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TWO MISUNDERSTANDINGS: REPLY TO ELLIS
Carolan, Hill, Kinnell

Ellis's polemic (this IB) is based on two misunderstandings.

1, Far from proposing that we drop the paper as a pre-emptive 'subterfuge®
against the witch-hunt, we are proposing that we should fight to maintain
the paper and continue it for a period even after it is made 'illegal! (if
it is). See Carolan's resolution in IB24: "In the event that the Marxists
are outlawed by whatever process, my proposal would be that the Marxists
maintain the paper and its organisation as at present and also seek
alliances to create a new publication..." etce

2. We do propose that if despite our efforts the paper is made fillegal',
then we should develop another paper capable of organising the left in
the LP and TUs. But we took it for granted — and we thought everyone else
would take it for granted — that this paper would enable us to express
our ideas adequately, and that if certain things could not be said in the
paper we would supplement it by magazines, pamphlets, etc (and the fillegal!
paper for a period). 4All tactics, manoecuvres etc make no sense unless the
League can maintain its basic ideological roles

The stress we put on the issue of being ready for tactical manoeuvres
on the paper, without sectarian preconceptions, was in response to
several comrades arguing that we must maintain the present paper come what
may and that, if the witch~hunt won (which they seemed to take for
granted) then we should go for 'illegal methods of work's
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READING ON IMPERIALISM: SOME NOTES

To study modern monopoly—capitalist imperialism is to study the'world economy

over the last 100 years. A vast range of theoretical ideas and empirical -research
.is therefore relevant. The list below is extremely selective. {Moreover, muoh of
it assumes a knowledge of bagic Marxist texts). Even 8o, it remresents a lot of
reading, The list may be useful, howewer, to comradés willing to put.some effort
into theoretical self-education, and save them from geiting’ oompletely lost in the
mass of releyant books and articles. o Lo

' The 1list foouses heavily on Latin Awericat this, does mean, however, that
comparison of different theorctiocal views is pometimes easier beoause the same
country is urder discussion from ihe different views. . o o

BASIC MARXIST TEXTS S |
Lenin, 'Imperialism, the highest state of capitalism' (Mosoow ‘pamphlet) -
Bukharin, 'Imperialism and world ecanomy" (Merlin 1972) .
Luxemburgy ' *The Acounulation of Capital? (RKP 1951 Yo
SURVEYS . . . . o
Tom Kemp, 'Theories of Imperialism® :(Dobson 1967). Covers Hobson, Luxemburg,
Lenin, Stalinists, and 'political' theories of imperialisms . a “soientifio
. dissection of opposing theories" (from a Marxist viewpoint ), rather than a
- positive empiriocal study. e ST TN P
Roger Owen and Bob Sutoliffé, 'Studies in the theory of imperialism’ (Lorigman
~ 7 1972). A oo0llection of ‘articles under 3 headings: theories of imperialism
(iecey mostly, Marxist theories); theoretiocal aspects of contemporary
imperialism (Magdoff on 'imperialiem without colonies'® and Sutocliffe on
w:ivimperialism and -industrialisation in the 3rd World'); and 'oase studies
. 4n°the working of imperialism® (Egypt 1789-1882, India since independenoce,
‘Guinea to 1958, Belgian imperialism in the late 19th century, French .
expansion in Africe; British capitalism in Latin Amerios before 19149 (The
‘cage .studies are sometimes from Marxist; somotimeés friom decidedly hon-
Marxist, viewpoints)s ‘ R :

Mlohael Barratt Brown, 'The economics of imperialism' (Penguin 1974)e A
convenient, short and clear summary of the whole  literature (Marxiét"and
non-Marxist), ’with ‘empirical backgrounds Marxist-inclineds ' '

‘Ernest.Mandel, 'Late Capitalism' (NLB 1975), chapters 3, 10, 11+ These chapters
-~ . pummarise some main faots about post-war development.and survey a-lot of
the literature, They can be read separately from the rest of the book.

SOME POST-WAR MARXIST MATERIAL T

Paul Baran, 'The Political Economy of Growth! (Monthly Review Press 1957). "The
. ‘prinoipal obstacle to rapid economic growth in the backward ocountries is

the way in which their potential economic surplus is utiliseds It is

~ absorbed. by various forms of excess consumption -of the upper class, by
inorements fo hoards at home and abroad, by the.maintenance of vast unprod-
uotive bureaucracies and of even more expensive and no less redundant
military establishmentse A very large gshare of itess is withdrawn by
foreign capital, Baran's book was a pioneer of modern studies on imperialism
~from the angle of how it ‘underdevelops'! poorer countries; the basic idea
taken over into these studies is that it 'underdevelops' these countries by

. giphoning off profits from them, The 'underdevelopment': is measured by

- comparison with what -Baran sees &s ‘the success of Socialism In One-Country

~.in the USSR, : S R '

Andre Gunder Prank, *Capitalism and underdevelopment in Latin America: historioal
studies of Chile and Brazil'' (MR Press revised edition 1969). This book
takes off from Baran's ideas and develops two further ideas: :

: 'a) 4 polemioc against the idea shared by bourgeois theorists and
traditional Stalinists that Latin Apeflonn- coonomiog 339 t3unlt goonomics,
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_ with a progressive ocapitalist sector alongside a ‘backward feudal sectors
o "o part of"bhe*e,cononw'is feudal and 2ll of it is fully integrated into a
- single capitalist -system". .- . . - c
‘ b) Capitalism oreates a pattern of_met;'opolisi-»sa.tellite' or oentre. =

3

~ periphery relations; primapily internationally but also within countriese
Internationally, "“the metropolis expropriates’ eoonomic surplus from its'
satellites and appropriates it for its own “economio’ development"s Thus: "the-
development, of underdevelopment". ’ . o o L
""" Frank has a political oonolusion: "The historical mission and.role
of the bourgeoisie in Latin Amerioca — which was to acoompany and. to promote
the underdevelopment of 'its gooiety and of itself -~ is finisheds In Latin
America as elsewhere, the role of promoting nistorical progress has now fallen
to the masses of the people alone... To applaud and in the name of the people
even to support the bourgeoisie in its already played=out role on the stage ‘of
history is treacherous or treachery". T T Tt T L
This is aimed-against the létin American CPs. It should be noted, .
however, that Frank is not very oonsistent about his political oonclusions -
Despite the above he comments, for example, on Brazil before the 1964 ooups
"The progressive foroes, including Brazilian nationalist business interests,
had offered (president) Goulart an alternative... (but) Goulart again tried
 to put off demands of the progressive foroese..” ('Underdevelopment and

