DARE TO FIGHT !

u Jackie C?eary _explains why we raise the
call FOR A GENERAL STRIKE

SOME READERS have queried our call
in the last issuc of Workers Fight, for a
general sirike to smash the Industrial
Relations Act. (#) ]

The dead weight of 1926 lies heavy
still, half a century later, on the British
Tabour movement. The bitter memories
of that defeat and its terrible aftermath
amidst the conditions of the Creat Slump
have tred a deep distrust for the idea of
the general sirike weapon. 1926 appears
as a great pitched battle and a great
defeat — which indeed it was. And the
«conclusion in many people’s minds is
ihat the workers should avoid pitched
battles.

But 1926 is not the only general
=mrike that ever occurred. There is
very rich arsenal of Marxist thinking on
the general strike and an even richér
experience up to the present time. Here
we attempt no more than a hrief discus-
ston of some of the issues raised by the
intnediate situation of the working class
in Britain today.

The Tory Government grows bolder
with each failure of the Union leaders
to react to its challenge. Faced with
the escalating leral sanctions, only a

" counter-escalation by the workers' side
could hope to smash the Industrial Rel-
ations Act, )

The only immediate response poss-
ible is generalised economic action —
that is, a ‘gencral sirike” use of the

-'social and industrial strength of the

- working class. (The perspective of a
Tabour Government to repeal the Act in
the long temm - if that: remember In

Place of Sirife- = means acquiescing to

the hosses NOW.)
Only e continuation of the fight 1o
mobilise on the industrial front. 4t the

sharpest point of the struggle, while all
the time striving © generalise the ind-

ustrial action, can now be an altemative
to abandoning all hope of smashing the
LR. Act.

THE GENERAL STRIKE

A general strike means a head-on
collision between the practical power
of the bosses and their state, and the
usually latent social and economic
'power of the working class. The ¢ollis-
ion could lead to a passing over from a

limited mobilisation of.the class for
limited goals (such as the smashing of
the Industrial Relations Act) to a full
scale political confrontation in which
the workers” struggle is extended into a
conscious struggle against the state and
capitalist society itself, ending either
in serious defeat or decisive victory.

Such a contest is always implicit in
a gencral strike.

Clearly then-the general strike is
not a weapon to be played with, and the
call for it is not a slogan 1o be raised

light-mindedly. If a strike, especially 3.

sit-in sirike, poses the question of
power in a single factory, the general
strike poses it in the whole country. If
a strike can lead to limited clashes
with the police, then 2 general strike
can lead to full scale confrontation and
civil wa.,

The idea of the general strike was
first conceived in Chartist times, in the
1830s, 25 the ultimate weapon of the
working class. Th: Great Holiday, as it
was called, was to be the full scale
proof of the ultimate dependence of soc-
iety on the warking class.

The idea entered the arsenal of the
Social Democratic parties at the end of
the nineteenth century. It was then seen
as the ultimate threat the labour move- .
ment could make to be used to stap

- wars, force a general franchise, elc.

And it was used, for exanple in
Sweden.in 1893, o .

History shows us two hasic types of
genesal strike or mass strike: those
called by the official leaders of the
workers® organisations. and those which
well up spontaneously.

THE PLANNED STRIKE

‘The period of the decisive dominat
ion of the labowr movement by the ref-
ormist or Stalinist bureaucracies has
seen 2 series of sirikes organised from
above.

A) Strikes for reformist goals, in
which the leadership is genuine in its
adherence to the stated gnals, and
maintains control of the working class.
Th: best examples are the series of
general strikes from the 1898s to World
War 1 in Belgium, which won universal
manhood suffrage. )

B) Token stiikes for the purpose of

demonstrating some point or protesting,
with, once again, the refomi st or Stal-
inist leadership keeping rigid control.

The French Communist Party was in-
famous for playing this game way before
1968 (when it got more than it bargained
for) by holding me day general strikes,
half day general strikes, and even half-
hour general strikes on all sorts of
issues,

C) Strikes in which the leadership or
a large section of it agree in advance
with the bourgeoisie to play the Grand
Old Duke of York and to head off milit:
ancy —~ so demoralising the working
class ‘and dissipating its energies that
the workers are led to defeat,

The most notorious example of this
is the 1926 British General Strike. :
The: result depends as usual on the

relationship of forces. In areas like

- Durham, for instance, the movement ak

most got ait of the hands of the TUC.
If the young Communist Party had not
naively supparted the T.U, raitors
**fromn the lef1*’ the striks might have -
escaped TUC control entirely,




SPONTANEOQUS

Histary also of course shows us
spontanecus mass sitrikes of the work-
ing class, mass self-mobilisations,
usually drawing in much larger sections
of the class than are organised at the
beginning. )

For instance in Russia, as the revol-
utionary workers® movement took shape
at the end of the last century and the
beginning of this century, the organised
socialist movement helped and suppored
the mass strike wave with which the
working class fought Tsarism. But, for
all that, they were largely spontaneous:
what Rosa Luxemburg called the elem-
ental form of the self-movement of the
working class.

Sometimes the class mobilises spont-
aneously or half-spontancously to meet
some threat, getting at best grudging
after-the-event endorsement from z ref-
ormist leadership.

In 1920 the right-wing Kapp took
power in Germany for 3 days by means
of a putsch. But this aroused, and was
defeated by, a semi-spontanecus general
strike,

In Spain the revolt of the fascist gen-
erals in 1936 was stopped by sirikes,
mobiligations and self-arming of the
workers after most of the official labow
movenknt and the Popular Front govem-
ment had virtually caved in to the fasc-
ist demands,

- . Lastly there is the situation where
the class, whose leadership proclaims
socialism but does nothing about it,
grows frustrated and impatient. The mil-
itants initiate direct action, drawing
ymassively greater sections of the work-
ing class into the movement ~ indeed,
often being propelled forward by these
“fresh sections.

The fagtory seizures in Italy in 1919
were a consgious challenge to the rule
of the bourgeoisie. But they failed 1o
find a comparably revolutionary leader-
ship in the sphere of politics. The in-
decisive [eft-talking Socialist Party
failed the working class and left it

. wide open to being smashed later en by
fascism. .

Thus the 1936 general sirike in
France. And thus, too, 1968, where the
French working class, long frustrated
by the misleadership of the Communist
Party and the CP trade umion, the CGT,
long tired of low wages, sham fights and
half-hour general strikes (with the CGT
bueaucrats attempting to conduct the
working class and its movements like a
well-disciplined orchestra) suddenly
rose and seized controt of France.

In this situation of course the ‘lead-

ing’ hureaucrats of the labour movement
ran to catch up with the movement,
straddied it and stopped it from smash-
mg the bowrgeois state — although the

Renault 1968: listening,

bquxge_oi_sie was forced to give massive
concessions,

AFTER A STRIKE

After a general strike there is a
variety of possible situations.

. There might be a period of quiet
with the bourgeoisie generally on top,
having clearly defeated the working
class. :

Or there might be 2 new equilibrium,
based on there heing an expanding econ

wmy enabling the graniing of cences
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think_ing. «+.and arguing,

sions to the working class, with the
reformist leadership still in control.
Adtematively, the strike ean be an
¢pisede in a continually explosive sit-
uation: after it the bowrgeoisie mobil~
1ses, goes on the counter-offensive, and
the seuggle continues — as in TItaly
after 1.91 9. This cbviously depends on
the objective possibilities — the back-
ground and relationship of forces, the
role of the tabour leadership and its

abi]igy to control and to manipulate ihe
working class.




Fprlhe'r permutations are of course
possible based on these poasibilities.

1926 EXPERIENCE

The experience of 1926 in Britain
was an example of the first variant
above. Most of the leaders were reneg:
ades, agrecing in advance with the Con-
servatives to head off the strike and
betray it. It was growing in strength
.and determination. More men were out
on the last day than on the first.

Calling it off was an outright beraya
of a magnificent mobilisation of the
working class by a leadership which
with some honouratile exceptions (like
A.]. Cook) did not even have refommist
goals for the strike,

,__ The defeat resulting from the betrays
was serious but not catastrophic. But
its effects were scon compounded by
the heavy follow-up blow to the working
class of the Great Depression with its
mass inemployment.

If the Depression hadn't come so

- Soon after; if the revolutionary social-
ists of that time, the young Communist
Party, had been able o use the reneg-
acy of the leaders of labour to discredit

them and gain working class leadership
for itself — then the outcome could have

been very ditferent, .

Neither the outcome of the strike it
self nor even the effects of betrayal and
defeat were anything like inevitable.

. Today 2 general strike could do to
the Tories® Industrial Relations Act

what the miners and their allies did
three months ago to their 7% pay Nam.
Such a strike could smash the Acv. And
in the process of mobilising, the class

. woilld begin to create and toughen its
sinews and muscles in preparation for
the battles — intense and bitter ~ that
would swely follow.any partial defeat

of the cavitalists by the wrkers.

REVOLUTION ?

Those ‘revolutionaries* who :
. that the general strike demands so much
‘serious preparation that it is i -
ible to advocate it mless ~andm1.:15lflms
there has been **adequate aration””
are caught in a vicious uage%ley‘bave
leamed lictle from recent, particularly

French, expericnce.

They see the General sttike as a
synonyin for the revolution, leading al-
ways either to decigive defeat or decis-
ive vicTory, With the labour movement
helplessly bureaucratised, they there
fore see the call for Such a strike as
deeply irrespinsible: as if we. were call-
ing for the revolution, to be led by Vic.
Feather! :

. _Therefore, they say, we must simply
make long term propaganda about an
eventual general strike. and meanwhile
wait until we have prepgired, mtil we
have a mass revolunon W party, and
are nurselves the leaderghip of any

general strike which we call for. Thus
once again the general strike becomes a
srnonym for the revolution. (Moreover,
all the talk about *preparation’ is 2
heaven-sent alibi for the Uni6h leaders’
inactivity.)

Such pedantic comrades usually :
rely on the quotation mines, from which
they dig out Trotsky's 1935 waming to
the Independent Labour Party, who were

threatening to call a genetal strike — as

a sart of punishment to the ruling class
in the cvent of war.

Yet they ignore Trotsky’s very imr
portant appreciation of the 1936 strike
in France and its effects on the working
class. (Not to mention the experience
of 1968) '

“‘The strike hos everywhere and in
every place pushed the most thoughtful
and fearless workers to the fore. To
them-belongs the initiative. They are
still octing cautiously, feeling the
ground under their feet. The vonguard
detachments are trying not to rush ahead
so'as not to isolate themselves. The
echoing and re-echoing answers of the
hindmost ranks to their col! gives them
new courage. -

" The roll call of the class has become
a trial self-mobilisation. The proletariat
was itself in greotest need of this dem-

_onstration of its strength, The practical

successes won, however precarious
they may be, cannot fail to raise the
self-confidence of the masses to an ex-
traordinary degree, particularly among
the most backward and oppressed strato.

That leaders have come forward in
the industries and In the foctories is
the foremost conquest of the flrst wave.
The efements of focal and regional
staffs have been created. The mosses
know them. They know one ancther.
Real revolutlonaries will seek contact
with them.

Thus the first self-mobilisation of -
the masses hos outlined and in pogt
brough? forward the first elements of
revolutionary leadership, The strike hos
stirred, revitalised ond regenerated the
whole colossal class organtsm, The old
organisational shell has by no means

_dropped away. On the contrary, It still

retains its hold quite stubbornly. But
urder it the new skin is already visible'’

ULTIMATE WEAPON?

In essence the attitude of the ped-
antic revolutionaries is a variant of the
old west European Social Democratic
conception of the general strike as the
well-orchestrated ultimate weapon con-
trolled and directed from above. It is
not a candeption of the self-mobilisation
of the working class.

Since their conception makes the
general strike impossible, or anlya .
prelude to betrayal, it follows for them
that the slogan for a General Strike can-
not be used.

This ignores the experience of the
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mass strikes of which 1968 is the most
important: welling up from below, direct-
ed as much against the labour bureawr
crats {though not necessarily canscious-
ly) as against the system.

French poster, 1968: workers’power
threatens E stablishment. Among its
props, the ‘Communist Party’,

Since this is the major experience of
the mass Strike and of the general suike
throughout most of its history, to ignore
it is to ignore the real history of the
warking class. it is thus:tantamount to
preventing the revoluticnory organisot-
ions from bringing the lessons of that
history, in the form of propagando, tothe
working class in this country.

It ignores the fact that the mass
strike and the general strike and the
struggle for the general strike, can play
a major role in shaking and ultimately
smashing the control by the bureauncrats
of the labowr movement, and in helping
to build the revolutionary movement —
without which there will never be a full
and final victory over the capitalists.

Thus it is the job of revolutionaries
to make propaganda for the general
strike, to promote and propagandise for
a mass strike and for immediate solid-
arity strikes on ¢very level. :

We therefore say a general sirike con
smash the Industrial Relations Act. We
advocate it as o tactical weapon for
this limited goal. In the present situat-
im it could win such a goal, We raise
the demand that the leaders of the unios
prepare and call a general strike. o

Even when used as a tactical weapm
for limited gains, the general strike
still implicitly raises the basic quest-
ion : who rules in society? Whatever the
specific goals of the general mobilisat-
ion its logic and its potential is the
struggle for state power, o

This is not merely an abstract logic
but a very practical logic. A general
strike necessarily poses the creation of
organising conrnrttees of the working
class and of new arganisational and ad-
ministrative responsibilities for those
stewards, councils and trades councils
now existing. )

It makes necessary the creation of
broader workers® commitiees, street and
area ¢ommittees and councils; and of
workers® self-defence oeganisations in
the event of clashes with scabs and
state personnel, That is, it would pose
the question of the eliboration of the’




rudimentary organs ot a potential work-
ing class state.

The outcome would be decided as a
struggle between two perspectives
within the mobilised working class -
the reformist and the revolutionary. ALL
THE EVENTS OF THE SIRIKE, the
very fact of the working class moving
into action, would favour the revolution-
ary perspective, as does any real mobil-
isation of the working ¢lass into self
awaréness.

Whether the strike was initiated by
rank and file militants oc by the official
leadership, the revolutionary perspect-
ive would have to be fought for, and a
series of concrete immediate steps
elaborated to take the ¢lass cantinually
forward..

WORKERS' COUNCILS

Revolutionaries would popularise
the idea of warkers® councils of self-
administration, to organise the life of
the country and begin to elaborate a
counter-state leading to dual power as
in Russia between February and October
1817.

The starting point would be the fact
oty committees thrown up by the strike,
which in manv cases would already be
taking decisions got normally taken by
workers, These would be generalised
into local, regional and finally a Nation-
al Council of workers® representatives
— thus opposing an emtxyonic WS"
state to the bourgeois state.

A revolutionary organisation would
advocate that workers who have taken
over facrories, services ctc. should
begin to run them, under the control of
the workers* councils, enabling servies
to be restored to the workers and their
organisations, while the ‘owners® were
still excluded. Thus the bosses® Prop-
crty, instead of merely being immobil-
ised and held, would be tumed increas-
ingly agamst them, giving the workers
an increasing store of powei.

The revolutionary party would begin
to form workers® militias, initialiv from
amang its own cadres, drawing in milit-
ants from all the factories — thus anm
ing the workers far an uprising to dis-
arm and suppress the paralysed organs
of hourgeois power and establish the
workers® state. A revolutionary party
should' in any case advocate and work
for this in advance of such a situation
But even in the middle f the strike
such a prograinme of action would gal-
vanise the workers, and could at least
1ead to a period of dual power.

Finally, revolutionaries in such a
situation would raise the slogan of a
wirkess® government as the immediate
objective of the strike, and move 1o co-
ordinate and consolidate the rgans of
wotkers® administration and defence into
a counter-state which could challenge
and decisively smash the bosses” state

and establish a workers’® state.

