ever it went in the E.T.U.. A long time age Unity stopped being a
genuine workers theatre and became merely a stepping stone to the
West End theatre for carreerists., It became alienated from the
working class. Though situgted .in the middle of a working class
area it was ignored by the workers. o :

A few years ago a campaign to raise money for rebuilding the theatre
vas .insthtuted, and was 'successful, " The niddle class elelments
tried to use the rebuilding to get the theatre moved to Hampstead,
which would be more suitable for its middle class function. This
provoked a utrang . reaction from the working class rank and file
which was not expected bynthe revisionists and which caught them
with their pants down. The more open oppurtunists were pusted from
t e domination of the Management Committee.

The revisionists however weee entrenched in the trust which contro-
lled  the funds but was not open to democratic ielection. The

“
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] Trustees refused funds to the management committee for the
fungtionign of the theatre. The new Management Committee

in T967 found itself faced with huge debts run up by the
previucs (revisionist) Commitbee. (£600 was owed to the
Brewers). Then i1t cme-to light that there was about £6,000
missung. :

v+ At-the A,G,M, held this March the demncratic nature of °
the new menagement committee was strengtrened, Alfie Bass
(who climbed to the West End thrpugh Unity) was brought along
by the revisionists to talk about'us workers' and get the
revisionists out of a thght spot with his reputation, which
shows the ccntempt in whic they hold the working class.

But Alfies reputation cut no ice, and his affected chuniness
found no response except hostility. 2

“ The Trustees "(Alan Bush, Alfie Bass and . Mr. Platt Mills)
presented thelr accounts. In March I968 it waa £7,000. No
mcney was given by the Trustees to the Management Committee
in the intervening months. Yet instead of increasing through
accumalated interest, it deoreased by £2,000. Where did it
go? Platt Mills refused to account for it. But we can be
sure that. scme revisionist parasite knows where it went.

The corrupt revisionists in Unity, like those whio explcited
the E.T.U., are heading for total exposure. The working
class is not as dumb as they thought. It will not consent
to be a.doormat for sham communsits any more than for open
capitalists.

P.5. Phil Piratin, the former communist M..P. for Stepney
.who has become a nillionedre through 'property’ speculation
has been closely involved in these manouvres, and though
not a member of the Trust has been in attendance at its
meetings.

A UNITY MEMBER. 3
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THE MARXISM OF JAMES CONNOLLY: CENTENARY NEETING*
9 # 8 L
IS TO BE HELD ON FRIDAY MAY .. I7th. I968
AT THE CONWAY HALL, RED LION . . SGUARE
LONDON W.CGI.
(Nearest Tube . Holborn).

VRGANISED BY THE IRISH COMMUNIST ORGANISATION
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