]

. . .Revolution' pe346-T)s . D
Harry Magdoff: 'The Age of Imperialism: The BEconomios of US foreigh polioy! (MR
Press 1969). This sets out to show in some fabtual detail "that there is a
olose parallel between, on the one hand, the aggressive United States foreign
‘policy aimed at controlling (directly and indireotly) as much of the globe
as possible, and, on the other hand, an energetio expansionist polioy of Us
" business". . o '

P

Ernésto -Laclau, *Feudalism and Capitalism in Latin America'y in Noew Left :Review

n0.67, May-hune 1971. This is a oritigue of Frank. He argues that' Frank

' mis-defines capitalism as just a market eoonomy, a gystem of exchangs.

-Put capitalism is - a mode of. production — and non—oapitalist modes of produc—~
$ion have been important and still exist in Latin Amerioca. Prank, Laclau
complains, bundles together centuries of world history into onme’ get of
conocepts (capitalism, netropolis-satellite), buts "It seems to me more useful
to underline (the) differences and discontinuities than to attempt to show
the continuity and identity of the prooess from Hernan Cortes to General
Motors". Baren's model (which underlies Frank) is, he argues, "oconsistently
less applioable today to contemporary Latin America. Laclau, however, agrees
.with Prank in rejeoting the 'dual' ‘eoonomy modele The capitalist and pre-
capitalist modes of produotion in Latin Ameriocan countries are closely linked
into one — capitalist =~ economic systems

Fernando Henrique Cardosoy, 'Pependanpy. and Development in Latin Ar'ne_rica', in New
Left Review no.74, July-August 1972 Giving facts on post-war development .
in Latin Amerioa, Cardoso concludes: "The jdea that there ocours a kind of
development of underdevelopment, apart from the play on words, is not helpfule.

- In fact, dependency, monopoly capitalism, and development ‘are not ;contradicte
ory terms: there occurs. A kind of dependent capitalist dovelopment in the
sectors of the Third World integrated into the new forms of monopolistioc
expansion". (He epecially highlights the shift ‘of imperialist. investment
in Latin America and elsewhere from raw materials into- fianufacturing )e

SRR (Note: There are many ‘who 'argtie'_'that Cardoso, in retaining Prank's
jdea of 'dependengy' or tperiphery' while opposing the motion that it means
Aoross~the~board underdevelopment, is trying to square the circles See for
example cd Ellis's articles jin the Internal Bulletin. The arguments against

tdependency' theory are gsummarised in chapter T of Bill Warren, 'Imperialism,
pioncer of capitalism', New Left Books 1980.. Warren's general views are not
necessarily shared by all opponents of tdependency" theory.) _ ’

Bill Warren, 'Imperialism and capitalist industrialisation', in New Left Review noe

SR ) September—October.1973; Arghiri Brnmanuel, 'Myths of development versus
myths of underdevelopment®, and Philip McMichael, James Petras, and Robert




Rhodes, 'Imperialism and_the'contradiotions,of‘development', both in New
Left Review n0.85, May-June 1974. o

If Cardoso represents a caubious and selective critique of the Baa

Frank underdevelopment theory, Warren represents the most extreme all=out

. agsault on it. He argues that empiriocal evidence shows that "a major upsurge
.of capitalism is taking place in the Third World", and that on the whole
imperialism is likely to promote capitalist development in.the Third Worlde
The 'underdevelopment! theory is likely to make socialists dupes of Third
World bourgeois nationalisme (Warren's book mentioned above is a longer
-development of the same argument )e " U .

o Emmanuel is the author of an influential book ('Unequal Exchange',
New Left Books.1972), which analyses imperialism in terms of exchange relations
favouring rich countries (i.e. they get high prices for their products) and
exploiting poor countries (i.e. they get low prices). (His political conclus—
jon is that "the contradictions between classes within the advanced countries,
which still undoubtedly subsist, have nevertheless become historically
secondary. The principal contradiction, and driving foroe for change, are
benceforth located in the realm of international economic relations"s.

o He concedes to Warren that there has been a 'wave of industrialisation'
in the Third World, and "an improvement in the bargaining position of host
countries vis-a~vis foreign resource companies", which some have wanted to
deny out of dogmatism. He agrees that: "The mere arrival of foreign capital
in a country... enslaves or develops the country just as much as any other
capital, neither more nor less", But he argues that Warren exaggerates his
statistics — and that world capitalist inequality is gelf-reproducing
beoause new capitalist investment will generally flow more to richer arease

MoMichael and others also criticise Warren's use of figurese They
conclude that: "Capitalist development in the Third World today means
dependent growth in a small proportion of countries, for the benefit of a
small proportion of the population". R

Ruy Mauro Marini, 'Brazilian "interdependence" and imperialist integration', in
Monthly Review, December 1965; 'Brazilian sub-imperialism', in Monthly
‘Review, February 1972+ These are a pioneering study of sub—-imperialism -

~defined as “the form which dependent capitalism assumes upon reaching the
- gtage of monopolies and finance oapital" — in Brazil following the 1964
military coupe o

Andre Cunder Frank, 'Crisis: in the yo: ég economy! and 'Crisis: in the Third
World!', both Heinemann,1980/a@§ei %6oks give a bulky, but vivid and
readable, introduction to the orisis of the 1970s, with a lot of factual
materiale The scrapbook-type style makes them quite suitable for dipping
in and reading individual chapters and sectionse :