Such a prosecution of the strike
mavement by a party with a mass work-
ing 155 following could have take a
situation like that of May-June 1965 in
France to a state of dual power — and
fvom there to the revolution.

But even a struggle that does not
end with the working class taking powe
can be an invaluable experience. New
teaders and often new forms o orgamis-
ation are throwr up. These can — even
if the movement |s for the time being
repulsed — serve the class in future
struggles.

This was true of the Soviets of
1905 which reajly came to the fore in
1917, It was LKewrse true of the Insh
Citizen Army which was cfeated i the
sirike movement of 1913 and became
the comerstone of the Faster Risiny of
1916,

It is in this sense that Trotshy s
tenin thought of the 1903 revelution a-
the ''dress rehearsal’” for 1917,

And it is in this sense that all ihe
strategies above must be put forward
in any general strike situation, so that
even if it is not the final showdown
the best lessons will be learnt.

* In addition there are objections to the
General Strike call by people who con-
sider the whole question of ' 'making
calls to action'" and putting "'demands’’
op leaders as false, diversionary and
irrelevant. Thus the International Marx-
ist Group in its new period of maximal-
ist, passive-propagandist politics.

Calling for a general strike, they say,
won’t make one happen, not-even help
prepare for it —only a **deepening of
the struggle’’ will do that. And we can't
affect that either. If a general strike
happens - it will happen. If not — not.
You are either bom a genius or you are
not bom a genius — so who needs to go
to school.

This approach is based on a misread
ing of Lenin on agitation and propagan-
da in What Is to be Done, where Lenin
attacked Martynov the ‘Economist*

Martynov had added dn additional cat-
egory (that of calls 1o action) to the
Marxist Plekhanov's categories of
Propogonda and Agitetion. Lenin insist-
ed on an organic unity between theory,
programme, propaganda and agitation.
He therefore rejected the notion of

- “"calls to action”" as being a separate

category —.something that doesn’t arise
organically either from agitation or from
propaganda {which are in turn govemed
by theory and principle.). In Martynov’s
echeme these "‘calls to action* did not
fiow from the body of Marxist theory. -

As Lenin sarcastically put it, Mart-
ynov thus “‘rendered Plekhanov more
profound.**

The IMG theorists guard against this
sort of dislocation by simply eliminat
g "*calls to action’® altogether. Per
haps that way they hope to avoid the
kind of unprincipled separation of prop-
aganda and agitation exemplified by the

International Socialist Group in 1969,
when they made abstract propaganda
against the Rritish troops in Northem
Ireland, but refused to call for their
rernoval.

Where Martynov dislocated the pract
ical 'limbs’ growing out of the body of
Marxist theory, the IMG proposcs 1
chop them off to save them from being
dislocated. (See Red Mole, Supplement
to Nc40) :

In tnis view the party is not a many
sided entity with organs analogous to a
brain to cogitate and an active body to
organise and administer.

Rather, the party can have no admin
istrative function "1t is a brain ad a
voice'’ —no mare, says the Red Mole,
blinking in the blinding light of new
‘insights".

What this leads 10 in practice could
be seen in the following Red iole. Tts
front page carried the slogan NO
RECOGNITION (of the NIRC). This wms
published right afier the TUC policy of
“‘non-recognition’ had led to capitulat-
ion to the NIRC.

The Red Mole, depriving itself of
calls to action which give direction to
the struggle (including demands on
official leaders, around which militants
can gather and organise), was left still
mumbling the useless sham policy of
the TUC.

Not to make demands on Feather ur
calls to action to the class, meant mim:
icking Feather's old policy just as it
had demonstrated its bankrupiey.

Not only were the awesome theoret-
icians of the IMG capable of rendering
Plekhanov more profound But they
quickly topped this feat with the even
more dizzying one of rendering Vic
Feather more stupid! .
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1919-1926

how the Tories prepared their

France, Italy, Hungary and Ire-
_ land.
) . In Britain, too, there were
; : revolutionary developments

I'HE YEARS 1919—1926 marked
a decisive period in the history
nf the British labour movement

An understanding of this per-
iod is of immense importance to
workers today.

Like today, it was.a time of
growing class conflict where
every struggle became sharper
than the one preceding it. This
sharpening of class struggle
derived from a profound dual
crisis of British capitalism.

Firstly, Britain, the first cap-
italist state on the world arena
had entered a phase of irrevers-
ible decline, her economic pre-
dominarce being challenged and
displaced by the other imperial-
ist states.

" The First World War itself
stad, in part, been a product of
this decline. Germany had
egun to encroach upon and
‘capture large chunks of the
British share of the world mar-
ket to the extent that this loss
could only be redressed and a
redivision of the world market
re-effected by military means.

But far from the war provid-

ing a remedy for the chronic

gverall problems of British im-
perialism, it actuallyv deepened
them, opening the way for an
even mightier challonge from
the USA,

ORGANISED

Secondly, the period was
characterised by a cyvelical
crisis of capitalism. The post-
war boom, which had been bas-
ed upon a demand for industrial
zoods, ended abruptly in mid-
1920 when the inflationary
hubble well.and truly burst

And these were not the only
difficulties which faced the
hosses. The post war boom had
registered tremendous changes
in the outlook of the working
class, which had taken udvant-
age of the inflationary situation
to assert its strength. To
wrench wage concessions out
of the employers, the workers
had fo resort to their only
weapon: organisation.

Trade union membership
grew in leaps and bounds from
5% million in 1917 to 8%, mil-
lion in 18920. The changes in
consciousness in the working

class produced by the sharp-
ness of the struggle helped in
turn to intensify the problems
of the ruling class, giving it
very little room to manoenvre,

EUROPE ABLAZE

Equally vital in its impact
was the example of the Russian
October Revolution in 1817, As
Marxists have salways emphas-
ised, revolutionary developments
are never purely national in
scope, and constitute an inter-
national phenomenon.

The early twenties exemp-
lified this. All Europe was
ablaze, There had been revolut-
ionary waves in Germany,

taking shape in every sphere of
society. There were strikes ip
every industry, disorder in the
Army and even a strike by those
custodians of vapitalist prop-
erty dnd iegality, the police.

Thus, the position of the rul-
ing class hardly provided a
foundation for optimism. Yet,
there was onty one way out — g
relentless altack on the living
slundards and rights of the work
ine class, which prepared to
meet this challenge in the only
way il knew. by developing and
strengthening its own organisat-
lon. -

. This explains the drive to< .
wards the amalgamation of trade
unions which took place in the
immediate post-war period. In
1921, the AEU (now AUEW)
came into existence as a result
of the amalgamation of the Amal
gamated Society of Engineers
and nine smaller unions.

Similarly, in 1922, the
T&GWU emerged out of the shel)
of the old Transport Federation.
Two years later came the GMWU

Parallel with this, the pre-
war agreement for a Triple
Alliance of Transport, Railway
and Mining Unions to stand and
act together, was revived.

RAILMEN WIN

Both sides were getting into
hattle formation and the first
major shots were fired in the




late summer of 1919, following
closely upon the tail end of the
boom. The Tory-Liberal Coalit-
ion provoked a rail sirike by
attempting to impose a statutory
wage cut.

Despite the strenusus efforts
of the railwaymen's leader,
J.H. Thomas, to betray the
strike, the government folded
up at the threat of the Triple
Alliance being invoked.

Workers® militancy was on
the upswing, and the struggle
was reaching unprecedented
tevels to the point where indust
rial action became a political
weapon.

- This was demonstrated part-
icularly by the “Jolly George’'
incident, in which the dockers
in London refused to load
weapons destined for use
“igainst the Red Army by the
counter-revelutionary Polish
Army in 1920,

To stress the point, Coun-
cils of Action were formed under
the leadership of union leaders
like Bevin, to spearhead the
struggle against British imper-
ialist intervention in Russia if
that became necessary.

The next round of struggle
involved the miners, who dem-
anded a wage increase and call-
2d upon their partners in the

Triple Alliance to throw their
welght behind them. The coal-
vwners refused the increase
and on 16th October there
began a strike.

The threat of solidarity act-
ion by the Transport Workers
and Railwaymen created g
panic in the ruling class which, :
while buying time, also pushed
through an Emergency Powers
Bill which virtually restored its
wartime anti-strike powers and
foreshadowed the Organisation
for the Maintenance of Supplies.

In reality the décisive sirug-
gle was only postponed for six
months. The ruling class had
bought time to prepare a counter
attack.

By 1921, 2Vamillions were
unemployed. The ‘‘shake-out'’
had begun, Next in the firing
line were the workers in the
vital export industries ~ ship-
bujlding, mines, engineering —

Thomas

where chronic problems of lack
of investment and surplus cap-
acity existed along with what
the employers considered high
wages. :

BLACK FRIDAY

Tne mines were destined to
be the first battlefield for the
bosses’ attack. By April 1921
the coal-owners demanded a
wage cut and, this being reject-
ed, locked out the miners. It
was now class against class.

Amidst tremendous support
for the miners in the working
class, the Triple Alliance was
invoked, a sympathetic strike

being called for 16th April 1921.

The Tory-Liberal Governmert
was now on a civil war footing
with the Emergency Powers Act
implemented, reservists mobil-
ised and troops posted to ind-
ustrial areas. The union leader
ships surrendered at once.

Perhaps not surprisingly,
Thomas of the NUR and Will-
iams of the Transport Workers
backed out and left the miners
to fight alone. Betrayed and
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deserted, the miners fought on
for two months and were forced
to concede defeat.

This monumental betrayal
went down in history as Black
Friday and was a colossal dem-
onstration of the cowardice of
reformism. Moreover, it served
to demoralise whole sections
of the warking class,

STEWARDS

Section by section, the emp-
loyers dealt with the unions
and, in the wake of Black Fri.
day, defeat followed defeat.

The employers had drawn

strength from their victory over

the miners. They took on the
2ngineers and virtually smashed
the remnants of the massive
war-time Shop stewards move-
ment.

Following on this, they in-
flicted defeats on the dockers,
building workers and textile
workers, to the exterit that they
could boast of having slashed
war-time pay increases by 75%.

These defeats had the effect
of dampening down the class
struggle. Large numbers of
workers drifted out of the un-
ions. The tide of class struggle
tiad begun to ebb. The only
force which stood up against
these developments was the in-
fant Communist Party, which
fought resolutely inside the up-
ions to draw out clearly and
understand the lessons of Black
Friday. ’

MINORITY MOVEMENT

By early 1924, the workers
hegan to regain their fighting
spirit. This was reflected inthe
rise in the number of strikes,
which rose from 576 in 1922 to
710 in 1924. This steady inc-
rease reflected, in turn, the de-
termination of workers to resist
attempts at wage cutting,
whether at the behest of a Lab-
our Government or the Tories,

It was clear that the working
class was going to stand its
ground, despite the treachery of
the reformist leadership — “'lefy*
or right.

This resolve gave new heart
and courage to the militants
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.. 3pecial Constables — taking up

the cudgels

who began to organi se anew for
class battle. The Communist
Party launched the National
Minority Movement, a mass rank
and file organisation to co-ordin
ate the militarnts.

Functioning essentially as a
broad alliance of militants, it
embraced a quarter of the organ-
ised trade union movement at
its height. Through its activity
A.J, Cook was elected as sec-
retary of the Miners Federation
of Great Britain. .

The.policy of the National
Minority Movement was an offen-
sive one, aimed at turning the
tide of struggle into an all-out
assault on the employers and
their state.

The policy of the trade unim
leadership was, however, purely
defensive, and aimed at consol-
idating their positions amidst
tremendous rank and file critic-
ism by being seen to be doing .
something. ‘

This line, of course, only
created the conditions for fur-
ther treachery. At a time when
capitalism could not afford half-
measures, this leadership of .

J.H. Thomas and Co. were pre-
pared to act only .on the
basis of such half-measures.
Criminally, they dissipated
the will of the class to fight
and covered the coming struggke
in a smokescreen.

RED FRIDAY

The capitalists saw things
quite differently. They knew
what was in store and prepared -
for it. They began by demandng
new wage cuts in the pits and
threatening a lockout. -

Owing to the low stocks of
coal available, this was a pre-
mature move. Recognising their
advantage, the miners rejected
the coal-owners demands, and
in July 1925 forced the Tory
Government to back down by
granting a subsidy to maintain
wage levels for nine months.

This was a partial victory.
The Tories had retreated —
strategically. It became known
as ‘‘Red Friday'’.

The Tories were quite clear
on what they he.d done. As
Churchill put it - **The Govern-

ment was impressed with the

tact that the country as a whole
was not sufficiently informed
about the character and con-
sequences of such a'struggle. . .
We therefore decided to post-
pone the crisis in the hope of
averting it or, if not averting it,

‘of coping efficiently with it

when it comes,’’ Or, as Bald-
win put it more succinctly *'We -
were not ready,”

Their intentions were quite
clear to everyone except the
trade union and labour leaders.
The whole crisis of the coal in-
dustry determined the bosses’
and Tories' outlook, The ret-
urn o the Gold standard had
forced British export prices up
and put coal out the running in
a market flooded with cheaper
German and Polish coal.

The employers and their gov-
emment were now intent as
never before on cutting miners’
wages, To do this involved the
capitalist state in preparations
of & most detailed character.

THE O.M.S.
In September 1925, they be-

—gan in earnest to prepare fora —




revolutionary situation. They
set up a body ‘‘unofficially”
with the object of malntaining
communications and supplies
in the event of a general strike.
This was tkv Organisation for
the Maintenance of Supplies.

It was made up of middle
class Torles who wished to do
their *“patriotic duty’’. It was
joined by students and such
gutterwash as the (pre-Mosley)
Fasclsts.

The government encouraged
the OMS and set about preparing
its own forces. It divided the
country into ten reglons, each
under a Civil Commissioner.

88 Voluntary Service Committess
were set up to keep local ser-
vices In operatlon,

The police force was enlarged thru'
2 massive recruitment of Special Cons-
tabulary and the armed forces were
mobilised to guard the docks, railways
and telephone exchanges.

Warships were anchored in the Mer-
sey, Humber, Tyne and Clyde, while
trovps armed with gas were moved into
‘the capital and the main industrial
centres.

The Losses meant business.

True to form, the trade union leaders
did nothing to meet the challenge.

A Royal Commission on the Ceal In-
dustry reported, demanding that the min-
ers accept a wage ~ut and a longer
working day. The coalowners declared
a lockout for May Ist. 1926 unless the
miners accepted these canditions.

In re:iponse the miners raised the
slogan: °**Not a penny off the pay, not
a minute on the day, No district agree-
mls‘.l

On April 20eh a state of emergency
was declared and the Special Constab-
ulary was mobilised. On April 26th the
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Fxecutives of the Unions met in a spec
lal TUC Cenference, and frantic efforts
were still being made by ‘leaders’ like
J-H. Thomas and ].R. Clynes to avoid
a confrontation.

On May 1st. the miners were locked
out, Simultaneously the TUC Conference
took a poll of the trade unions on their
attitude to a General Strike to defend
the miners. 3,653,527 voted for a Gen-
eral Strike; 49,511 were against

But atill the union leaders prostrated
themselves before the Govemnment, beg-
ging the cabinet of “*hard-faced men*
not to push them into a fight. *'I never
begged and pleaded like I hegged and
pleaded all today,’” confessed Thomas,

Finally the dithering leaders’ had
their hands forced for them — in the
middle of 2 conference with the Cabinet
- by unofficial direct action by the
NATSOPA chapel of the Daily Mail,
which refused to continue printing a
viciously anti-union edirorial,

Baldwin, hearing the news, juryici
up from the conference table and troke
off the negotiations.