Walter Rodney, 'How BEurope underdeveloped Africa', Bogle~L'Ouverture 1972.
Rodney was a black Guyanese Marxist, assassinated by pclitical enemies in
1980..Thi§ book is of course outside the Latin American focus of the rest
of‘thls list; but it is a detailed and closely-argued exposition of the
‘development of underdevelopment! through a historical account from the 15th
- century to the end of the colonial period. Its political -limitations are

indiocated by the fact that a final section was provided by a minister in the
Tanzanian government. , ' o

| | - | Cunliffe
- September 1982 : , o f Kinnell -

PS: This list is limited, of course, not only by our concern to keep it short,
but also by our ignorance. It would be useful if comrades who want to recommend
to our special attention books or articles not mentioned above (or want to argue
that some of these mentioned above do not deserve attention) would write'in, 80
that their suggestions can be ciroulated. . ' - '

P.S. Conmrade Traven has recormerkd to us, as a book givihg a useful
introduction and overview: ‘ . ’ o

Anthony Brewer, '"Marxist Theorive vf Inporinlisa', nKP. 190680



‘ Struggles. with the police Dupont

e its beginning in the early 1Sth century the'polfze ha
e ayS been & class weapor of the bourgeoisie.This 1is evide
“in its functions(since even the impartial protection of pri
property means the protection of the ownership of tho reans
prod&c?yon by a few capitalists and the expropriation of the
- mass of the population ,1tvis,evidént in ‘their control(since
even the most accountable systems of policing have reserved
key areas of control for a state machinery that ‘exists beyond
the will of the veople themselves).It is evident in their
internal organisation(since.the very relations of hierarchy

and authority which the police express are one aspect of bourg-
eois domination). The struggle for socialism is a struggle
for the abolition of all 'special” forces elevated above society
and for the. performanceof policing functions through the self-
organisation and self-activity of the working class.

. owever,the relation between the police and society is not
‘static.'/hile- the police are always an instrument of the ruling
class,the nature of this instrument changes,depending on '
relations between the classes.it is obvious that the police
under bourgeois democracy and the police under fascism are
not the same thing,even though they are in each case an

~ instrument of the bourgeoisie.The ruling class does not exist
in a vacuum.I® stands to definite relations to other classes.
ihe type of policing which exists is one expression of this
relationjchanges in the character of policing express changes
“in the . nature of these relations.

'fo describe a bourgeoiswdemocratic~police as if they were a
fascist police only obscures the issue and in particular
~obscures the need to resist moves in this direction.

In. the recent period(under Labour and Tory governments) there
has been a significant increase in police powers.This has taken
the form,for instance,of :more finencial and manpower I'€SOUrCES;
more arms;provision of special riot equipment(gas,rubber bull-
ets,high-speed land rovers,shields,armnoured cars etc);centralis—-
ation of the police into larger and more integrated units;

the growth of gpecial:units like the S1G,the SUs,the Special
sranch;growth. of conputerised control systems(like the ilendon-.
“‘ational Computer)'automated eaves-dropping equipment(system

.« telephone systemﬁ; etc.Ireland has provided the cutting

edze for many of these developments. ‘ ‘

At the same time there has been an extension of police powers
in law.The ©TA has given the police power to arreést and detain
anyone suspected of tuse of violence for political ends.The
Seottish Criminal Justice Aot and the current Iolice Bill
are increasing police DPOWETS of arrest,detention,search and
_interrogation.The courts have through common law minimised
the right of suspects to stay silent while under interrogation
and have sanctioned the use of evidence by the police even when
it has been improperly or forcibly extracteds :

Political control over the police by open and democratically
elected bodies has been eroded.There has been a move away

from a degree of accountability to clected representatives of
local government to,on the one hand,Chief Constables,who

have become local potnetates,and on the other hand,the i.ome
office,shielded from any public intervention beyond the turnover
of iLome Secretaries and the occasional question in parliamernt.
‘The powers of Folice Committees are far less than the old

Jatch Committees,though Simey has shown in l.erseyside Ehat

they can be offectively used(at least for propaganda).bven .
their limited powers are too much for the police who'are campaign-

ing for their abolition.
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The'pblice have been increasingly mobilgsed as a political
force.Chief Constqables,the Lolice iederation,the Ass.of Chief
 Police Cfficers have shown an active political presence and

have vocalised their extreme right wing views on everything
from picket lines to hanginge :

Within the police itself there has been opposition to these
tendencies.The liberals(like Alderson)campaigned under the
banner of community policing,but they have generally been
squeesed out.Their ‘oommunity policing' ideas have been
appropriated as an adjunct to the ‘reactive' policing of

- the right-wingers,offering both a soft face for public cons-—
umption and & kind of #ifth Column in the community.

These facts point in the direction of a major change in the
nature of policing,from on charscteristic of bourgeois demo-
cracy to one characteristic of Lonpartism.This process is not
yet complete,but unless active steps are taken by tha labour
movement to stop it,it will proceed further and constitute

a major sethack for the labour movement end for all democrats.

This changing form of repression comes packaged in a changing
form of ideology.The increase in police powers is presented

as a practical necessity in the face of rising crime rates;

the undercutting of political and legal constraints on the
police is presented as necessary for police ‘impartiality';
military-style operations agaimst black communities are
justified in blatantly racist terms(e.g.'black—mugger' scares).
This ideology is totally jrrational: more pdwer and less acc-
ountability have made the police worse,not better,at crime-
prevention and detection and they have led to a more overt,
right-wing partiality.The,'black«mugger' scare is entirely
fictitious.Yet this Thatcherite ideology is effective: not so
much inside the labour movement but among the petty bourgeoisie
radicalised from the right and a sectinn of workers and
unemployed disaffected from the labour movement.

Tt is wrong to characterise this shift as one from 'consensus'
to 'repression' as the CI' tend to do.This implies that
increased repression automatically leads - to loss of legitimacy
by the police..ut the state does not carelessly surrender the

' legitimacy it has built up.Socaalists have to break the ideolo-

gical grip of the state in this area as in any other;the
state will not do our work for us.

Working Class ..esponses

The right-wing leaderships of the II» and ''Us have been anxious
to show that they arc no less committed to law and order than
the next conservative.They have sought to deflect the issue

of police powers and racism by focussing on wider social,econ-
‘omic and political questions,like bad= housing,unemployment Cs
Thatcherism.They have hidden behind the coat-tails of Scarmen,
calling for more police-comimunity liaison & consultation,the
aim of which is to create an aura of 'community-backing' for
police operations.®his was effectively cone after recent

- police raids on 'squatters in brixton and is the fruit of
Scarman's intervention.

vadical democrats(  CCL,most left Tabour) have fought against
current moves to erode existing levels of accountability and
for the introduction of increased. levels.Some are more radical
than others',but their demands include:extended powers to
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Police Authorities,more democratic representation on them,
an cxtension of the system into London;all major police
matters to be debated in parliament;abolition of laws which
grant police excessive powers(SUS,PTA,Immigration Aet ete);
scrapping of militaristic police units(like the SPGs and the
»SUs).Their basic perspective 18 democratic:i.e.to bridge the
gap between the ideal of the police as guardian of the conmn-
unity and its practice as a force alien from the communitye.

At the other end of the socialist spectrum,it is argued that
the fight for accountability is lost from the beginning(i.e.
utopian),since the police - as the repressive arm of the state--
are immune from popular control.They argue that any participat-
jon on police authorities and the like would only lead to
incorporation and the defence of legal rights is illusory
given the record of the judiciary in siding with the police.
What is needed,they say,is an exposure of the class nature of
the police,a sweeping away of democratic jllusions, and on this
basis the establishment of popular organs of self-defence.The
general orienation is mmEEkxccmbatative:not To reform the
po%@ce but to prepare for and organise resistance against the
~police.

i:arxism i1s not the same &as radical democracy.The police in
our view are necessarily a class force:there has never been

a golden age ®R when the police were purely democratic nor
could. there be in the future.The existence of the police,far
from being a condition of democracy,is proof that society is
not yet democratic,thiat the people have not yet fought to

rule themselves.It 1s an illusion to think that accountability
is in the interest of the police themsclves or that the pol-
ice can be persuaded to welcome it.The reverse is true: the
police have shown total hostility to even the mild measures of
accountability to which they are presently subject.

" either is marxism the sane as left nihilism.'le recognise

the difference between deomcracy and bonapartism as different
forms of the capitalist state.le do not see the 'rule of law'
os & meére mirage.h struggle is beingz waged to bring the police
under some kind of democmratic control and to curb their most :
outragezous powers,.This is not in itself a vpeformist' struggle
but a key way in which workers' control can be fought for
now.Denunciation of this struggle serves only as a cover

for passsively sbstaining from it.The danger of incorporation
does exist;but it is up vo us th insure that accountability

igs not used to draw democrats into the police web but as a
base and forum for socialists to push for ever more democratic
demands and to win new adherents. '

In principle we do not counterpose 'dual power'(workgrs‘ mil-
itia,selfudefenCe,resistance against police on the picket line
and on the streets) to struggles for reform of the state(i.e.
more accountable policing).ﬂe learn to combine both forms of
struggie.in practice we have to sce where the weight of our
intervention ought to be.Too often conrades mecﬁanlqally apply
Ppotsky's writings on the struggle against fascism in Germany
in the 1930s to NOW.:1s emphasis on workers' militia and on
not relying on the state was put in the.contextﬁof a mass
fascist movement,a state incapable of fighting Lagc;sm'and.
jupending civil war Or extermination.i'or us the 81t9at}op is
entirely different.It is utopien to rely on workers militia
zlone and abstentionist to denounce struggles to re{gym.the
police.lur Lask is to cobine the democrats of the official
1abour movement and the militants(esp.black youth) on the
strects.lie should of fer a revolutionary marxist lead,not tail

one or other side.



Denunciation of calls for police accountability is a political irrelevances
The basis on which the League could set up a united front on this issue with
numerous local and campaigning bodies might be the following:

Disarm the police foroe

Abolish all special units ‘

' Independent complaints prooedure ‘ ' _

Police racism to be a oriminal and disciplinary offence S

More powers to local police authorities, including that of hiring and firing
Chief Constables . N o - :

* Democratio representation on local Police Commnittees; and the exclusion of -
unelected magistrates from them S h - ,

% London to have its own democratic Police Avithority o

* Right of blacks to establish self-defence commiitees against racist attacks
and police harassment : . : ' S

* Right of workers to defend their own meetings and picket lines

* Right of suspects to silence under interrogation and to see a lawyer

* Repeal the PTA, the Scottish Criminal Justice Bill, the Immigration Act;
and oppose the Police Bill ' - :
* Right of elected local representatives and their advisers to sorutinise
police stations and other custodial institutionse - S

x % ¥ % X

This list is obviously temtative and subject o revision.




STATEMENT OF THE PROLETARIAN TASKS TENDENCY
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tie The Proletarian Tasks Tendency bases itself on the method and programme of

the Transitional Programme, It is for the reconstruction of the Fourth

International on a principled basis and is in solidarity with the Trotsky-
18t International Liaison Committee. We are in agreement with the call for an
open world conference of the Trotskyist movement for the purposes of discussion
and outlining the possible foundation for the unification of the world Trotskyist
movement. Our tendency is in fundamental agreement with the document The Transi-—
tional Programme in Today's Class Struggle and believes that the Fourth Interna-—
tional must operate under democratioc centralism d4n its national sections and as
an international tendency. This however requires a gserious process of discussion
and joint international worke

2. The oritical task for our tendency is to seek to implement in the struggle

of the working olass policies of the Transitional Programme. We sese the

Transitional Programme not as a formula to impose on the working class with
ultimatums or commitments of 100% agrement but as economic and political poliocies
that can be taken up by the working class jin relationship to the actual level of
class struggle and advance their political consciousness and defend their living
conditions. In other words, ‘transitional demands' that advance the working class
politically and organisationally from its present position. )

The method of relating the Pransitional Demands to the actual conditions and
experiences of the working class is tied as well to the view that the working class
will best advance in political consciousness when the policies of the programme are
actually taken up in their daily struggle with capitalism. It is within this pr?oess
that the party can advance the working class politically and train and develop its
own cadre as Bolsheviks and not as tarmohair Marxists' or sectarians with the
tcorrect formulas and idealist sohemes' as to how the working clags defends itself
and the party is built. : .