Even now the trade union leaders
were still grovelling, and tried to dis- -
own the printers. But the Government
felt that it could beat an army led by
such generals and, moreover, it needed
to take on the workers and defeat them.
So the strike was on

The union leaders were temrified. In
fact, they agreed with the Daily Mail —
““Two Govemments cannot exist within
the same capital. On: mist destroy the
other, or swrender to the other.” The
labour *“leaders*’ thus felt that a work-
ing class defeat was an enticing pros-
pect, because fundamentally they feared
the workers mare than the employers.

They deliberately held back the
workers even after the strike was dec-
lared, leaving whole groups like the en-
gineers at work until the very last day
of the sirike. Thrcughout the strike
they maintatned contact with the Gov-
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emment,

Finally they called off the suike
‘*so that negotiations could begin®’,
even though the determination and act-
lvity of the workers was increasing and
a whole new wave had started to move
into action,

Victory had been possible. Butthe
miners were left to fight alone for 6
maths, ‘when they were forced back to
work with tnewr wages cut, howrs length-
encd and national agreements scrapped,

Thus the ruling class was zble to
inflict a decisive defeat on the working
class. This was som followed by the
mass unemployment of the **Great Dep-
ression'’. And it took mare than a gen-
eration for the labour movement to
recover from the defeat,

‘The only force which could have pro-
vided a principled altemnative teades
ship was th. Commumist Party, whose
leaders had been jafled befaee the strile
and which, following the Jead of he
Stalin leadership of the Commm yist b
ternational, was tled hand and fowr to
the so-called lefts an the Generas Cuun-
il of the TUC. Their slogan of **All
power to the General Council® effect-
ively made them indistinguishable from
the trade unjon Lefts.

In the absence of revolutionary lead-
ership, the class was defeated and dem-
oralised, not 80 much by the prepurat-
tons of the enemy hut by the eagemess
of its own **leaders” to throw in the
spange. .

This is the central lesson of 1916
1926 for today. Neither Feather, nor
even Jones and Scanlon, will 12ke the
respoasibility of leadership ina ser-
ious fight, as Feather’s scwrying to
and from Downing Street, and Jones*
and Scanlon’s conduct in the docks and
engineers® struggles show.

Today, the Tories aré buying time
and preparing behind the seenes. 1926
must not repeat self.

AR e e
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Yhe Sritish ruling class last week
a big sigh of relief, as the
e of Lords and the Official
solicitor pulied their chestnuts out
of the fire.

since the end of the War, as
stem Capitalism prospered and
workers won betler standards, it
was generally put about that the
infustrial working class was dead
as a revolutionary force, Students
might demonstrate; the “third
world® might take up arms; but the
European workers were satisfied
with their cars and TV sels.

@t in $968 in two short weeks
the workers of France swepl afl
that complacency away, and put
the Furopean workers back on the
revolutionary map.

With little warning, in May
1988, the French working class
rose 1o its feet, pulling its trade
union leaders — **Communist’’,
*Sacialist’’ and Catholic — and
political leaders helplessly behind

When 10
‘million

Ca

-

it.
Effortiessly, it brought the
country to a standstill. By instinct,
without any real leadership — and
initially against the “leadership’ -
it sejzed and held the productive
forces of society which it had
wrencned from the powerless
hands of the capitalists.

Faclories, mines, docks, ships
at sea and in port, theatres, offices
- afl were swiftly ovcupied and
placed under the control of work-
ers’ commitiees.

Everybody joined in. Crave-
diggers and chorus girls, foot-
ballers, bank clerks and taxi
drivers, trade unionists and non-
unionists: the whole of the French
working masses were in action.
Journalists refused to lie to order,
and printers censored their employ-
ers’ press. Farmers joined in. 50
did schoolchildren, who took over
the schools. And they were joined
by their teachers! In the vanguard

< (apitalism
by |
the throat.

were the workers of the giant
Renault car plants.

Unlike last week’s strikes in
Britain, which never quite got past
the defensive stage, the French
General Strike was from the very
start a vast, angry offensive
against the system. And yel, des-
pite that, despite the participation
of 10 million and the existence of
a mass party calling itself revolut-
ionary, the system remained intact.
Why was this so?

The answer to that queslion is
of vital concern to militanis and
revolutionaries in Britain today.
For this reason we reproduce an
edited version of an article pub-
lished immediately after the strike
in Workers Fight, in June 1948,
which examined the objective
possibilities for a workers* victory,
and the factors which fed instead
to a capitalist victory.




I hate the rev-
olution like sin’’
" salfd the hang-
man of -Germany's
B 1918 revolution,
the Social Dem-
ocrat Ebert,
Less direct,

but equally
clear after the events in France, is
the recent. statement of the partlam-
entary leader of the Communist .
Party of-France, Robert Balanger:
“‘When we talk about the revolution
we now think in terms of a politicdl
strugglé in which our flrty agrees

to fight the bourgeoisie w:th their
own weapons.’”

The PCF leadership does not,
of course, openly hate the revolut-
ton. Iis feelings are repressed, pro-
ducing a sort of *hysterical blind-
ness’, It simply refuses 1o see the
revolution, even when It looms sud-
denly in front of i1. '

There was, we are told, no rev-
olutionary situation In France:only
ultra-lefts say there was. Since
what is ultra-left at any glven mom-
ent is determined by the current
stance of the PCF, which Is for-
ever shifting to the right, the ultra-
left gets bigger all the time. It now .
inctudes those bourgeois journal-
ists who have depicted the real sit-
vation and the actual.rotes ol the
participants (n events,

in 1920, for the henetit of some
real ultra-lefts, Lenln defined the
cardinal conditions for revolution:
*‘For revolution it is necessary that
the exploiters should nol be able to
live and rule in the ald way. Only
when the ‘lower classes* do not
wani the ofd, and when the ‘upper
classes’ cannot continue in the old
way, then only can the revolution
be victorious. This truth may be ex-
pressed in other ways! revolution
is impossible without a national
crisis, affecting both the exploiters
and the exploited. It follows that
for revolution it is essential, first,
that a majority of the workers (or at
least a majority of the class cons-
cious, thinking, politically active
workers ) should fully understand
the necessity for revolution and be
ready o sacrifice their lives for it;
secondly, that the ruling classes
should pe in a state of governmental
crisis which draws even the most
backward masses into politics (a
symptom of every real revolution is:
the rapid, tenfold and even a hund-
red-fold increase in the number of
hitherto apathetic representatives
of the toiling and oppressed masses

capable of waging the political

struggle), weakens the government

A Et

and makes it posSible’fof révdtuts”
ionaries to overthrow ft.% (L_e\‘t )
Wing Communism, p. 56)

Which of the above condftions
oblalned In France? Was there an
objectively revolutionary situation
in France? If so, how and why did
it develop and whal happened Io |l"

THE ECONOMIC SITUATION
In 1967 the standards of the -

French workers were sérigusly cut: -

social security charges were raised
by £250 miilion, extracted from the
workers, Consumer prices had al-
eady in ten years risen by 45%. And
wages? Whereas national wealth .
since 1958 had risen nearly 50%;
workers had benefited liltle. One
tifth of the total industrial labour
force had a take-home pay of less
than £8 a week,

Despite expansion, France’s
economy Is sick: the only west
European country fh which the
share of employment In manufacture
has declined. With a decline in in-
dustrial investment, France finds
hersell at the bottom of the league
for industrial expansion, Stagnation
in the building induslry has led to
the most chronic housing shortages
in Western Europe.

Againat this background, the de-
flationary cuts of '67, merging
with the world economic slackening
generated the highest level of un-
employment in 15 years. In January
1968 it was half a million, having
increased in 12 months by 32% (51%
In the Parls region, and 59% in the
run down northern mining areas.)
Most Indicative of a sick economy, .
and a sick system, ts that 23% of
the total unemployed are youths —
many of whom have never had a fob.

The first spectacular explosion
was among the students, Not integ-
rated into & bureaucratised, domest-
icated routine of day-to-day struggi,
and sensitive to ideological move-
ments, the were the first to respond
to the growing crisis, Already in the
early 60s they had been the maln
force of solldarity with the Algerian
revolution, and lately the Vietnam
issue had produced another m!litant
mobilisation.

THE LEFT

Francexs labour movement is
marked by a revolutionary temper
expressed in spontaneous outhursis.
of class actlon going right back to
the first workers’ state, the Paris
Commune of 1871, and also in the
allegiance of the workers to what
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they have regarded as the revolut-

» ionary party.

Already in 1936 a s|m|lar wave

" of sit-in strikes enguifed France,
' {0 be hoodwinked by the bourgeois

Popular Front government and the
Communist Party. In 1944 the armed

- communist workers of the resist- .
.ance started to take over the count-

_1y. They had disarmed the Paris ’
poHce and begun tn take over the
faclories only to be agafn deflectad
from their purpose by the leaders of

'the Communist Parly, who entered

"the bourgeois coalition government’
and disarmed the workers, helping

" the capitalists to rebuild their

state. Agaln in 1947 a mass ‘strlke
wave hurled back the advance of de
Gauille's then neo-fascist party.
Traditionally the CPF Is the
workers® parly, and gels 25% of the

total vote. Thorez, s late leader,

claimed primacy In developing the
theory of peaceful roads to social-
ism, After ils expulsion from the
gevernmemt al the beginning of ihe
Cold War, it again assumed the role
of an old social-reformist party in
opposition, biding Its time and the
workers’ time too. It differed from
an ordinary social democratic parly
only in its allegiance to Moscow
and in its rigidly undemocratic in-
ternat regime.

The CPF has, partly because of
its unrestrained methods, effective-
Iy retained control of the working
class, using demagogy and smash-
ing down with violence of various
types and degrees on any opposit-
ion to its class-coilaborationist pof-
icles. 1t suppresses the sale of
Trotskyist literature to this very
day by sysiematlc thuggery, which
increased sharply in the last year
as the lension built up.

Besides the CP, there Is a var-
iely of bourgecis and petlt bour-
geoils 'left’ parties, some gleaning
workers® votes. In the 1ast three
years efforts at unily have led to
the formation of a Federation of the
Radical and Socialist Left, compos-
ing the Sociat{st Party, Republlcan
Clubs, and the rump Radical Party
(worn-cut bourgeois liberals).

Essentially a re-allgnment of
the parliamentary ritf-raff of the 4th
Republic, the Federation is led by
one Mitterand {11times a Minister,
Colonial Minister in 1950-51 and a
defence witness for OAS leader
Salan at his trial). They plan final-
Iy to merge into a social democratic
party, with a predominantly petit
bourgecis base. Colieclively they
dispose of 4'%h million votes, but
that is no match for the amalgam of
Rightist groups making up de




Gaulie’s panty.

And 30 the Le!l Federation's
eyes have turned to the pariah
parly, the CP.

The CP also wants unity. Not
revolutionary unity for struggle in
factories and streels with the foll-
owers of the Federation — but a
parliamentary unitly with the cynical
scoundrels like Motlet and Mitter-
and who dupe and betray the petit
bourgeols and the non-Communist
workers.

The CP supported Mitterand for
President in "85, as a gesture of
" goodwill withoul making demands.
in the '67 election they formed an
alliance againsi the Gaullists, col-
lectively galning 59 seats. Rochet
{CP Secretary) made it clear that
their policy was neither for comm-
unism nor sociatism — but for *'an
end to ihe regime of personal pow -
er’ and ‘'a little bit more Justice
for the working man®’: mild reform-
ism indeed! :

Both the Left Federation and
CP in fact accept the de Gaulie
constitution imposed 10 years ago
by the army — they merely wish to
cut ‘bonaparte’ down 1o the size of
a strong president by revoking Arl-
fcle 16, The biggest practical dlf-
ference between the CP and LF is
that one looks east to Moscow and
the other west to Washington. And
that means, ironically, that the CP
supports de Caulle’s foreign policy,
whilst the LF opposes Il.

But necessily makes strange
bedfellows. Sharing a perspeclive
of a peaceful, endless road 10 an
impossible 'sociatism’ the CP and
LF have a lot In common: to be
precise, 49% of the vote in 1967,

With a growing bond of mutual
utility, things were looking bright.
Time would smooth out the dis-
agreements on foreign policy.
Meanwhile the elecloral margin
would arow. the General would get

older and maybe one day die: all. |

was well and getling belter.

But then the bloody workers
went and spoilt it allf by taking
things into their.own hands. For
them, of course, things had been
bad and were getting worse,

THE UNIONS

Not more than 30% of France's
workers are unlonised, split Into
three blacks: Force Quvriere {("*Soc
ialist"'), 600,000 members; CFDT
{Catholic), 750,000 members; and
the biggest and most Important, the
CGT (*Communist’), 1,900,000. (It
had § millon at the end of the War)

The colours of the CGT banner

are red and yellow: rad for the work

ers and their aspirations, yellow
for the slalinist bureaucrats and
their way of lite.

Were the CP and CGT revolut-
ionary, with & realistic perspeciive
of mobilising the workers in class
siruggie, then the discontent of the
French workers would have devel-
oped openly in mass struggles. But
the antics of the CGT in day to day
industrial issues Fave made them
past masters at repressing the mil-
itancy of the workers, paralieling
industrially the CP's role politic-
ally.

Thus the CGT deliberately div-
ides the workers, faclory trom fact-
ory, grade from grade, conducting
separate, isolated, |imited strikes
insiead of serious struggies. Such
demoralising tactics as half-hour
strikes in a single shop, token one-
day general strikes and extreme
timidity in demands (with one tifih
of the workers on less than £8 a
week) have contributed to the exp-
losive frustrations and led 1o the
tatl-off in membership since the
War.

As unemployment grew, as
soclal shortages |lke housing rem-
alned chronlc and soclal benefits

and real wages were cut, the meand-

erlngs of the CGT only masked and
disguised the resentment and thus
prepared the violent and sudden
character of the explosion.

Last Autumn they called for a
general strike against the cuts, a
token strike like so many others.
There was little response. This
must have encouraged the bureau-
crats to explain their own behav-
four In terms of working class
apathy. Theyforget, these bureau-
crats who are accustomed to comm-
ands from above, thal the working
clags isn’t an orchesira to play to
order, that It must develop confid-
ence (n iiself and In its leaders be-

. fore. 1t will respond -, and there

have been too many token strikes

" In France.

The whole behaviour of the CP
apd the CGT since 1944 and « :rl-
ter, and particularly the industrial
anlics of the CGT, had Leen des-
igned.to destroy any confidence in

their own ability to win. They need-
ed a fighting lead, the prospect of
a struggle rather than a charade, to
rouse them with the hope of win-
ning.

This hope the student movement,
with Its magnificent struggle on the
barricades and in the streets — in
the great tradition of the Commune
itsel! — gave them.
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STUDENT GUERILLAS

The students, free from the res-
traint of an Ingrained loyalty 1o the
CP, were responsive 1o revolution-
ary propaganda (Trotskyist, Casiro-
iat, Maoist) which helped them dev- \
elop the revolulionary elan fo face
the state in pitched baltles,
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"Top C.G.T. Bureaucrat
George Seguy

When they stood up courageousy
in prolest against police occupat-
lon of the Sorbonne, they were
Joined on the Night of the Barrl-
cades (May 10th} by many unemploy-
ed youth, attracted by their militan-
cy. According to the Assistant Ed-
ilor of L.'"Express these fought
most bitterly and, of the 30,000 on
the barricades, were the last to
retreat.

The hercism of students and un-
employed against the brutal police
tiveted the attention of the work-
ers, who loathe the police, espec-
ially the strlke-breaking CRS. A
wave of sympathy swept through
the working class.

To head-off moves for serlous
solidarity action the unions called
a one-day token general sirlke —
one more token strike. but the res-
ponse on May 13th was anything
but token, 10 million workers,
three times and more the number
organised In trade unlons, struck.
Meanwhile the studenis® Insurrect-
lon, and the very threat of a general




strike, had forced the Government
to retreat: it capltulated — the
students had won.