The Proletarian Tasks Tendenocy will support and build trade union caucuge?
that actually seek to develop workers in struggle with policies of the Transitional
Programme., The main requirement of these caucuses is not abstract formal agreement
on a programme but a commitment to implement policies of the Transitional
Programme in the struggle of the working class.

" At the same time we will pursue a united front policy with other left
caucuses and orgenisations such as Teamsters for a Democratic Union for an
advanoe in democracy within the trade union movement, against corruption, for
unemployed councils and for the formation of a labour party base? on the trade
union movement as well as other issues of importance to the working classe

3. A major electoral vaouum exists in the United States that contributes to
the isolation of the left and the political backwardness of the work%ng
class. There is no mass labour party or socialist clectoral alternative
for the mass of working people in the United States and the task of changing
this must be a orucial political responsibility of our tendency an§ all o?h@r
Trotskyist and Marxist foroes in the United States. Our tendengy glves Crltlfal
support to working class and Soocialist parties such as t@e Soc%alls? Worgé:;
party, the Communist Party, the Peace and Freedom Party 1in California an e "
Socialist Party. In those Socialist electoral parties that we would join suc
as the Peace and Freedom Party, we would seek to make the central electoral ih
policy the neocessity of a mass labour party democratically run and based on the
a ionss .
i deA:nthe game time we ocall for a united socialist electoral bloo aga1§st both
major capitalist parties, the Democrats and Republicans. A unit:ad gocxallst
eleotoral bloc of the left would if successful be a serious soolalls? gleotoral
alternative for the working olass and would help contribute to a POlltlcal :;egk
by the trade union movement from the capitalist partiese This polltical bre is

absolutely orucial to defend and advance the interests of the working classe



4e The Proletarian Tasks Tendency believes it is necessary and principled to
give oritical support to trade union eleotion campaigns such as those by
TDU leader Camarata, Steelworkers Sadlowski and the Miners for Democracy
candidate Miller in his first electiome The PTT will intervene to encourage the
political development of workers who support these trade union oppositions and
support an alternative trade union leadership from the present policies of the
present trade union leadershipe.

S5« The PIT will produce a regular bi-monthly publication that will outline its
views, allow for contributions of supporters and develop a periphery nation-
ally. We see the regular publication of a tendenoy's perspectives as vital

to give political oclarity and develop its work in the labour movement. It will

have a high priority for our tendency and will increase to a monthly when it is
feasible financially and organisationally.

6e The PIT will have a dues structure and demooratically elected national organ=—
iser, The national organiser will be responsible to ciroulate documents,
produce the publication and present a financial report to the members every

6 months. There will also be an eleoted editorial board to carry on the work of

the publication of the PTT,

(The PTT, formerly the minority tendeney in the RWL-USA, has now split and is
a separate group. It is basically composed of comrades of the old SL-IC.)







A COMMENT ON THE TILC RESOLUTION OF SOULL LRI
tage of state reforms, lest they legitimate the state by using thgm or
igzggeaincbrpigzxed by the sta%e, 14 tells the black workers not @o‘place immediate
democratic demands on the state.It counterposes_arbitra;ily t+he workers gt?uggle
this coin is that since workers are told in effect to abstain from polltlcs.t@e
seizure of power is pictured not as the culmination of mass working class pol}t;qal
activity but as the work of the armed wing of the ANC -~ remote from WQrkers.struggles.
The tactic of boycott will be appropriate in pre-revolutionary situa?lons like . |
in 1905 in Russia, but at present it serves only towimpede the politlcal development
of the black working class. This is not of course to say that sham institutions,
like the proposed parliment which will exclude Africang, should not be boycotted.
Of course they shoulde But boycott is made by the CP orthodoxy into a regressive
principle. Tiis ig the substance of a working class perspective. We should not
be diverted from it — as other Marxists have been - by empty notions like treform
is impossible under -apartheid, wnder imperialism in crisis etce! S

We should be aware that although there is a 'growing working class movement !
in SA, this movement at present is mainly a trade union movement and ‘is only .
beginning to develop a political voice. There is no working class party and the
petit~bourgoige perspectives of the ANC-CPSA go far wider tnan their limited
organisation inside the country. We can and should plal a role in analysing
and circulatiug what comprises a working class politicu. We can be especially
useful in brezrving down the aura of 1oxceptionalism! which the ANC-CPSA has spread
around SA and in putting the struggles there in the coniext of international
class struggles. ‘ ' ‘

The resolution states that to be victorious the struggle in SA must be
developed as a workers struggle for power, It goes on 'No-one who exploits or
oppresses workers anywhere can ever be the real ally of the black workers of
SA. Their real struggle is to destroy all oppression and exploitation, not
re-organise it'. This formulation ignores the fact that the immediate struggle
of black workers is for democracy in S&, for the overthrow of aparteid. In the
course of this struggle black workers will and must ally with all others who
oppose the regime, including some sections of the biack and white petty bourgoise.
To deny the need for such alliances or to say that the immediate struggle is

only one for socialism denies any specificity to the national question: to the

fact that black workers are oppressed as blacks aswell as workers. There is a

danger of ending up in sectarianism in reaction against the classless politics
of the ANC-CPSi. ' ' : o '

The CPSA's ''two stage'' programme creates a rigid divide between the
‘democratic' and tha 'socialist' stages. What this means in practice is subord
inating the immediate social and - economic struggles of workers (over'trade
unions, wages, working conditions, occupation of factories eto) to the
democratic political demands shared by workers and the petit bourgeoisie.

We opposc this subordination since it undermincs the struggle of workers and
in a highly proletarianised country like SA undermines the democratic struggle
as a whole. We support the struggle for democracy, but a struggle led by the
working class turning into a fight for socialism. Lots of sectarians have come
a cropper by denying any democratic stage at all. We must be sure not to join
them. In some respects the class struggle in SA -does come within the rubic of
the theory of permanent revolution. : o

A 1ast point on the questiéﬁ of solidarity. The resolution states that it
is‘only‘through ~orking class action to black supplies of arms and related
materials that this supply can be stopped's We should be wary of dogmatically
raising one form of struggle as the only valid form of struggle. It is not
impossible for an arms embargo to be imposed by tha.state at least formally. '
The demand for an effective embargo is one that we must fight for inside the
Labopr Party and we must fight to sece that it is implementede. We can wage this
fight in alliance with all who oppose apartheid. The question of workplace to
workplace links, which the resolution mentions, must be given high priority,
since it is the crucial missing link as far as the building of working class
solidarity is concerned. Direct links between SA and British unions at all
levels are called for by most unions in Si. It is not true, by the way, that
tany direct appeal for support from jnside SA is illegal and subject to massive
_enalties'. Independant non-racial unions in3A have forged a wide network of links

" internationally; we must meke sure that they spread deep inside the rank and file
of the UK LM. We must fight the propaganda put out by SACTU and the Anti-Apartheid
movement that such links would violate the boycott campaigne Our job is to boycott
the wemime and not the black workers who fighting against it. o



A COMMENT ON TH: TILC RESOLUTION ON SOUTH AFRTCA* *
. . N " DUPONT _ T
The TILC resolution on South Africa correctly points to the intensification .
of class struggle in SA and the need to develop a perspective of workers' struggle
far .poueres It also correctly argues for a re-orientation of solidarity activity o
away from the symbolic outrage against apartheid and toward a. position of class
solidarity. All this is very important in an area where traditionally the
organisation and perspectives of struggle have been dominated by the Communist.
party in alliance with liberalism. There is no doubt that the growth of the ‘
workers' movement in SA - independantly of the CPSA and the ANC - has opened up
a new period of class struggle in that region. The potential is now present for
the development of a revolutionary workers' movement,depends of course not just
on objective circumstances but on the leadership, ideas and organisation which
SA workers build®. We should not be passive onlookers in this process and the
TILC resolution provides a good starting point for intervention — in terms of
perspectives for the struggles for power inside SA and for active solidarity heres
However, there are in my view some problems with the document which ought to be
discussed. ‘ ' : . .
My first question concerns the nature of state repression in SA. The resolution
says that trade unions have grown in SA in spite of 'repeated arrests, nonstop
police harassment and victimisation by employers....prohibitions on almost every
single meeting and the fact that every single strike that has occurred has been -
illegal'e This is not quite true. Some unions, particularly those like SAAWU -
which have offered a high, nationalist political profile - have been hit very
hard by the state and have suffered badly for ite Other unions like those in
FOSATU, which have emphasised grass roots organisationin the workplace, have been
able to build up a deep and extensive organisation with relatively less gtate
repressione They have even waged their first legal strike. The overall picture
in other words , is a differentiated one of intense repression in some areas and
and relative indulgence in others. LT AT
“Later in the article it is argued that the 'deepening economic crisis' in SA
will mean that 'the ruling class has no option — it must lash out in an attempt .
to claw back every gain won by the workers's It is certainly the case that SA
capital faces a crisis of profitability, which manifests it self in 1§ck of
competiveness with other capitalist countries where productivity is plgper or
labour is even cheaper. Gold has so far allowed SA to ride this crisis in partic
ular by subsidising the importing of high technologye The fall in the price of .
gold does expose the underlying tensions in the SA economy; but the basic qu?stlon
facing SA capital is whether the gold umbrells lasts long enough for pro@uctlon. _
to be reorganised to make SA capilal internationally oompetitive: All this rggu;;qs
not only technical changes in the form of new technology but social ?hanges in
terms of the relations between labour and capital. SA capital needs in some of
its key areas a more stable, more skilled, more educated black wo?kforce - one
that does not constantly threaten industrial and political instablllty? This is
particularly important given SA's reliance on foreign investment and given the
notorious sensitivity of forgein investment to any hint of trouble. After.Soweto
for example, it temporarily dried up. )
This is why the apatheid regime has not only repressed the union movemen?, ‘
but in the face of tis resiliance and militancy, has tried to accomo@ate to ite
Its efforts at the present time are directed toward coupling repr9591on‘(eg. the
murder of Neil Aggett) with channelling unions into the machinery of a rgformed
industrial relations system. The state has had to bow so far to’the ?equlrements
of companies like Fords which have been willing to recognise unions in return
for industrial stability. : _
The state strategy zs an attempt at divide and rule. It thrgatens the hazf‘:hest
repression against the'political' unions while granting concessions to wha? 1ths
sees as the less political. It hopes to create a black labour aristocracy in e
industrial, urban areas while expelling the mass of blacks %o thgse r?P?eS:}V: o
wastelands they call *homelands'e. There is no doubt but that .thls s?ate stra :i?,
is coming unstucke It is riven by its own contradictions and'ln partlpu}ar b¥ ne
refusal of advanced black workers to settle peacefully for minor economic gainse
- This combination of intensified repression with reform raiges the qgegtlon of
how. black workers relate to those reformse The traditional pol}cy of tge,ANC and
the CPSA - & perspective which has dominated SA resistance pOll?lOS —.13 tha: thitt
apartiad state should under all circumstances be boycotted. This fetish gfkeoyC__
is essentially a petit-bourgeois postion . It tells b}ack workers not to ta |

[



THE LABOUR PARTY - Ellis

This is a brief comment, primerily on arolan's resolution on the MP, but also
on Cunliffe's position as presented in his resolution and at the NYW .agsregate.
My intention is to spell out areas of confusion and/or disagreement as regards
both positions. :

The Terms of the Debate

4is with thevFalklands/Malvinas debate, the current dispute on the question on

the MP to those of us not present at the NC discussions seems often to consist

of arguments about who szid what when, and whether or not the other side is
slandering them, ctc. I am not competent to pass judgement on these gJuestions.
The mein point is that it all contributes to general confusion as to what the
debate is about. Cunliffe's contribution at the NW meeting was extremely defen-
sive ("we are not saying what Carolan says we are saying") —~ the end result being
2 picture of nuances within general agreement (so why all the fuss?). On the
other hand, Carolan's resolution is full of references t5 views of a 'dual O'
etc., and Carolan clearly believes that there are significant differences.
Carolan a -gues that the differences are in rcality about MP work now, rather than
possible tactical differcnces in the future. For the uninitiated it is all very
confusing. But gencral lines are beginning to become clear to me - and I am
unhappy with both.