And the workers, who had earl-
ier Ignored the call for a futile
pseudo-struggle, under the baton
of the CGT bureaucrats, suddenly
had found a blueprint for thelr own
needs — they too would go out to
win. The single spark of student
action had landed on dry tinder.

Meant by the leaders as a safety
valve, May 13th only convinced the
workers of their own strength. Im-
mediately an aggressive mood built
up. In spite of the general return to
work ordered for May 14th, some
sirikes continued. From May 161h
the takeovers began. Workers seizd
Sud-Aviation; the students selzed
the universities. The workers In
the most militant factory in the
country, Renault at Billancourt,
took control.

By the weekend a million work-
ers throughout France had seized
the big plants. The Red Flag was
hoisted over the means of product-
ion. The strikers demanded wage
rises, shorter hours and *'a real
policy to deal with unemployment'!

A great wave was rising, one which-

placed in question the very foundat-
lons of the capitalis! system: its
propertly. §

REARGUARD OF THE
ADVANCE

This was entirely spontaneous.

2 CGT and other unions had re-

ned in the background. Now the
CGT endorsed the strikes and lake-
overs, moving quickly to catch up
with the runaway, workers. But it
made it plain that at that stage,
with only a million out, it was not
calling a general strike.

But still the strikes continued
to spread like a grass fire. Desper-
ately now the CGT fought for con-
trol of the workers’ movement. *‘The
behaviour of the Communists has
been fascinating to watch. From the
beginning of the crisis they have
been more concerned to crush the
guerilla challenge of their left than
to overthrow M. Pompidou’s govern-
ment.’* (Gbserver, 26.5.68)

The stiudents, who had detonated
the workers’ revolt, were the first
larget in its campaign to reassert
its control, At the beginning of the
upsurge L'Humanite (the CP's
daily paper) had denounced them;
now it resorted to damagogy about
outsiders interfering in the affairs
of the workers. The student leader
Danny Cohn-Bendit was cons|stent-
Iy referred to in their usually chauw

inist press as '‘the German''.

Students were refused the right
to participate in workers’ deman-
strations. When on May 17th they
marched to Billancourt they were
refused access by CGT officials
(but the workers came out over the
road to greet them).

Later, the only officlal CGT
posters at Renaull were numerous
warnings against ... sellers of
'ultra-left’ literature! A student

Farmers joined in

plan to march on the Radlio building
on the 18th to protest against Gov-
ernment news control had to be
cancelled because the CGT den-
ounced it as a ‘provocation’ and
warned all workers against taking
part. :

Yel despilte all this, the CGT
and CP had to run very fast just to
keep up with the growing wave of
workers’ action. **The paradox
which underlies this controlled
chaos is that the Communist Uniomn
am:! the Gaullist government they
appedrto be challenging are really
on the ~ame side of the barricades

. onden Lhis w77 (e, by en-
dersing strikes) ““can Mo cpparatus
which feads the Communist unions
retain jis contrnl and protect ity
base from'contamination. Economic
dislocation and incredible incon-
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venience are the price which Frena
society is having to pay to head
off an insurrectionary movement
which no one saw coming and few
have yet understood.’” (Observer,
19.5.68)

By mid-week 23rd May the peak
of the wave was reached with 10
million workers in possession of
the factories up and down the land:
control seemed o have slipped out
of the bourgeoisle’s hands.

TWO PERSPECTIVES

By its scope, tone and temper
the mass strike was insurrectionary
- the workers' drive was clearly
for a total reconstruction of society.
It raised inescapably the big
question: which class is to rule?

A choice of two perspeclives faced
the workers: keep physical control
and lake over enlirely and go for-
ward; or else seltle for big conces-
sions by way of ransom from the
powerless bourgeolsie, which
would — for the moment — gladly
make them.

To altain workers’ power the
necessary sieps were:

a) To prepare organs of workers’
power by generalising the factory
commiltees (aiready taking many
decislons nol normally taken by
workers) into local, regional and
finally a Natlonal council of work-
ers’ deputies — thus opposing an
embrsyonic workers’ stale to the
bourgeois state. = ‘

b) Begin to actually run the fac-
torles, under control of the workers’
councils. .

c) Decisively smash and disman-
tle the bosses’ state and consolid-
ale the new order as a workers"
state.

Was this physically possible?
What was the relationship of forces?
The workers had the factories.
On 23rd the Police Union declared
itself in sympathy with the strikers,
and unwilling to be used against
them. The unknown quantity was
the army: because of military dis-

cipline the only way to test the
conscript soldiers is to confront
them with a struggle which forces
them to choose — and gives them
an opportunity to cross over.

In The Times Charles Douglas
Home (Defence Correspondent)
wrote: ‘‘In an extreme emergency
the troops could be brought into
operation, but it is appreciated that
they could be used only once, and
then only for a short whi le, before
the largely conscript army was ex-
posed to a psychological battering
in a general campaign of subvers-
ion which it would probably not




withstand.’’ {(31.5.68) Tnis would
confirm all past revolui.anary .
experience.

The nominal armed strength of
the bourgeoisie was: 83,000 police
including 13,500 CRS; 61,000 jend-
armes; 261,000 soldiers In Fra:~e
and Germany. In a clash they coId
only firmly rely on a few batallsus’
of reqular soldiers, and presur:2riv
the CRS.

But there were 10,000,000
strikers, and over 400,000 membe. .
of the CP alone.

Yet the CPF and their apolog-
ists say the workers would have
faced massive defeat had they
attempted revolution.

In fact it is clear that with a
minimum preparation, during the
mass strike, the bourgeols state
could have heen smashed and dls-
mantied. The strongest element of
‘material® force thal protected the
bourgeoisie was the reformlist,
social democratic routine, the anti-
revolutionary legallst-pacifist
theory, and plain funk of the CPF
leadership.

A party aiming at Ieadlng the
working class to power In that sit-
uation would face the following
tasks:

1) to raise the slogan of a work-
ers’ and farmers' government, as
the immediate objective of the
sirike;

2) popularise the idea of work-
ars’ councils of self adminlstration
to organise the life of the country
and begin te elaborate a counter-
slate, leading to duzl power such
as that in Russia belween the rise
of the workers® councils (soviels)
in February and thelr victory In
October 1917;

3} it would begln to form work-
ers’ milltias, initially lis own
cadres, drawing in militants from
all the factories — thus arming the
viorkers for an uprising to disarm
and suppress the paralysed organs
of bourgeols power and estabiish
the workers® state.

A revolutionary parly would ha\e
-propagatled this long before the up-
surge. But even in the middie of
the strike, such a programme of
action, by a party with the ear of
the masses, would have gaivanised
the workers — and at least led to a
period of dual power,

ROCHET'S
“REVOLUTIONARIES"

But the '‘revolutionary Panly’
chose a different course: Initially
it did not even dare pose the reslg-
nation of de Gaulle and his govern-

ment as an objective of the sirlke!

Amidst the greatest workers®
movement for decades, and Frances
biggest ever general sirike, the
CP/CGT concentrated on getling
wape concessions,

Running hard 1o keep contrel of
the workers and 1o isclate the stud-
ents and revolutionaries, the CGT
and CFOT from the start of the up-
surge demanded talks with the Gov-
ernment. (The Morning Star, 25.5.68,
took Pompidou to task for being
stow o reply!) Even the Cathollc-
CFDT went further than the **Com-
munist’* unlon in demanding struct-

ural. reforms to the system, as well
as bread-and-butter-concessions:
and in tact they remained consist-
éntly to the left of the CGT!

By the morning of May 27th they
had got their ‘Big concessions’:
10% ali round increase; 35% rise

in minimum wage; progress to a 40-

hour week; soclal security culs res-
cinded, elc. {By way of a tip, CGT
leader Georges Seguy. was promised
that henceforih the CGT too would
be eligible for government subsldy
for the training of its otficials...)

- The sizé of these concessions
is the measure of the bosses' des-
perate need to enabfe their labour
tieutenants to placate the workers.

The happy band of bureaucrats,

smiting and giving the thumbs-up
sign for the cameras, hurried to Bil-

lancourt, symbol of Labour MitHant,:"

to bring the glad tidings — and call
off the strike.

Bul the proletartal is an un- " ..
grateful class, Seguy and Franchon
the CGY bosses were shouted down
and thelr *big concessions’ scomed

All over France the same thing
happened: the workers refused to
call off the strike. They wanted
more — in fact they wanted every-
thing. But the CP and Hs unkon —
bulit over decades on talk of soc-
falism - stood four-square across
their path, diddering and wriggling.

And so, Instead of advance,
there was stalemalte.

And now? Who could control the
workers and end the bosses® period
in {imbo?

The General seemed eclipsed,
and there was nothing remolely res-
embiing a governmemt In sight. The
students and revolutionaries, des-
pite the CP’s anathemas, were gain-
ing: ““The incredible success of the
student leaders was to rally ... thow
sands of young workers disgruntied
with the stick-in-the-mud unions..”’
to a mass rally on the 27th, Des-
pite a number of CP counter-meet-
ings 30,000 attended, demonsirating
the chasm that separated the limld
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leaders from iarge seclions of the
workers.

But what was to be done? Mitter-
and on May 281h hurried in with a
solutlon to harness the workers’
energles In the best interests of
capitalism and of ... Mitterand: a °
Provisional Government to supplant
de Gaulle immediately — headed by
Mitterand, with Mendes-France as
Premier.

Naturally the CP agreed — but it
had to haggle with these bourgeols
politicians in whose small shadow
it chose to walik, for a promise of a’
place In the new Government.

A mass demgnstration for "'a
change of policy opening the way
to progress and democracy'’ cover-
ed Paris, 2 miles long, on the 29th,
It looked as if by sheer strength of
the mass movement the Left leaders
and the CP would be lifted into the
saddle — despile their earlier
reticence.

But then de Gaulle came back
on stage, having met General Massu
and arranaed for CRS reinforcements
and tanks to converge on Paris, On
30th May he made hls second, bel-
ligerent speech, drawing confidence
from the praven timidity of his opp-
onents and their abliity to dupe and
confuse the masses, rather than
from any other real strength he and
his class possessed.

Recognising Lhat the strlke must
ent elther in insuwrrection or coll-
apse, he sald in effect to the cow-
ardly soclal democrats of the *'Com-
munist Party*': ‘Attemp! to lake
power, or put your hands up!" Know-
ing his opponents, and perhaps
preparing their retreat, he announc-
ed a General Election.

THE VANGUARD OF
THE RETREAT

Within 2 hours of the ultimatum,
in a gituation where they were nol
merely strong encugh io boycoltany
capitalist election but could actual-
Iy prevent it heing held, the heroes
of the CPF announced that they

. accepled this election, stage-

managed by the Gaullist state!

““There was (in de Gaulle’s
speech) also an element of bluff:
had he really the power to brédk™~
the strike it is continued and mado
elections impossible? .. .(How in
any case could (the election) have
been organised in a country paral-
ysed by strikes — who would have
printed the voting slips?)..."”
{Observer 2.6.68).

De Gaulie could safely bluff. He
was aware of one greal asset: the
inbred social-democratic inertla and
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Red Flags in the Streets, and Renault occupied

A s

fear of action of the CP, who had
publicly proclaimed thelt Intenilons
by maintaining thelr dog-tall reiat-
lonship with Mitterand and Co.
Their demand for de Gaulie's
#ad the government’s reslgnation,
so belatedly adopted, was now
dropped like hot contraband. The
other ‘lefis’ followed, with varying
degrees of protest, where the CP
led: *“Even before the cabinet had
announced its promise to respect
last weekend's wage increases, tho
trade unions, disassoc:ating them-
selves from the students, were en-
8aged in back to work talks with

their employers.”” (Ibidy
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With de Gaulle’s speech and the

“'nén-response of the workers* pari-

{es, his supporters raised thelr
heads: “Paramilitary Commitiees
of Civic Action ¢ rang up here and
there across the cuuntry, in one or
two areas celehrating their legitim-
ised thuggery by firing a few shots
at trade union or CP office build-
fngs...*

The police, which had vaclllated
how regained its loyalty to the
force which appeared strongest, in
face of the CP's feebleness: *at
least we now know where we are?’’
was the general poilce reactlon to
de Gaulle's. speech; as reporied In
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The Times (21.5.68). And the Gaul-
lists took to the streets, 500,000
strong, some chanting: ““Cohn-
Bendit to Dachau'’. (He had habit-
ually been referred to in the bowrg
eois press as "‘the German Jew™;
in reply the studenis and young
workers took up the slogan “We are
all German Jews’" and young Alger-
ians, making a distinction which
many ‘lefts’ have yei to percelve,
belween Jews and the reactl onary
Stale of Israei, chanted that they
too were ""German Jews''}, -

Having accepted the elections,
the CP agaln Ignoted ali bui bread-
and-butter Issues, It explained to
its mililants, as it did the latest
summersaull, ‘we have not changed
— life has"!

Meanwhile the pollce began 1o
break up the strikes, starting with
the post offices, radlo, TV and
fuel, The CP stood on the side-
fines — warning agalnst *ulira-left
provocateurs’. The Morning Stas:
reporied as follows, on Jew §-
the statement of the CPF: *«(it)
warned today that General de Caulk
had threatened to use ‘other means
than the elections’” .., Yet *the
Communists would enter the elect-
oral battle with confidence and (the
CPF) called on everyone to guard
against giving any opening to prov-
ocations wherever they might come
from. ... Cancellation of Jast years
soclal security cuts will not now
be part of the present settlement,
because the government has said
the issue should be discussed in
the new National Assembly.?
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Lack of shame or self-consclous-
ness is one major asset these
people possess!

Thereatter the CP, guided no
doubt by the noterlous injunctionof
their late teadar Thorex that “‘one
must know how to end a strike'’
energetically set about gefting the

‘workers back to work, splitilng up

thelr unity (by instructing everyone
to return to work as soon as thelr
separate selilements were made)
and Isotating the hard core to face
the now Increasing violence of the
police, which was to result in sev-
eral deaths.

The Party’s mind was on the
coming etectlons, as that ‘ultra-left
high-Tory paper the Sunday Telag-
raph put It: “’Now there can be el-
ections. The energy dnd violence
generated by the upheaval can be
canalised Into a campaign for votes’
(2.6.68). That is, of course,
pretly much what Balanger said in
the first place.

RETOUR -
ALANIRMALE...

. *'Return
to normal’
- one of
a spate

WAS REVOLUTION
POSSIBLE ?

Betwesn May 18th and 30th, as
we have ssan, snd even after that,
there was & mase working clase
movement openly striving for more
than Just wage concessions. There
wan active support from the petit
bourgaoiale in tewn eid. sountw.
{Westom firmesa ofiared the worke
wrs cheap food for the duratien) The
state was dimost tolally paratysed
= sven the polics wavered.

Objectively, had the movement
developed In accordance with fis
own drives, the rulifig class would
na longer have besn abie o rule,
and In fact thelr rule was mometar-
Hy suspended. Thers was a desp,
tong germinating natlonat crisls, an
eruption of 20 years of working
class frustration. The despest lay-
ars of the normally unorganised
measses were brought into action by
the struggle. Conditions were un-
iquely favourable tor a relalively

easy takeover by the workers.
One element was lacking to tran-

- sform a revolutionary upsurge into a

revolution: the ‘subjeciive’ factor.
The organisations of the working

-¢lass of all shades and stripes

held It back, deralled It, split It up
and allowed the bourgeoisie to ride
out the storm, regain the power of
its political Iimbs and re-establish
{ts suspended control. The workers’
organisations were not merely pass-
ive or negative, but actively hostlle
to the interests and the drives of
the working class. The decisive
role in maintaining the bourgeolsie
In power tell once again to the Com
munist Party of France.

The Paris ¢orrespondent of The
Economist described it thus: *The
French Communists did everything
in their power to control the revol-
utionary wave, and once the Ceneral
had made it plain that he would not
abdlicate, to direct It back to elect-

- oral channeis. On the night of May

30th there was a risk of confrontats
ion hetween the armed forces and
the army of labour. Next moming
the risk had vanished because the
army of strikers had been dispersed
M. Seguy, the boss of the Commun-
Ist-dominated CGT, could not dem-
obllise his followers, But, followed
by other trade union leaders, he di-
ided his troops Into separate batal-
lions, each seekin g additi onal

-galns, particularly in wages, from

{ts employers. What had begun to
fock llke a frontal attack on the
state, rapldly became a setles of
individual skirmishes,

And L’Human!te, the Communist

Daily, started to use the language
of an election campalgn. ... The
‘Communist decision to call a ret-
reat and the General’s speech mark-
ed the turning point in the crisis.
They were more decisive than the
big Caullist demonstration that fol-
“lowed the General’s speech on May
31st.”’ (8.8.88)

Instead of focussing the move-
ment of the workers on the goat of
workers® power, the most axtreme
demand the CP dared make was for
a change of bourgeois /egime, rem-
oving the mild bonaparte de Gaulle
and putting In Mitterand as Presid-
ent and Mendes-France (Premler
when the Algerlan War started) as
Ptime Minister.

Instead of workers®’ sovliets,
they put pressure on the bosees’
pariiament (which pressurs drove
‘the centre to the Right). Instead of
revolutionary leadership, traltorous
manoesuvring to frustrate the work-
ors’ deslres. (“‘Behind the smoke-
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screen of public polemics M. Pom-

- pidou and France’s Communist fead-

ers established a secret Hnk at the .
very beginning of the strikés, Mes~
sages were exchanged every day
and it is known who the contacts
were and how they operated.’’ New
Statesman, 7.6.1868.)

Instead of unity of workers, stu

" dents and farmers In actlon, dellb-

erate altempts 1o dlvide them and
confine **unity’® to the parliament-
ary tops,

Instead of a workers® militia, the
most cringing seif-abagement and
cowardlce before even the threat of
the violence which It was by no
means certaln de Gaulle could In-
fHet, .

Inatead of being the left party,
the CP and CGT were usually to the
right of both the Catholle unions
and Force Ouvrlere — ard gven of
the bourgeois radical *socialst’
Mendes-France

And ths final infamy: the govem-
ment’s ban on the Trotskyist, Mao-
ist and Anarchlst groups which
sparked the movement didn*t sven
call forth a whisper of protest from
the CP or CGT. .

What could have been a great
revolution looks like ending as a
lost election, with the bourgeoisie
and de Gaulle strengthened. There
ie a cruel dialectic during such per-
lods In the relationship of the three
main classes In society, The petit-
bourgsois rallled 1o the workers,
propelled by their own diessatisfact-
fon. Had a revolutionary momantum
beent maintalned they could have
been taken slong avan to the point
of struggle for power. But many may
now raity bebtrd the entrenched
Party of Order In disliiusion with
the Party of Revolution which did
not sven dare pui forward a policy,

Again let the Paris correspond-
ent of the Economist, who shamas
the pseudo-marxist apologists of
King Street, explain: /A general
Strike is a tactic for seizing power,
not for persuading voters, if the
Left had selzed power, it would now
be the new order itseff; but it stop-
ped half way ~ after frightening
many Hoating voters amongst the
middle classes’’ {8.6.88),

If they lose the electlons they
will naturally say It proves there
was no revolutionary sltuation. The
point howaver s that to let capital-
Ism canallse revolutionary energy
Into the rigged channels of Iis [ne-
titutions; or to see ‘Revolution’
only through the reversed teisscope
lens of the bosses’ legalily; or to
try to fiiter an explosive mass rev-
olutionary terment through the siit




in a bourgeols ballot box Is to
forego forever the prospect of work-
ers’ power.

These Institutlons are specific-
ully designed to prop up capitallsm
= nhot to knock It down.

REGENERATION

Nevertheless the mass strike,
the self-mobliisation of the masses,
I8 the *natural’ regenerative process
of a stagnant labour movement.
Writing in 1938 of the French work-
ers’ upsurge then, Trotsky's desc-
riptlon of this process [s sll|f alive
wlth meaning for us today: “‘The
strike has everywhere and in every
place pushed the most thoughtfu!
and fearless workers to the fore. To
them belongs the initiative. They

POSTSCRIPT, AUGUST | 948:
THE “ELECTION OF FEAR"

Of course the Gaullists won. Their
opponents got ne thanks at all for
allowing the elections to take
place: and they failed to win the
electoral support of many petit
bourgeois and even some workers
who had actively supported the
movement in May.

Any party which abandans its
fortified position to fight on its opp
onents” ground is hound to get the
worst of all possible worlds.

The Caullists fought on a slogan
of NEVER AGAIN - cashing in on
the inability. of the workers” partles
in May to go beyond the necessary
anarchy of the strikes. And this
slogan appealed tn many who during
the strikes had seen the anarchy as
a prelude to something better, but
who in disillusionment now saw
thera only as an interlude of anar-
chy leading to possible repression,

TH2 CP and Left Federation, re-
maining silent at the CRS ré-occup-
ation of the Sorbonne and the bryt-
ality of the police,, loaok the same
fine and thus endorsed the Gaullist
oropaganda; **Keep the Gaulllsts
and there may be a bigger explos-

are still acting cautiously, feeling
the ground under their feet, The van-
guard detachments are trving not to
rush ahead so as not to isolate
themselves. The echoing and re-
echoing answers of the hindmost
ranks to their call glves them new
courage,

“*The roll call of the ¢fass has
become a trial self-mobilisation.
The proletariat was itself in great-
est need of this demonstration of
Its strength. The practical successes
won, however precarious they may
be, cannot fail to raise the self-
confidence of the masses to an ex-
traordinary degree, particularly
among the most backward and opp-
ressed strata,

“That leaders have come forward

In the industries and in the factor-
ies is the foremost conquest of the
first wave. The elements of local
and regional staffs have been
created. The masses know them.
They know one another. Real revol-
utionaries will seek contact with
them.

“‘Thus the first self-mobilisation
of the masses has outlined and in
par! brought forward the first elem-
ents of revolutionary leadership.
The strike has stirred, revitalised
and regenerated the whole colossal
class organism. The old organisat-
tonal shell has by no means droppal
away. On the contrary, it still ret-
ains its hold quite stubbornly. But
under it the new skin is already
visible.’”

lon later!*’

But the Lefis’ respectability
was easily outdone by the persuas-
ion of fear so favishly used by the
Caullists, **Hopelessly torn and
bewlldered by the revolutlonary
crisis’’ the Left ““was permanently
on the defenslve, trying to prove
that it had nothing to do with rlots
and barricades. Whether this was
true or not turned out 1o be Irreley-
ant. As a champion of established
law and order M. Waldeck Rochet
could not compete with M. Pomp}
douw.”” (Economist 29.6,68)

Finally the CP and lLefl Federat-
ion succeeded in getting less vote<
than the number on strike in May.
Only the small opportunist PSU of
Mendes France, which defended the
studer.ts, made any gains.

Many workers and petit bourgeois
whe could have been led forward ip
May step by step in conflict with
capitalism and its state — given
revolutionary leadership — were
simply not ready in the cold anti-
climactic atmosphere of the elect-
ion to vote for those who had stood
in their way. Many didn’t bother to
vote at all. On the other hand, the
Right and Centre rallied to de
Gaulle, The CP lost 39 seats outof
73, and the L.F. 61 out of 121.

The parliamentary cretins fore-
saw nothing of this. They were try-
ing to force the heat of revolution
onto the ‘cross’ square of a ballot
paper. Instead they succeeded only
in hurling back the advance of the
masses and alienating from revolut-
fonary activity many who were beg-
inning to be educated in class
action,

Revolutionary parties which seli
out revolutions rarely win the elect-
fons or plebiscites called by those
in power to put the seal on thelr

victory! Sean Matgamna

i
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“DEFEND THE
FRENCH REVOLUTION”

AN OPEN LETTER FROM WORKERS' FIGHT TO MEMBERS OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF GREAT BRITAIN

THE TREMENDOUS EXPLOSION OF RANK AND FILE
revolt now engulfing France was detonated by a handful of
Trotskylst, Anarchlst dnd Maoist students. Fanned by the
violenice of police brutality, the flomes of revolt spread to

workers, amongst whom discontent hod been accumulat-
ing, without outlet, This spontaneous exploston amengst
the rank and file shook the Establishment to its foundations
Glven leadership It can erase those very foundations and
begin the construction of a soclalist soclety, Whatever the
outcome in Fronce, a new era has dawned for the tabour
movement In Europe. The crowing of the Gallle Cock hetalds
a new day thot will see the working closs in power In the
advanced countries of the world.

In France only o couple of milllon workers are In trade
unions; Yet over the last week 10 million have |oined the
general strike. This mere thon anything else testifies to the
depth of the movement in France. The selzure by the strik-
ers of some of the country’s key factories adds o mote slg-
niflcant deapth and dimansion to the strike. Completely Ig-
noring normal respectable methods, they have resorted to
the stay-in strikes not used since the 1930s. By selzing
the property of the capitalists {and of the capitalists’ state)
the French workers have plaghd In question the key Issue.
in bourgeols soclety: ownsrshilp and contro! of the means of
production.: .

Not only are manual wedwry active; the movement in
Fronce has embroced lorge sectlons of white collor workers
in bonks and. insurance compaonies. The farmers, traditionol
prop-in-reserve of the eslobri::hmem, are active with thelr
own demands and have also demeonstrated againss the govern-:
ment, The French stote Is almost paralysed. The regular
police have shown themselves, indeed declared themselves,
to be unreliable. The army is an unknown quantity, but it Is
no doubt affected, as o conscript amy s bound to be.

The peoletarian revolution (s ploced on the immediate
agenda E;clhe lorgely spontaneaus movement of the massaes.
Tgu logle of & general strlke (5 to raise tha question of
sfete power: who I8 master? In the case of o planned work-
ing class strategy, 1t Is logically fgl!owed by an att.ied up-
rising to smash the potalysed state of the bourgeosie, Work-
ers' power Is an fmmediate possibility In France. Onlfy timid
reformists ond scored bourgeols journalists con attempt to

deny this, We ore hardly likely to see condltions more fav-
ourabla than those which now Prevail,

The spontaneous movament of workers having already Im.
maobllised the state machine, what remains to be done ls:
- 1. Decisively smash the bourgeols state power.

2, Prepase organs of workers® power — soviets.

3. Begin to turn the prasent sccupation of the foctories
Into workers® administration terun the factories.

A Lenlnist Party in France must face the following
tasks squarely:

a) It must pose the demand for immediate workers® power
and an end to capitallsm as the natural oblective of the
present movement of the workers.

b) It must therefore ralse the slogan amongst the striking
workets of sovlets, f.e. that the factory and oreo strike
committees should organise themselves into local and nat-
fonal workers' councils and assume the responsibility for
stganising the lfe of the country, This action would begin
the creation and elaboratlon of organs of workers® power in
opposition to the partiaily paralysed organs of the bourgeois
state. Such a situation of dual power would resemble that in
Russle between Fabruary and October 1917,

¢} |t must begin the formation of workers’ militias, e
arming of the proletariat, ond thus prepare the workers for
an armed uprising to disarm end suppress the remaining
organs of bourgeois power and take power for the sovlets.

The revolt of the French workers, oblectively and even
consclously challenglng bourgeols soclety, makes afl this
an immed|ate practical necessity, The only olternative Is
equally clear from past expprience of similar siuations: the
current strike wove, feaderfess and withaut o perspective
of class power, wil be allowed to run into the ground, The
student/petty hourgeols/worker alliance will be broken. The
students and advanced revoluticnarias will be isolated ond
suppressed. The workers wil! be tricked and cheated by
concesslons ~ the government and employers, faced with
the loss of everything, will make big concesslans to buy
time for themselves: and then they will prepare o reactionory
weapon to bludgen the workers and reclolm the *concessions’
which capitallsm connot permanently glve to the workers,
The unreliable police will be supplemented by faseist thugs




{rightlst groups hove been In evidence alrendy). Instead of
the easy vietory which is now possible, a protracted, bitter
struggle would foce the workers, with the possiblliry of dec-
isive defeat for the working closs. Such a defeat would be o
terttble sethack for the workers of the whole world,

The responsibility of a revelutionary party In France is
decisive. The Party which calls iiself Leninlst In France,
the French Communist Party, has the chance of leading the
most mportant revolution in 50 years. Carrylng out a Marx.
Ist policy of struggle for workers" power It could easily
succeed. How doss it measure up to the tosk? Did they in.
itlate the current workers* action? Mol Did they even sus-
peet that such o movement could follow on from the polaris-
ation to left and right that was shown by the [ast electlons?
No! Elther they didn't realise the explosive discontent that
was building up for lack of any active leadership throughout
the whole past period, or they were consciously determined
to ignore It.

The CPF violently dencunced the student movement
which sfmke& off the strtke wave. |t did not inltlate the
workers® support for the smdents which begon spontaneously
but jumped on the bandwagon in order 1o control the workers
and channel the movement for its own petty-reformist parl-
lomentary ends. Thus they called a one-doy token general
strike to keep controls They did nof call the unlimited gen-
eral strike. This spread sponteneously and wos belatedly
‘tecognised ' by the CGT, in the sams was as cur own top
bureaucrats recognise a strike In order to be able to sefl it
out. [n shert the Porty has not led but has heen pulled
along as a dead welght by the working class,

Nonetheless the CPF, the moin workers® party in Fronce,
Is the only existing *leadership’. How Is it leading the

workers? Has it colled for workers' power, soviets or o work-

ers’ militio? NO. In alliance with o bunch of discredited
patllamentary whores such as Mitterand and Mollet, 1t has
talsed the slogan not of workers' power, but of an end to
the *‘personal rule’ of De Gaulle, and of a government of
an ungpecified “People™: 1.e. back to the bourgeois ‘dem-
ocratlc’ regime of pre-'58, substituting Wilsonlsm for De
Gaulle, What an elevated goal to set before such a tremen-
dous movement of the working closs!
According to the pattern of the '‘Peaceful Road"’ their-

Faces dre turned to Parliament os o focal polnt of the strug-

le, with the workers® actlivity as o mere pressure on it But
fust week the pressure from the streets pushed the parliom-
entarians to the Right, glving De Gaulle an increased major-
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ity. $till the Party insists on o legalistic, peaceful road,
perheps believing that it is better to travel endlessly than
to orrlve.

The CGT from the beglaning offered to negotiate with
Pompidou, thus aiding Pomplidou to split the workers from
the students and advonced revelutionaries. Lance Sampson
in the Maming Star (25.5:68) takes Pompidou to task for
being slow to replyl In France as for Vietnom they advocate
negotiotion rather than o struggle for victory, ond In this
case negotiation means a suspension of the struggle, lead-
:ng to a defeat, whichi in turn renders the negotiators power.
(Y73

The current rote of the CPF is a continuation of o long
history of treachery, the record of which has important les-
sons for CP members here, After 1945 the workers could
have taken power - but the CP disormed the resistance
workers and allowed the bourgeolsie 1o re-establish thelr
state (becavse of Stolin’s agreement with Churchill and
Roosevelt to this effect), The CP entered the bourgeots
government where it remalned until 1947 ~ being therefore
actively responsible for the start of the Vietnam war. In
1955 It voted the money Guy Mollet needed to finance the
Alierlun war, and throughout that war the Porty did nothing
to help the Algerions. In 1958 they lot De GuuYIe come to
power without o struggle, and ever since then they hove
confined themselves to peaceful agitetion and parliomentary

.horselrudin% to gain o retutn to the pre-1958 regime which
i

they didn*t

Today In face of the most Important workers’ movement
of the last three decades 1t has the same ludlgrous policy -
@ programme of a return to bourgeois * democracy’ in'a
modern tmperiallst country. For them os for all reformists,

ft o finger to defend.