2. Carolan's resolution

Central to Carolan's resolution is the argument that "the British O now is
indivisable" (p. 1), that to posc a clash of priorities between MP % TU work is
false, and that the notion of separate mothods of recruitment amongst trade
unionists % MP members implies a "dual 0", syndicalism and other "deviation".

Leaving acide the (4o me anyway) unintercsting question as to whether anyone
holds this "dual 0" view much of this is unobjcctionable. But it scems to me
that Carolan poscs a false dichotomy between on the one hand "subtcrfuge" to keep
in the MP, not isolate curselves, etc., and on the other an "Oehlerite binge"
proclaiming ourselves an alternative to the NMP. Clearly these are not the only
options open to us. It is quite possible -~ I am not putting this forward as an
immediate tactical option — to maintain :n understanding of the MP, maintain a
presence in it in some form, maintain an overall assessment of its notential, and
perspective for trying to change it whilst censing to carry out MP work as we . '
currently do - i.e. Geprioritising MP work. It is possible rather than desirable,
and I am not advocating such a "turn" here and now. Ny point is bo stem the (1
think) falsc option Carolan presents as beinz open to uo in the event of radically
changed circumstances in the MP,

The issues as I understand them resolve into two main areas:

i) Do we under most circumstances require "our own" press (whether or not it has
WSL written all over it)? v

ii)Under what circumstanccs do we maneouvre, make compromises, etc., to remain in
the MP? Clearly these are closcely related, but they are not the same (c.ge it
is theeretically possible for an orgrnisation to undertake only partial entry,
and sc have both a nress and be in the MP).

i) Do we need our own press? We obviously have no nced of a press merely to
declare the existence of the WSL. What we do need is some form of guarantee
thet we can present, undiluted, our idcas to as' wide an audience as possible.

Carolan is absolutely right to stress that workers are won from reformism to

Marxism by experience rather than preaching. 3But arguing too far along such lines

can lcad to the conclusion that we need no vehicle for our ideas at all, and

merely pop up every now and thon to point out particular betrayals, highlight
particular quéstions, and "experience™ will do the rest. It is experience plus
the presence of revolutionaries clearly and constantly putting forward a revo-
lutionary alternative to the arguments of the reformists that will win workers
to Marxism. Struggle combined with argument (rather than preaching) is essential

to the bhuilding of a revolutionary party. .
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The question therefore is that if we were to abandon our own préss for a joint
paper with, e.g. B, would we b able to guarantee that we can put across our own
ideas clearly? Ind to as wide an audience as jossible?

It is at this point that the question of MP work versus other work seems to me
to take on a morc specific meaning — i.e. it is not simply at the level of
“nrincihples™ but at the level of practical work. Maintaining a MP "legality"
certainly ensures that we can continue to relate to those forces at present within
the MP, to whom MP concerns are vital, but it would mean that we would be nresent—
ing a confusing "legal MP" face to those other forces who are either not particu-
larly interested in the internal affairs of the MP or who are hostile to it. 4
joint paper with B would in that sense "fudge" our own political voice in an
unhelpful waye We would be relating in & thovuoughly unsectarian fashion to only
a limited audience (in the MP), but relating badly to the immediate concerns of
other sections of workers and the oppressed. Almost by cdefinition, it seems to
me, the "tactical compromise" entailed in abandoning our own press for the sake
of the MP lepality entails an increased MP focus for our work which would inhibit
other areas of work.

There are, of course, further considerations. To the O bureaucracy, the right
wing and the "scft" left, an organisation composed of curselves and 3 would be a
very subtle distinction to the existing S*i. How long would the joint paper last?
When would we abandon that to maintain MP legality? Especially in the long term
we have to rccognise that the O bureaucracy will want to purge us not because of
where we say things, in what paner, but because cf what we say. At what stage
does MP legality entail hiding our politics as well as our organisation?

An independent voice is%yital tool for us. L joint paper with centrists doesn't
gseem to me wrong in principle, but under these conditions at best would seem the
thin end of the wedge. It is not a question, as Carolan puts it, of "fetishising
forms' - which in any case is a silly expression since when Marx speaks of the
Wfetishism of forms' he is talking about the appearances of bourgeois society and
the acceptance of those appearances by classical political economy; he is not

talking about Trotskyist -newspapers. If a joint paper/organisation with B was
to be at all serious it would merely postpone the .decision as to whetehr we
abandon any voice at all — if it did not provoke merely a new assault from the
right wing that would be a testimony to its ineffectiveness. There could be &
case therefore for "buying time, or even going on the offensive by such a
manoeuvre, in conditions in which we may even have control over the new paper
organisation. Even in that case it would require a radical change in the focus,
as I understand it, of B-type groups. But it has not, to my knowledge, been
motivated as an exercise in "buying time"; and if it werc, we should still be
discussing what we do when it also is t hreatened with purge.

We need to be able to relate directly to militants with answers and perspectives
for immediate problems. Reformism is not a "question of lecadership" simply in
terms of treachery o. individual leaders: the poditics of reformism is inadequate
in the herc and now; it cannot equip militents with arguments to win the mass of
workers to a struggle to defend their interests. That is why we need our own
voice. In the prosent circumstances I think it also means that our own "voice"
must be our o4Wn paper.

ii) Under what circumstances do we malke tactical retreats? There has beep enor-
mous confusion is this dcbate as to the time-scale we are talking about. L pers—
pective of a short term manoceuvre as part of a left fightback to reyerse the .
depision of thc register and go on to the offensive is one thing. 4 perspective
of heads—down deep entry in a police-state NP is something else entirely. I am
fairly convinced that the situation Carolan has in mind is a kind of "half-way
purge", in which we are in danger of expulsion, but abandoning the paper would
prevent expulBion without scriously .threatening our capacity to put foraard our
jdeas. I have already touched on the complications in this scenario. But there
are others. '



Ellis/3

The threat of expulsion presupposcs either that a fightback in the constituencies
has been defcated, or that nonc has teken place. Some CLPs are probhably dying to
expel us, others may be in the balance. But the majority are unlikely to lie-
back and expel people without a fight. I am not at all convinced that us abandon-
ing our paper will make the slightest difference in their willingness to fight.