. soeialism Is always looming In the future — and never some-

thing to fight for here and now. .

All that 1s Tacking for a workers® revolution in Fronce is
a genvinely Lenlnist party. Rank and file members of the
French CP will tearn this lesson and bgin ihé construetion
of such a party in the immediate struggle ahead*in alliance
with the Trotskylst workers and students, some of whom
sparked off the current movement and now form its viinguard.
Communist workers.in Britain and lrelond will biest ald
these comrades and the French working closs {and thus our
own working class in future struggles) by placing themselves
In active solldarity with the revalutionaries whe ftght for
workers® power in Fronce, i
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It you didn’s know that two monhs would cause too much disruption.
ago there was a general strike in After 2ll, the labour lieutenants of
Quebec in reply to the jailing of 50 capitalism must keep to the rules
union leaders, then don’t think youws ,‘_’f the game, and having two sect-
-self particularly ignorant. The ions of government employees out
British press, which revels in such @' OnCe just isn't crickel,
_trivialities as the bear-hugging of In Queber (where cricket is not
Princess Anne by a palriolic admir- @ Popular game} , all govemment
er, hasn’t found it in itself to even tmployees came out together -
mention the etuption of class war  tCachers, hospital workers, trans-
in Quebec, It is little wonder that POTh, the lot. The strike involved
the press found the whole affair top ° COMmon front of 900 unions affili-
hot'to handle = the parallels with ated into three major federations,
this country are far too close for Naturally in a battle of these
comfort. But for workers the exper- dlmensmn's the common fronrl had
ience of the class struggle in fo have a ‘high command’. This

Quebec provides valuable lessons: high command rested essentially
lessons which need emphasising on Lhrc'c men: Mellrcel Pepin (Con-
and which justify a detailed exam- {‘ed_crauon of I'ﬂauonal Trade,
ination even at this late date, Unions} , Louis l.aberge (Quebec
~In April of this year Quebec’s I:cderauon of Labour)F f:md Yvon
. 200,000 government employees L‘h:’ubonneau {Quebec IeaCht?“:"l
came out on strike. They were de- Union} . These three personified
manding a minimur wage of §100 a lhe_ teft wing of -the Quebec trade
week, job security, and better work- Unions. The arike was fought
ing conditions. The fact that it~ With @ common strategy and a solid
was a strike of government employ- front of all the unions.
ees, which was lead to a general
confrontation between the Quebec SOLIDARITY
working class and the state, is in
itself significant. )
Nat only that, but the froit called
THE STATE _\-ucccssf:lly for solidarity strikes
“rom olher workers, As mines,
Iicreasingly, the state is be-  facrories, docks, and construction
coming not just a committee for the sites came out in solidarity, the
administration of society in the province of Quebec was crippled.
_interests of the ruling class, but As was expected the provincial
the vanguard of the ruling « fass, government invoked the ‘rooling-
The government decides for ‘the off period”. This is almost a run-
whole ruling class to keep down of-the-mill affair in Quebec ‘indust-
the living stundards of the whole  rial relations’, and the union lead.
working class. ‘To achieve this it  ers called on their members to
tries to inflict a decisive defeat on ignore it, which they did,
one section of the working class, The government then passed cmer-
and it chooses a battle field whr.e :ency legisiation to dedl with the
it can directly dictate the tactics, strike. This legislation, Bill 19,
Thatis the govemment conscious- ~as unparallelled in its vicious.
ly picks a show-down hetweén the ness, [t outlawed strikes v gov.
state and the state employees, emment employees and ordered an
The pattern is the same in Brit- immediate return 1o work, with fines
ain. Over the past few years pract- of between §$50 aud 3100 a day for
ically all the major strikes have individual workers who staved out
involved either public employees on strike and $ 50,000 a'dav for
or workers in nationalised indust-  unions which remained out. It alsa
ties — the miners, the postmen ,the provided for compulsory arhitration
~dustmen. and an imposed setticment if no
In Britain, the response of the  agreemient was reached by June lst
state employed workers has been .
fragmented. ' Each union lines up
in turn for s struggle with the
government. During the miners’
strike the leadership of the ETH
actually delayed (and eventually
called off) industrial action by the
power workers, saying that with
the miners out on strike as well, it

STRIKE OFF

A 6% per cent majority of union
members voted. to ignore the legis-
lation and continue the strike. But
the three union leaders decided to
call it off, and there wus o ey
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to work after 1 days of strike, How
ever, they refused to 1o to the
negotiating tahle.

Quite clearly, by calling off the
strike the union leaders had given
the government the upper hauwd. No
strike action together with no
negotiations was clearly a uon
sense, and as June Ist approached
the common front began to weaken,
As the right wing in the unions
(which had been against disobeying
the original injunctions) grew
more vociferous, the civil servants
union decided to negotiate o separ-
ate agreement, fearing that the alt-

rnative would be to have one
forced on them.

If things had been left there,
then in all probability more umon
leaders would have chickened out
as June Ist approached, and the
common front would have been left
in tatters. However, things werent
left there. The govemnment decided
to bring charges against the fifty
union leaders who had disobeyed
the original injunctions. Among
the fifty were Marcel Pepin, Louis
I.aberge, and ¥von Charbouneau,

CONTEMPT

The three top leaders’ first app-
earance in court was on Thursday
May 4th, They waited around for
half an hour, without the case start
ing, and then' left compaining about

waiting and about the
presence of police with anti-riot
equipment, They were sentenced
to ene year's imprisonment, the
maximum sentence for contempt of
court.
~ On Tuesday May 9th the three
leaders voluntarily handed them-
selves over to their jailers. A
problem was created by the leader
of the jail guarda union, who urged
his members not to accept the
three men into prisop. . “*It is the
deputies wha should be in their
place®, he said. But, eventually,
someone was found to take the
men into custody, -

Ry the end of the week, the
reaction of the working class to
the imprisonments had 8o shaken
the whole of Quebec that ministers
were threatening to resign and the
Quebec govemnment was close to
toppling. ’

It all started in Sept-Tles, a
smallheavily industrialised town
with a population of 18000 and a

" highly unionise d working class.

-




The day after the imprisonment
of the union leaders a spontaneous
strike hroke out which rapidly in-
volved the whole of the labour
force. A demonstration led to
clashes with the pdice who were
bottled up in the police station. To
prevent reserves being brought in,
the workers blocked the main road,
took over the airport, and jammed
all the tel ephone lines.

The Quebec Minister of Justice
complained that the workers had
taken over the town and he was
quite correct, The local radio stat-
ion was occupied by the strikers
and used to spread the news of the
strike, :

The workers even forced the may-
or to plead with the provincial gov-
emment for the release of the three
union leaders. Tha premier of
Quebec, Robert Bourassa, sarcast-
ically lectured the unfortunate
mayor on the principles of a bourgeas
¢is demorratic constitution and on
how the legislatore couldn’t over-
ride the judiciary. (Re:member
Heath gave similar lectures on
consitutional niceties to London
dockers.... just hefore the miracul-
ous intervention of the Official Sgl-
icitor)..

Within days the sirike had
spread, to a greater or lesser extan,
to every town and city in Quebec,
‘and seven more towns had been tak-
en over by striking workers. In
-effect, there was a general strike.

GENERAL STRIKE

From the rest of the Canadian
union leaders the workers of
Quebec received -at best luke-warm
verbal support, liberally laced with
wamings zbout the dangers of

. anarchy. Denald Macdonald, Presi-
dent of the Canadian -Labour Cong-
ress (equivalent to the TUC)
wamed workers against a geperal
strike, declaring his positive dis-
taste for this form of struggle be- -
cause *'they’re not strikes, theyre

- revolutions®’, I

Strictly speaking, of course, he .
was incorrect, but nevertheless he
does have a point. Ia the normal
ran of capitalist society, the capir-
alist state takes over a whole seri-
¢s of functions which are esseniiul
ta the running of any civilised soci-
ety. Edu:ation, hospitals, infonn-
ation and news-services, traffic
control, *law and order’ all become
the near-monopoly of the State.

Now there is no God-given rule

_.which says that these activities-

cannot exist independently of the
.class struggle, but, in capitalist
.society, the ruling class takes over
‘these functions (which in them-
selves are nothing more than
aspects of civilised society) and
turns them into instruments of
class rulte. Education and inform-
ation (TVand radio) are cbvious
examples. They are constant weap-
ons in the hands of the ruling
class, which uses them to streng-
then its own ideological hold over
the working class.

In a general strike, however, the
state is stripped of all these instit
htions, both in 28 much.as they are
instruments of class rule and in a%
mwuch as they are legitimate, useful
aspects of civilised society, The
state is left bare, Bare, that is,
'except for what is most essential
to it — its ‘' bodies of armed men’’,
the police and the army.

Equally, in a general strike, just
as the state is stripped of these
functions, so the working class is
forced to take them over.
ers must create their own police

force, their own health inspectorate,

their own information service.
‘Moreover, in taking over these fun-
ctions the workers turn them into
weapons against the capitalists,
The necessity is forced upon the
working class of creating its own
embryonic state-machine to carry
out the necessary functions of pub-
‘lic life and to protect the skrike
‘from scabs, right wing gangs and
the forces of the capitalist state
machine.

However, this is not as yet a
revolution, it is the establishment
of dual power ~ a revolution comes
when the working class becomes
‘conscious of the need to smash
the old capitalist state machine
and replace it by its own ““hodies
of armed men**,

The General Strike in Quebec
zives ample examples of the beg-
tInnings of these organs of working
class power, the embryonic form of
a workers’ state. In Sept-lles the
shops and stores were only allow-
ed to open by consent of the strik-
ers, who imposed rigid price cont-
1ol (something which is quite im-
.possible for a normal, that is a non-
corporate, non-fascist, capitalist
_state) . A rndimentary police foree
.was formed to patrol the streets
vand also to keep an eye on the
state police, Elsewhere newspaper
‘offices were broken into and the

The strik-

papers were censored, Anti-strike
editorials were taken out and re-
placed by union notices. At least
a dozen radio stations were taken
over and used to strengthen the
strike,

The surike reached its zenith
by the end of the week, Midway
through the following week it began
to decline, although the union
leaders were still imprisoned.

‘VIGILANTES’

While the strike was gaining
strength, the forces of reaction
were also gathering, With the en-
touragement of the Liberal Party
vigilante groups of *respectable*
‘middle class citizens were formed.

More important, the right wing'
in the unions engineered a split,
Ssetting up @ new breakaway Con-
federation. In Montreal pro- and
anti-strike building workers fought
it out with pick-axe handlés,

The result of the strike was not
(as it has been presented) out-
tight victory. The demands were
for the release of the three union
leaders and the repeal of the anti-
union legislation. The Government
had always insisted that the union
leaders would be released if they
appealed against the sentence.
The union leaders refused to
appedl, saying that this would be
equivalent to admitting that there
was justice in Quebec. In the end,
however, with the strike subsided,
they decided to appeal in order to
get out and deal with the right
wing threat in the unions,

For its part, the Government
made the conciliatory gestures of
letting them go withoul having to
pay bail and of sacking its old
negotiating team.

In these terms the strike was
neither an outright victory and
certainly not a defeat. But the real,
durable gains -of the strike lie in
the fact that it has given the
Quebec workinig class its First
taste of self-reliance, independent
organisation and independent pol-:
itical struggle. Although a central-
ised wrgan of dual power was not
created, in dozens of towns work.
ers partially or completely took
over the administration of society,

It was an exl:erlence that
wan't be forgotlen, i




FIRST ENGLISH TRANSLATION by Andrew Hornung

ROSA

[UXEMBURG
THE GENE

From April to May 1902 Rosa Luxemburg wrote a series
of articles and analyses of the General Strike. They show
her at her most characteristic — rejecting even the least
schematism and always open to what was new and rich in
the class struggle. In this piece, part two of ““YET
AGAIN ON THE BELLGIAN EXPERIMENT*’, written fully
four years before the experience of the wave of mass
strikes in Russia allowed her to write her classic “Mass
Strike’, Lixemburg bases herself on the real experience
of the then just defeated Belgian strike.

Two Doints stand out. Firstly, she sees. that the Belg-
ian *‘experiment’’ was something new, that the term Gen-
eral Sirike, though traditionally referring to the anarchist
mode] which made the strike squivalent to the revolution
could cover other new tactical methods, and also that
General Strikes for limited aims could be undercaken.

Secondly, though still somewhat enmeshed in views of
parliamentariam that prevailed before the Russian Revol-
ution, she saw how the subordination of the spontaneity
of the strike to parliamentary-type alliances brought dis-
aster.

The most important devglopment in the history of the
practice of the General Strike , however, has taken place
since this article was written. The working class has
added the spontaneous Genera! Strike — as in France
1636 and 1968 — to its tactical armoury.

We publishthis artick not as a set of recipes, hut so
that we can leam, most of all, from the brilliant richness
of her method, its clarity and freedom from stale precon-
ceptions. This we must leam to apply to the General
Strike experiences of our times, including the present
swruggle for a GENERAL STRIKE TO SMASH THF,
INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS ACTT.

Al
S IRIKE

THERE CAN BE NO DOUBT that the General Strike is
one of the most time-honhoured slogans of the imodem work«
ars'movement; certainly It Is one of those over which
there has been the hottest and most frequent debate with-
In the ranks of socialism.

If however one avoids having nothing but the word(1),
the mere sound, ringlng In one's ears and tries to get at
the essence of the matter, then it will be clear.that the
term General Sirike is applied in various cases o cover
quite different things and consequently receives quite
different appraisals.

It is obvious that Nieuwenhuis' (2)
tamous Idea of a General Strlke in the
event of war Is quite a different thing
from the international general strike of
miners that was belng planned in Eng-
land at the beginning of the "nineties
and for which Eleanor Marx sought to
galh the support of the French Sociallst
Congress in Lille in 1890,

It is clear that there Is just as great
a difference between Oclober 1898 in
France when the attempted General
Strike In favowr of the rallwayworkers
by other sectlons riet with bitter failure
and the briffiantly successful General
Strike of the North Eastern Railway
workers In Switzerland. Likewise that




fhe successful General Sirlke In Car
maux in 1893 as a protest agalnst the
‘speclal powers assumed by the mayor,
the ex-miner Calvingac, has nothing in
common with the "*Holy Month" decideg
upon by the executive of the Chartlsts
as long ago as 1839, sic. efc,

In a word, the first precondltion for
an examinatlon of the question of the
General Strike Is that one makes a dis-
tinctlon between natlonal and internat-
lonal General Strikes, polltical ang
trade unlon ses, sectional and gener-
allged, inose that are motivated by a
particular event and those which derlve
from the general sirivings of the prolet-
ariat, efc.

One only has to cast one's eye over
the varlety of experlences of this form
of struggle and ohe wlll see how mind-
less is any stereotyping, summary dls-
missal or glorification of this weapon.

Let us turn our attentlon in particul-
ar to the political general Strike, and
exclude the stralghttorwardly trade
unlon sectionat strike which in most
countries has become a dally event

making any ‘‘theorlsing’ superfluous.
ANARCHIST

We see here what in ouwr opinioh are
two different conceptlons of the operat-
lon of this means of struggle: the anar-
chist General Strike (3) and the politic-
al issue mass slrike (4) as we shall for
the moment call it,

in the 1irst category we find above
all the natlonal General Strike under
taken with a view to Its ushering in the
soclallst order, which has been the
traditional hobby-horse of the French
trade unionists, the Broussisls (5) and
the Allemanists (8).

This conception was clearly expres-
sed for Instance In.the perlodical :
“L'Intemationale’” of May 27th 1988
where we find written: *‘When the
sirikes sproad and link up one with
another (ney are very close to becom-
ing.a General Strike; and a General
Strike 1inked with the Ideas of emancip-
ation which currently prevail must end
wlith a great cataclysm that would con-
summate the soclal upheaval.”

The Congress of French Trade Un-
jons which met in Bordeaux [n 1888 res-
olved likewise: *'Only the General
Strike or the revolutlon can bring about
the liberation of the working class.”’
As a characteristic rider to this another
resolutlon was accepted by the Cong-
ress in which the workers were encour-
aged to ““make & clean break with the
pollticlans who betrayed them,”

The same basls underlies the French
resolutlon which was supported by
Briand (7) and opposed by Leglen (8)
at the last International Soclallst Con-
gress, held In Parls In the suwmer of
1900 (9).

This wges ‘‘the workers of the
whole world to organise a Genaral
Strike, should It be possibleto use
this organisation as a simpla means, a
lever, whereby that pressure could be
exerted on capltalist soclely which |s
unavoldable for te Intraductiori.of the
necessary political and economic
refarms, and if the sltuation presents

itself as favowable, for putting the Gen- :

eral Sirlke at the service of the social
revolution.””

In the same category we find on tha
other hand the idea of utlllsing the
General Strlke as a means against cap-
itallst wars. This idea was expressed
as long ago as the International Soclal-
(sl Congresa [n Brussels In 1868 and
once again was taken up and propagated
In the "nineties by Niewenhids (10) in

Brussels, Zurlch and London. (11)
PANACEA

In cne as In the olher the characier
Istic thing In the conception Is the
bellef In the General Strike as a pan-
acea against capitalist soclety as a
whole, or, which |s the same thing,
agalnst certain of s essentlal funct-
lons; the belief In an abstract, &' _olute
category of the General Strike as the
method of the class struggle equally
alapilcahle and equally successful in
all countrles and at all times.

The bakers stop dellvering their
wares, the slreet lights remain uniit,
the rall and tramways do not run — the
cataclyam Is at hand! Worked oyt on
paper like thls the plan was as valld
for all times fsml couniries as any
groping in a fog.

ropm' averling attenilon from the
specifics of time and place, from the
concrete political aituation of the
ciass struggle In each country as well
as from the organic connection between
the declslve battle for socialism and
the dally struggles of the proletariat,
the patient work of education and
anlsation — all this was the typlcally
anarchist feature of this conception,

The other side of the coin of the
anarchist was the utopian aspect of
this theory, and with {ts emergence ...
emerged the necessity to fight this
conception of ihe General Strike with

w,

UTOPIAN

Thus we have for decades now seen
Soclal-Democrats (12) fighting the utop-
lanism of 1he General Strike. The tire-
less struggles of the French Labour
Party against the French trade unions
were based on exactly the same prin-
tlples as the Invarlable disputes of the
Gemmen delegation ai the Intemational
Congresses with Nlewenhuls,

In this the German Soclal-democral-
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earned for themselves the speclal merit
of having not only glven the scientlfic
arguments agalnst the utoplan theory
but particularly of having counterposed
the practice of day to day political

*struggle at the level of parllamentarlsm

to the specuiations of a once an+ for
ali, declslve, battle "'with ar {olded"’
agalnst the bourgeols state

That I8 the extent — no further — of
what |s calied often the Soclal-demog-
racy’'s struggle against the idea of the
General Strike. In fact It Is only againsi
the absolule, anarchist theory of the
General Strike thal the critique volced
by the advocates of sclentlfic soclal-
lam was addressed. And It was only
agalnst this that it could have been
‘addressed.

The political Issue General Strike
which the French workers have from
time to time engaged In for speclfic
polltical ends, as In the already ment-
loned case i Carmaux; and which the
Belgian workers in leular often en-
gaged In as part of the struggle T« unl-
versal sufirage,shares only the name
and the technical form with the anarch-
ist General Strlke theory. Politically
however they are two qulte separate
conceptlons,

While the anarchist General Sirlke
slogan is based on an abstract generat
theory, the polltical strikes correspond-
ing 1o the second conception occur In
particular countries or simply.in partle-
ular towns and reglons as the product
of a definite political situation and dir-
ected towards a specific polltical out-
come, T-efe can as a resull be no deny-
Ing the efficacy of this weapon In gen-
eral cr a priod since the facts, the
victorles In France and Belgium, prove
the oppesite,

CONSCIOUSNESS

But turther, the entire argument that
proved so effective agalnst Niewenhuis
or against the French anarchists does
noi In the slightest hold against the
polltical General Strike of a local char
acter,

The contention that the abllity to
carry out a General Strike presupposes
the existence of a slage In the educai-
ion and organisation of the proletariat
that makes that very General Strike
superfluous and the taking of power a
simple matter of course — this masterly
rapier thrust by the old Llebknecht {13}
against Niewenhuls .., Is completely
Inapplicable when it comes to local and
?ollllcal Issue General Strikes. For
hese the only necessary precondltions
are popular political demand and a
favourable balance of forces maierially.

in fact quite the contrary: no doubt
can be cast as to whether the Belglan
General Sirikes undertaken in the pur-
sult of universal sufrags Inveriably
“~aw more people IM- ction than can
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" be sald to be consclously soclallsts
in the real gense. i -

The political strike In Carmaux
worked In exactly the same way and
brought about such a rapld and thorough
ralsing of the level of consclousness
that after the campaign was over, even
deputy of the right wing admitted to
the soclallsts: *'If you wrest many more
victorles like this one In Carmaux you
will have already galned the upper
ground, for the peasants always rally
to the side of the stronger force and
you have proved that you are stronger
than the mining company, than the gov-
emment and the Chamber.” (14) (Alman-
ach of the Workers Party 1843 - RL)

The Niewenhuls or the French-anar-
chist General Strike |deas form an In-
escapable closed clrcult of on the one
hand the degree of soclallst consclous-
Ness hecessary for a General Strike,
and, oh the other hand, seelng that soc-
lalist consclousness as the outcome of
the General Strike.

But the political Issue General
Strike on the contrary relates 1o as-
pects of the day to day political life
which are deeply felt and excite llvely
Interest. At the same time It serves as
an effective medium of soclalist
agltation.

In the same way the contradiction
construed between day to day political
work. In particular parllamentary actlv-
ity, on the one hand, and this category
of the General Strike on the other is
pure tilting at windmills. For, far from

+ wishing to replace parliamentary and
other day to day work, the political
General Strike serves as another link
in the chain of methods of agitation

-and combat.

In fact it serves directly as a tool
.In the parliamentary struggle. Signific-
antly all the political General Sirikes
to date were attenpts either to pres-
erve or gain parliamentary rights: the
one in Carmaux for the local franchise
(15), the one In Belgium for universal
equal suffrage.

SPECIFIC

If political General Strikes have nol
. occurred In Germany and have only
I been used In a few other countries then
'it Is certainly not because of a suppos-
- ed contradiction with some ** German
“method"” of conducting the struggle.
The simple reason is that it takes
- certain specific social and political
" conditions 1o be able to use the General
Strike as a political weapon. In Belg-
ium the high level of industrial devel-
opment in conjunction with the small
area of the country makes it quite
“simple to effect a rapid spreading of
the strike movement. Also it requires
what in absolute terms is not a very

large number ot strikers, say 30,000
(16) to paralyse the economic |ife of
the land.

Germany as a big country with far
flung Industrial regions separated by
vast stretches of agricultwal land and
an absolutely huge number of workers
is in this respect in an incomparably
unfavourable position. And the same
applies to France seen as a whole, not
to mention larger and less industrially
centralised countries.

But what also constitutes a vital
aspect of this is the existence to some
degree of the right of combination and
democratic norms. In a country — like
Upper Silesia — where striking workers
are simply driven to work by the police
and gendarmes and where agitation
amongst ‘‘those who are not work-shy’’
leads straight to the jailhouse it not
penal servitude there can be no talk of
a political General Strike.

Thus if the General Strike has so
far only been used as a political weap-
on in Belgium and partly in France it
is by no means the mark of some imag-
Inary superiority of the German Social-
Democracy or a momentary aberration
of the romance countries. Rather it s
these factors — more a testimony to our
semi-asiatic backwardness as tar as
politics is concerned.

ENGLAND

Finally there is the example of
England where to a large degree all the
economic and political preconditions
for a successful General Strike exist
but where this mighty weapon never
gets used in its political life.

This example spotlights yet another
important precondition for its utilisat-
ion — the internal coalescence of the
trade union and the political workers*
movement. In Belgium the economic
struggle and the polltical function as
an organic whole, the trade unions and
the party finding themselves side by
side in every important action, working
hand in glove with one another.

In England however the namrow craft
and theretore also divisive parish-pump
politics of the trade unions together
with the lack of a strong socialist
party excludes their comblining in a pol-
itical General Strike.

A closer study also shows that all
absolute judgments of the General
Strike and condemnations made without
taking the concrete circumstances in
every country into account, nominally
basing themselves on the practice in
Germany, amounts to nothing but nat-
ional conceit and thoughtless schemat-
ism. And this same question shows one
other thing: that when the advantages
of a “free-hand’’ in soclalist tactics
is so eloquently advocated to us, the
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advantages of *'keeping-your-options-
open’’ or of adapting to the variety of
the concrete, it is in the last resort
always no more than the freedom to en-
gage in horse-trading with the bour-
geois parties.

When on the other hand it is a
question of mass action, some means
of struggle distantly resembling a rev-
olutionary tactic, then these devotees
of the "‘open options’ immediately tum
Into the dourest dogmatists. They then
try to force the class struggle the
whole world over into the mould of
the so-called German tactic.

If this recentGeneralStrike In Belgium
has been unsuccessful, this fact can-
not constitue grounds for a ‘revision’
of the Belgian tactic, because it Is
well known that the General Strike'was
neither prepared for nor was il used
politically. In fact it was paralysed by
the leadership, and before it could
accomplish anything dispersed.

Because mass aclion was not
contemplated by the political — or, to
be more precise — parliamentary

leadership of the movement, the

slriki ng masses stood in the wings wait-
ing for their cues with no connection
with what was going on on stage until
they were finally shunted off to the
dressing room. The failure of the
Belgian campaign succeeded in
proving the pointiessness of the
General Strike as little as the
surrender of the military defences of
Metz byBazaine(17) proved the point-
lessness of military defences as such
or as little as the parliamentary coll-
apse of the German |iberals proves the
pointlessness of parliament.

Quite the contrary, The fiasco of
the latest action of the Belgian Labour
Party must convince everyone who
knows how it was prepared, that only
a General Strike — one that really.
takes the field — could have achieved
anything. And if there is any need to
‘revise’ the tactic of our Belgian
comrades then it seems to us that it
should be in the direction we indicated
in our previous article in this periodic-
al (18). The April campaign after all
showed one thing clearly: that a strike
Indirectly against the church but
directly against the bourgeoisieis a
complete waste of time the moment the
fighting proletariat is politically tied
to the bourgeoisie. The bourgeoisie
turns from being a means of pressure on
the govermment into a ball and thain
that lames the steps of the proletariat.
(19) The most important lesson of the
Belgian experiment speaks out not
against the General Strike as such but
on the contrary against a parliamentary
alliance with liberalism which
condemns every General Strike to fruit-




108SNesS. any atiemp! 10 ‘revise’ the Helgian would be a pity If evens a tiny handtul
We must oppose with the utmost “tactic simply on the basis of the most  of militants In these countries let the
‘sharpness, however, Just reaclingto  superiictal contusion as to what selves be le? astray in their search
the very mention of the word * General  happened in Belgium, because not only for a strategy by means of forms of
Strike’ with the old threadbare cliches the Belglan workers, row as then, bul  speech and lured by the preferabiiity
once, but no longer, useful to combal  ajgo the Swedish (20) stand poised to  of the so-called * German’ methods of
the fudicrous ideas of Nieuwenhuls and wield the weapon of the General Strike  Struggle.
the anarchists. The same applies 1o n-the battle for universal sufirage. It

NOTES

(1) All emphases are Rosa Luxemburg’s nationwide general strike. (16) Actually over 300000 took part in
including those within quoted {7) Aristide Briand, French socialist, the strike.

passages, left Party in 1904. Later a minister (17} Achille Bazaine (1811-~1888) was
(2} Mieuwenhuis: Ferdinand Domela  and Prime Minister in France. the French general forced to surender
Nicuwenhuis (1846--1919). Leader  (8) Karl Legien (1861 — 1920) Oppon 2t Metz.

of the Dutch Socialist Union; went ent of General Strile  Right wing {18) The reference here is in factto a
over to anarchism later; advocate of  Social-Democratic President of whole series of articles in the Leipzig
anarchist General Strike and *aihical  Gennan Trade Union Commission, er Volkszeitung 14 April, 15 April2ist
socialism’. {9) Intemational Socialist Congress,  April, 22 April, and, particularly, Die
(3) By this is meant the General Paris 23~27 September 1900 (see Rosa Neue Zeit Yr. 20 1901/2 vol 2 pp 105-
Strike which is really synonymous with Lixemburg: ‘The Socialist Crisis in 110 In these articles she shows how
‘the revolution®, advocated by anarch- France). the alliance with the liberals - _(eated
ists and later syndicalism. Bakunin  (70) Compare with Troisky: The ILP  the General Strike,

was its great advocate in this period.  and the Fourth Intemational; in (19) On the question of the reform of
(4) Rosa Luxemburg is evidently not ~ Writings of Leon Trotsky 193536, the franchise in Belgium at this time
too happy hetself with this terminolog page §4-69. the principal opposition was the Cath-
The point is that the strike is planned (71} The Intemational Socialist olic Church. The position of the

and relates to specific goals shost of : Congresses took place~in Brussels Social-Demecrats expressed in their

revolutionary overthiow. Inno. 7of  from 16—22 August 1891, in Zurich paper ‘Peuple’ was this: “Stand firm*
Workers’ Fight, page 4, what is called [rom 6--12 Aungust 1893 and in London  irtold the strikers, “so that at least

type (a) under the section PLANNED  from 27 July — lst August 1896, the legal channels for public opinion
STRIKE is about the equivalent {12) Social-Democrat was the term (e Parliamentary elections — trans,)
although as Rosa Luxemburg makes used before 1914 for what we would wll be opened t0 you by means of the
clear the leaders might still betray as ROW term Marxist. _pressure being exerted by the liberal

in () and {(c). : {13) wilhelm Liebknecht was the bourgeoisie and all the offikial

(5) Broussists — followers of Paul father of Karl Liebknecht the great reve tepresentatives of trade and industry*”,
Brousse (1854-1912). After the tutionary who was murdered with Rosa  This faith in the ‘pressure* of the bourg,
destruction of the Paris Commune Luxemburg in 1919, ) eoisie determined the alliance of the
Brousse worked with Bakumin., In ( 74) By Chamber the deputy was referr- Socialists and liberals which shackled
1881 he appeared a= the leader of the iDg to the French Parliament. and then smashed the whele strike

Possibilist faction in France advocat (15} In France, unlike Germany, it was movement,
;ng reformist gradualism and decential .d]fflcll]f. o gﬁt SOCialiS[S in Pa[liam(n‘_ (20)1.11(3 Swedish strike timed to

isation, particularly use of local but easy to get them on local and coincide with a parliamentary debate
councils. departmental councils. It was. for this was called off on the promise of

(6} Followers of Jean Allemane (1843- eason that the Broussists stressed universal equal suffrage. The govem-
1935), also Possiblist, Lite Brousse local :_:lections and that the local ment, however, prevaricated, and it was
in favour of world wide as well as franchise was areal issue 1 Carmaux. years before Sweden achieved it
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ON ALMOST EVERY MILITANT
working class demonstration loday the
main cry is “Heath Out’. But it is not
just Heath that the demonstrators are
Protesting against. ‘They know that the
National Industrial Relations Court has
been one of the bosses’ main weapons
against the labour movement. Those
wip have been involved with the
Social Security recently, particularly
strikers, will know about its mean and
oppressive ways,

Detailed plans have been drawn up
for anmy intervention in case of
serious strikes. All the various parts
of the bosses’ State are appearing more
and more openly in the class struggle.