For the moment, therefore, the register is virtually inoperable. The right wing,
as far as I can see, will only be able to carry through expulsions at the point
at which CLP disaffiliation is raised, at least in the majority of cases. Then
we have to makc a political choice (rather than a technical one about whether to
produce a paper). Do we push for continued resistance? Or do we offer to lay
down our paper? To do the latter would be to lead the retreat of the left. To
do the former may well expose us to a soft-left cave-in. Which do we chogse?

Carolan has related to me a story about an SLL member in Salford cxpelled after
15 years in the MP after he was told to "come out" as an SLL member. The lesson,
I take it, is that the MP isn't always as reliable as you think. Obve sly we
should not invite expulsions, and rush into MP meectings shouting "YSLI"™ But the
stark political ehcice I outlincd above seems to me a real onc.

Or to put it another way, the guestion of "subterfuge" is not so simple. It is
onc thing to use "subterfuge” to get into an organisation: it is another thing
if you're a well-known member of it and want to stay therc. Subterfuge in this
instance is primarily not a deception »laycd on the NEC -~ but played on the
CMPs. .nd as such, it is cither unnecessary, or unlikely to work.

The sntire debate secems to me to be taking place as if the strugele in the MP
did not exist, as if there is just us on the one side % the NEC on the other
trying to outmanocuvre cach other. Carolan appers not to tkae into account either
the actual potential for resistance within the CMPs, or the fact that we are not
first on the list (M are and therefore our response has bo be gueged in this scnse
by theirs Z_if they keep their paper and we abandon ours it will look pretty
silly_7), or, most important of all, the implications for the struggle in the MP
by the purge actually goes so far as to @irectly threaten us. The reality, for
the vast majority of MCPs, is that if we are expelled, the left will have suffered
a very severe defeat and the O burcaucrats and the right wing won a medium-term
decisive gvictory.

Pinally two brief points an:the register. The mood in the MCPs remains .
deficient, and the CLPD is not a reliable "rough guide". Ve should not even talk
about registration at. this stage. Sccond: suppose we do atiempt to register.

If they let us that is surely only an indication of their lack of intention to
expel us, at least for now. AiAgain, the conchsuion that we slould sacrifice our
paper docs not follow.

My conclusion thercfore is that the actual context precludes any significant -
tactical compromise as either necessary or likely to succeed. The real dis—
cussion we should be having is on our perspectives should the .'conflict reach
the point at which CMO disaffiliation is likely. If the left suffers a defeat of
such proportions that it fails to prevent widesprecad expulsions, then (and only
then) we should «deprioritise our MP work in the form of partial fraction work -
obviously cds stay in where they can~ and maintain both our paper and overall
political line. Such & defeat will of course be an extremely scrious one for
both the working class and for our perspectives. To canoel ourselves out in the
face of it would be a wrong choice for us to make.

Carolan raises other points that I will not dwell on here, except to say this:
if the MP in the future ceases to be as open and factional as in the recent past,
it will change the conditions of the class struggle. Presumbaly we all agree on
this. The restabilisation of the MP from the point of view of the ruling class
poses the possibility of a future, quite stable, right-wing O government, and
therefore the likelihood of class strugcle against it. Of course it is unlikely
that the working class will therefore "break with the MP" and we should maintain
the perspective of taking up the fight witiin the MP., But under such
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circumstances

a) the fight in the unions clearly takes on a new significance;

b) given the practical difficulty of fighting inside !Ps, our focus of necessity
is on building the action against the government, and we could not possibly
1limit the perspective of such action with a "fir:t teke over the CMPs"
strategy (which implies years of struggle — nossibly necessary years, we
won't know, but not much to offer as a line of immediate strugele).

3.  Cunliffe's nosition

I have already referred to Cunliffe's apparent defensiveness. This "brief
comment” is already too long, so I will cut this section down. In some respects
I agree with Cunliffe - i.e. on the question of maintaining our paper; if not the
reasons for this. But Cunliffe?s position on a whole series of issues strikes
me as misguided. I think I would agree with Carolan on the "expose the bureau-
crats" thrust to Cunliffe's argument: my objection to the paper is not its lack
of denunciations, but its failure to counter reformist arguments effectively. I
will comment here on one - specific aspect of Cunliffe's position regarding the MP.

Cunliffe argues, on the face of it unobjectionally, that we need to draw "the
most oppressed layers" into the strugsle with us in the O as a whole, including
the MP. This presumably gocs along with the "turn the MP outwards™ perspectivee

411 I want to say here is that whilst joining in the fight in the P should
be an aspect of the perspective that we offer "the most oporessed”, it must not
be secn as the whole story. In practice what it means, at least at thc moment,
is little more than going along to MP mectings (I am not disguising the crusial
importance of particularly some MP meetings). Ve neecd to relate to the struggles
of women, blacks, .Asians, gays, the unemployed, youth, with an activist pers-
pective as well: in the first instance the refercncce of the MP to them is as a
potential amplificr of their struggles. It is only by proving the value of the
0 and thc MP to their immediate strrggles that the "join the MP" perspective
makcs any SCNsce.

4. Conclusion

Finally, onc general remark that I have not finished thinking through.
Everyone now agrees it secms that the issue of "priorities" is a false one. I
also agree, for the most part. But it scems to me that it is false to see the
MP as the political wing of the unions and leave it at that. There is a
difference between a wolitical party and what are obviously much more basic
working class organisations. Jn clectrician has little choice but t6 be in the
BETU, however reactionary its leadership may be, Membership of the MP is a
question of political choice in a qualitatively differenc sensc. In other words
it is wrong to equate working outside of the MP to "abandoning reactionary
unions® with shades of "left wing Commnism"? I am not, I hope it is clcar,
advocating leaving the MP., But I think that some of the theoretical questions
as to the naturc of the MP and its preoise relationahip to the unions (other than
its technical relationahip) may be in need of clarifiocation.