In this situatien a book which care-
fully takes up and demolishes the

- establishedtheories aboiit the State is

particularly useful, Ralph Miliband’s
book THE STATE IN CAPITALIST
SOCIETY ffirst published 1969) is the
only substantial study of the State From
a Marxist point of view to appear in
recent ye~rs in Britain.
... established views go as fol-

-v5. The State apparatus - civil ser-
vice, arnty, police, the judges and the
Courts — is regarded as a neutral mach-

e, non-partisan, which serves society
nder the control of the democratic will
or the people *,

Different views exist on how this
democratic will is exercised. Some def-
enders of the present system argue that
parliamentary elections lead to demoe-
ratic c catro} of society, But many im-
portant public decisions ~ to sy no-
thing bf the private decisions of big
capitalists which affect nillions of
ordinary people — are made without
even formal democratic consuliation.
Take as examples the bringing in of
“In Place of Strife”, o the new Tmmig-
ration Act, or the cutting of school milk

The widespread eynicism about el ]
ections and parliamentary politicians
is only a natural reaction to the rigged

- riatre of the whole system. At brst the

‘democracy” of elections amownts to a
few minutes spent voting every five
years or so — perhaps half an howr

.of democracy in a lifetime,

‘PLURALISM’

Many apologists for capitalism have
now retreated from the view that elect-
ions amount to a democratic running of
society.

Their  piu.dist” view 1S summarised

"by Miliband. Thzy admit “that there

are elites in different economic, social
political, administrative. professional
and other pyramids of power. B:t hese
elites altogethet lack the degree of
¢cohesion required to tum them into dom
inant or ruling classes. In fact, ‘elite
pheralism’, with the conpetition it en
tails between differcent elites, is itself
a prime guarantec that power in society
will be diffused and not concentrated.
In short, the State, subjected to a mmle-
itude of conflicting pressures from
organised groups and interests, canmor
show any marked bias towards some
and against others: its special role, in
fact, is to accomodate and recancile
them all. In that role, the state is only -
the mirror which society holds up 10
iself,r T
The labowr movement, in this view,
is supposed to be one of the many o’
peting pressure groups, and a poweriul )
one at that. For the orthodox theorists
you, the reader, have as mmxch power as
Lord Thomson - in fact, perhaps more
.since you probably have 2 vote and
Lord “Thomson hasn't, '
Miliband points out that the *plural-
ist” view doesn’t recognise the enor
«mous inegualities in soci- 'y, In Britain




! 5% of the population own 75% of all
private wealth (1960 figures) and 1%
own B1% of all privately owned com
' pany shares.

The various dominant ‘elites’ are
‘all closely allied with the wealthy
class — usually they are the same
people, at the very least they have
:close personal connections and close-
Iy similar attitudes. And in fact State
policies do follow the general interests
‘of the wealthy class.

Miliband explains these points care-
fully and so hi< %ok is worth reading.

MIRROR

But the main drift of Miliband’s ar-
gument is summarised thus: ‘*as a
pressure grc.p, vis-a-vis the state,

* business enjoys a vast degree of sup-
"eriority over other groups and inter-
ests’’. He writes: *‘ the legislative
element of the state system, like all
the other elements which have been
considered previously, has nomally
remained, notwithstanding umiversal
snfe ,ge and competiti v ¢ politics, mucl
more the instrument of the dominant
classes than of the subordinate ones,

- even though it is now rather less
exclusively their instrument than in
former days’’. ) !

This approach accepts completely

the basic assumptions of the ‘pluralist’

view, and questions it only as if it’s

a matter of whether the capitalist
class tias 40% of the power or 80%....!
Miliband doesn’t really break from the
view of the state as mirror-reflection

of society. H: simply sees the social .

and economic power structure in soci-
ety before he holds the mirror up to it.
., Miliband says little in the way of a
positive general theory of the State
_other than to quote the famous state-
‘ment of Marx and Engels from the
‘Communist Manifesto’ — **The execut
ive of the modem state is but a commi-
ttee for managing the common affairs
of the whole bourgeoisie®’. - This
polemical statement is, surely, one-
- sided and partial if considered as a
comprehensive definition of the State.
If the State is just the committee of
the bourgeoisie, then what is the differ-
ence between the State and the employ-

ers’ Confederation of British Industry ? )

How do we account for such cases as
Fascism, where a political movement
establishes, as Miliband writes, ‘‘a
dictatorship over which they (ie. the
privileged classes) have no genuine
control at all’’? .

Miliband’s approach leads to the
following answer to these questions.
*“The dominant.economic interests in
capitalist society can nomally count
on the active good-will and support of
those in whose hands state power lies
<. But these interests cannot, all the
same, rely on govemments and their

T

" advisors to act in perfect congmity

with their purposes’’. That is, the
‘committee of the bourgeoisie’ may be
unreliable.

That doesn’t explain much. There
should be another definition of the
State added to the statement that it is
the ‘committge of the bourgeoisie’, The
State is also specifically we organ
responsible for the general administrat-
ion of society, and the arbitration of

social conflicts. The arbitration is, of

course, done in capitalist terms of
reference, and based on a concept of
the ‘national interest’ which regards
‘the capitalist class as the *nation’.
But the State includes, for example,
the legal system.

This legal system is not in the least
an expression of etemal justice, free
from class bias — it regards the hungry
man who steals from a supermarket as
. a criminal, and the big capitalist own-

1er of that supermarket, who grabs thous

ands of pounds from his underpaid
workers in the normal course of busi-
ness, is a fine upstanding citizen.
However, “‘In a modem state, law
inust not only correspond to the generd
economic condition and be its express-
ion, but must also be an intemally
coheremt expression which does not,
owing to inner contradictions, reduce
itself to naught. And, in order to
achieve this, the faithful reflection of
=conomic conditions suffers increasing-
ly. Ali the more so the more rarely it
happens that 2 code of law is the blunt,
unmitigated, unadulterated expression
of the domination of a class — this in
itself would offend the ‘conception of
right’ " (Engels, 1890).
An example of this point is given by
the recent Appeal Court decision over
the T&G’'s {55000, The Court
motivation was o preserve the coher-
.ence of legal precedents on the quest-
ion of ‘principal’ and ‘agent’. This e
servation, considered in a long-term,
historical perspective, is definitely a
capitalist policy. But it was not
necessarily in line with the immediate-
ly perceived interests of the capitalist
class.
 And Marx’s discussion, in ‘Capital’,
of the Factory Acts is another example.
He shows that these laws, enforcing
certain safeguards on working condit-
lons, were necessary from the point of
view of capitalist production. However,
a good many leading capitalist spokes-
men opposed the Acts, and much of

the Parliamentary support for the Acts
came from backward-looking opponents
of industrialism.

A pesitive theory of the State cannot
be discussed properly without a
historical study of the first appearance
of the State, of the formation of nation
States, and of the various develop-
ments of the State under modem capital

-ism. But even without being able to go
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into that *istarical study, we can-naic-
ate a number of political consequences

VARIETIES OF POWER

Working class militancy takes differ-
ent forms. A basically negative,

- defensive militancy which stresses the

advancement of the working class as
an estate ar interest-group within
present-day society, is different from
a positive militancy which sets its aiu
as the transformation of present-day
society.

The. same differences of form apply,
though with modifications and less

“sharply, to the ‘militancy’ of the capit-

alist class, Individual capitalists and
even employers’ federations tend to
steer their course by short-term section-
al interests. The political arm of the
capitalist class, the State, has to oper-
ate more in terms of comprehensive
strategy.

For example, the employers’ offens-
ive which has developed since the
1960s has depended crucially on defin-
ite govemment measures - Incomes
Policy, anti-union laws, racialist laws
and so on.

I is a general employers’ offensive
and not just the policy of particulas
sovemments. ‘The Labour govemrment
pioneered all the Tories have done, and
many govemment measures were direct-
ed towards servicing industrial attacks
on the working class — for example,
the Prices and Incomes Board and
productivity dealing; the Redundancy
Payments Act and redundancies,
However, the govemment cannot be
described as a p :ssive reflection or
servant of the employing class.

If we look at the State this way, then
we see the inadequacy of Miliband’s
reply to ‘pluralism’. The point is not
only that the working class has less
power than the capitalist class. The
real reply to the ‘pluralists’, and also
to the reactionaries who say ‘‘the trade
unions have too much power", is that
any power the labour movement has
within the present system is a different
sort of power from the capitalists’
power. It s a negative, defensive
power, a power to obtain partial
reforms within a hostile total society.

We moy gain unemployment benefit;
but, within capitalism, we still have
unemployment. We may gain wa
increases; but we still have exploitat-
ion. We may have a vote; but only for
capitalist altematives. We may be
able to halt or hinder some cap talist
plans for rationalisation and redund-
ancy; but the basic direction of indust-
1y is still determined by the capitalist
priority of profit.

CONTRADICTION

The State, Engels wrote, *‘is the
-admission that this society has become




- State increases. .

. state and contend for its cooperation®.

“in édpidlfsi sSociety. “But id 1936, in

-entangied in an insoluble conwradiction  warkes hy the threat of withdrawing
with fiself, that it is cleft into credits™. - :

‘irreconcilable antagonisms which it is the State is the product of civil
powerless to dispel.” As the contra-  suciery; the eapitalist economic
dictions of decaying capitalism become . simicture dominates capitalist polities
sharper, so the interventiun of the in the Jast analysis. But it is the
conquest of State power which is the
crucial problem for changing sociery.

A theoretical merging of the State and
civil society leads to a belief that
State intervenlion in sectional strugg:

_les necessarily makes them *political’,
But the fact that the State and the
capitalist are mveolved together does
not mean that the question of the State,
of the general administration of society,
and the sectional questions are the.
same guestim, in reality or in people’s
consciousness,

the true conclusion to draw fran the
increasing intervention of the State is
not that sectional struggles are there-
fore ‘political®, but, on the contrary,
the crucial need to go heyond syndical-
ism, and the negative, defensive form
of militancy. When, for example, the
State uses racialism to attack the work-
ing class, the basic syndicalist

Capitalist free enterprise leads to
the elimination of the weak in competi-
-tion with the strong, and thus to the
negation of that free enterpriss, the
c¢oncentration of production in huge
monopolies. ‘The State promotes merg-
ers, and takes over basic industries
(commmnications, fuel) when private
enterprise can no longer mn them at
all adequately. This indicates the
bankruptcy of capitalism, But the
intervention of the capitalist State is
in no sense socialist. o
Indeed, the recent experience in
Britain has been of the public sector
warkers being used as the first target
of the capitalist offensive. In general
the trade uninus now “*have to confront
a centralised capitalist adversary,
intimately bound up with state power.
Hepce flows the need of the trade :
unions — insofar as they remain on reaction of *‘let’s forget all this black g
reformist pasitions, ie. on positions of  white business and unite to fight
adapting themselves to private propemy the bosses’’ is not enough. It amounts
— to adapt themselves to the capitalist  to an attemmpt to forgel racialismy; but
when the State is on the offensive the
only real alternatives ave to fight
racialism or to accept it.  And a Fight
- dgainst racialism demands a political
offensive, which must incHde uncondi-
tional support for black militants
arganising themselves to resist
Therefore any positive political
Programme, any programme to go beyad
the losing battle of bargaining within
the system, must relate to the question
of the State. Otherwis: we are merely
roing along with the political fatalism
which is widespread in the warking

(Trotsky 1940). In 1931-2 there was
only one Govemment committee on
which the General Council of the TUC
was represented; in 1934-5 there were
six; in 1954, 81 - and the number is
still increasing, Pay arbitration
boards with Government and union rep-
resentatives are a commonplace in
advanced capitalist countries.

‘This development must not, however,
be interpreted as a merging of State
and civil society. The relations
between the state apparatus and the
capitalists-may be closer; hut the..
distinction between the two is not
reduced, )

The theoretical mistake of merging
the two can lead to disastrous results,
Syndicalists see the struggle in indust
ry as being the crucial power struggle

are the same”’, “you’ll never change
society”. We confine ourselves to, at
best, an attitude of non-cooperation :n¢
intransigence towards capitalism —
which is necessary for any genuine
working class militancy, but certainly
not enough. .

Now it is easy enough to raises the
question of the State by saying ‘Smash
the State’. But this slogan is simply
an absfract panacea. It doesn’t promae
militant struggle — in fact, it can even
hold it back, hy fixing people’s eyes or
the big struggle to ‘smash the State’
sometime in the future instead of the -
actual possibilities for immediate
action now,

Marxists have approached this prob-
lem through arguing for the slogan of a
workers’ government, and linking this

. with proposals for state measures —
nationalisation under workers’ control,
statisation of the banks, ensuring work
or full pav. — to resolve the crisis into
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Spain, the working class of Catalonia
actually took power in civil socicty,
They controlled the Tactories, they
controlled the distribution of supplics,
the hourgeaisie did not dare show them
selves in the streets,

But the workérs® anarcho-syndicalist
{eaders did not undertake 1le task of
thoroughly smashing the old hourgeois
State — the central banks, the adusini-
strative machine, et - and uilding a
new democratically-controlled workers®
state, Within months, "the proletarian
conquests in the econoniic field (were)
slowly whittled down. Conmrolling the
treasury and the bank~, the govermment
was ahle to force its will on the

which capitalism drags sociely.

The government is not the same s
the State, though it is its chief leading
element. Likewise, *workers® govem-
ment” is not the same as “‘workers® .
state”’. The idea of a workers” govems
ment involves calling on the establishe.

_<d organs of labour movement to take

power and camy out the necessary soxk
alist measures, In a situation of N
massive workingclass militancy. it can
thus clear the decks for the established
leaders to be exposed as the traitors

and fainthearts they are, for revolution
ary ideas to come to the fore in the
labour movement, and for the genuine -
achievement of a workers’ state.

However, it is possible for the
‘workers’ govemment® slogan 1o be usal
as an ahsract panacea just as much as
*Smash the State'. to be meaningful, it
must be used in specific situations of
the class struggle, where the question
of govemnment is (o the fore, and where
it is possihle 10 be precise about the
arganisational form of e workers’
govermment.

Today, tore’ i to the beginning of
the article, the question of govemment
is certainly to the fore. But the quest-
ion of organisational forms is not clear.
The najority of the Rritish working
class still see political altematives as
parliamentary alternatives. At the same
time, many workers have a hard-leamt
distrust of the Labour Party,

To fail to support the kickin_-out of
the Tories, necessarily in favour of
Labour, would be 1o collapse into the
political fatalism of negative, ‘syndic- ¥
alist’ militancy. But to present, today,
any immediately likely Labour govem -
ment as a workers* government would by
to make a mystical equation between
Labour Party and labour movement. It

= tlass, the feeling that ‘Iall politicians .~ ~would wilfully obscure the lesscns of -~

' 1964-70.

We raise the call for a General Strik-
to Smash the Act — an attacking sloga
which we'do not reduce to panacea by
linking it in advance with the slogan of
a workers” govemnment, though its real-
isation would open the-way for raising -
the question of a workers’ government
quite concretely, Tt is a specific call,
for 2 specific situation Other situat-
jor.s will require other ways of relating
to the problem of the State,

John Sterling.
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