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WF Position on Students

Our position on students as agreen by the NC is summed up in the following
extract from a draft of MI's article on the IMG.

In Let us say the 19th century the cultursl and social ties between
students and their class of origin were so tight that students had to be
assessed politically as a special fraction of the bourgeoisie. Today,
however, students generally have a degree of financial independence, and
their destinies are uncertain and probably among the ranks of wage labour
and even trade unionism., We have to gonsider students as a group with
political indevrendence from the bourgeoisie. But neither are studerts
working class. They do not live by selling their labour power they do not
produce surpdus value,

We regard students as being outside production, as not engaged in prod~
uctive labour. From the point of viem of economics, what is haprening in
universities and colleges is that a certain amount of socially necesrary
labour is being put in by lecturers, ancillary staff and so on, 2 certain
amount of capital is being depreciated, and what is being produced is an
enrichment of the labour power of the students. It's true that students work
and that their work is essential to the production of that environment. But
the class positon of students 1s essentially no different from what it would
be if made transparent by students (or someone on their behalf) paying for
their education (a situztion anyway, that in fact exists on a large scale
in many advanced capitalist countries). The commodity produced remains in
the possession of the student. Grants no more malte students wage workers
than unemployment benefit mokes unemployed workers employeds

So we assess students as "declassed". The term "declassed" is a residual
category, encompasgsing a varicgated collection of marginal social groupsa
However, there are ~ome conclusions we can draw already. Socialists do not
wve to confine themselves to picking off individual students -~ a student
movement is not a reactionary force as it would be if students mre bourgeois.
On the other hand, a socialist movement attempting to base itself primarily
on students is building a house on sand and wgill tend to degenerate into
academicism or adventurism.

There is no necessary built-in class struggle of independert, cpochal,
historial significance in the student situation. However, students are
organised together in large numbers by their work. And they have a limited
possibility of wringing concessions out of college administration without the
strusgle necessarily reaching the 2ovel of a confrontation with the Statea

Finally students though (except for a small minority) not engaged in
producing ideas, have, as a result of their work, a certain sensitivity to
ideological issues. Moreover they are closer to an international, not purely
parochial consciousness. Struggles can be waged. What will be the nature of
the politics of these struggles?

Political life does not take place through the direct action of snmcial
classes. The classes act through various forms of political representation -
parties, non-party movements (eg VSC) trede unions, state apparatuses, etc.
These forms are not straightforward 'reflections' of the classes they repres-
ent - each rnarty etc has ite own independent hisotry, into which its social
base enters only as one element. With working class political parties a
definite law of inertia operntes, The British Communist Party, for example,
confinues to play an important role even though politicallly utterly bankrupt.
Where n revolutionary leadership could develop the self-reliance and nssertive-
ness of the working class the reformist leadership ats as an indirect medhan-
ism for the pres-ure of the capitalist class, and builds up an internction
where bureaucracy, prevarication, elitism, halfmensures on the part of the
leadership sustain and are sustained by apathy, short sightedness, servility,
backwardness among the renk and file. Having buklt this up the reformist
leadership fulfills a certain function which can't just be wished awnye The
C,P's attitude to the Industrial Relntions Bill was utterly demogogic and



against
nou-combatitive. But still, in terms of orgnmised action the Indsotrial Rel-
ations Bill, the CP could point to greater achievements than IS the IMG and
the SLL put together.

I+ is this fact of being rooted in a definite routine of class struggle
thet gives rise to the law of inertia. Now, as regards students, there are no
definite routines of class struggle, no definite functions of the reformist
leaderships. There is therefore an extremem mobility of forms of political
representation of variovs sections of students. Horeover, ha¥ing no independent
class position student: cre naturally dependent for their ideologies upon the
main social classes. In the era when the bomrgeoisie wes the rising class, they
tendzd to follow the bourgeoisie; in the present era, when the proletariat is
the risirg elnse they tend fo follow the proletarist, (We speak, of course, only
of general teni»

Tre preseat student militancy dates specifically from three developments; an
upsurge in struggle against imperialism (Algeria, Cuba, Vietnam, the bzlak nation
alist movement in the US); a crisis of reformism (1964-70)Labour Goverhment,

"Fradn Coalition' in Germany etcy; a decline in the basis in reality of the ideealory
of the 'carerr' (increasing mobility and insecurity in graduate unemployment).

The ideologies of reformism were unable to accommodate the challenge posed by

the anti-imperialist struggles; the decline in the '@areccr! ideology opened the
way for more cohesion in the student body.

Lie student movement, naturally, was fertile soil for all sorts of weird
ideclogical mutatious. Students are not, like the working class "discip.iined,
untied organised by the mechanism of the process of capitalist production itself.!

What then are the politcs of the student struggle? Some general rules 2pplye.
Precisely because there is non built-in routine of class struggle, students tend
to pose demands which their struggles cannot realise. Consequently there are
tendencies to utopianism and ultra-leftism of various sorts. Beyond that, every-
thing depends on the transformation of the political forms of representation
through ideological struggle, on forming a solid socialist core which fights for

idenlogical influence among students.

Obviously Marxists cannot adopt a sectarian attitude to student struggles, or
postulate political educrtion ta'ing place in complete isolation from these
strugglez, But we must stress that 'student econcmism! 'confontation politics!
and other adventurism merely leads, and has led, to defeat, even at its own
chosen level of the struggle against the college administration,

Apart from the dubious and non-Marxist statement about '"when the proletoriat

is the rising closs students will tend to follow th proletariat' and an implied
conservatism towerds student stmuggles, the nbove statement secms adequate.

STUDENTS. AND. BRANCH JORK:

From the few reports received it appears that the attitude of mest branches

is that students do student work at college and tronch work when not at college,
instead of se ing student work as being part of activities of the branch. It
would be absurb if student members did not discuss industrial work but there is
apparently little supervision or discussion of student work by most branches.
Before next term all!branches should discuss the activities that student members
will be engaged in. Reports to be sent to the student convenor.

SOCIAYL LD SOCIETIES: ;
Our main area of student work will probably be in the Soc. Socs. WF comrades
should actively teke part is Soc. Soc. activities to win a number of students

over to socialist politics through mectings, propoganda on such questions as
Ireland and by trying to link up student and worker struggles. Examples of this
are linking up the Student Union autonomy issue with the IR.Act and also the in-
volvement of students in the miners' strike. Where possible local militants should
be brought along to address student ncetings.,




The best people in Soc. Soc. will rrobably be attracted to the lerger
%ﬁxﬁiﬁiﬁﬁka¥EXXE%Xﬁf
group: (L&, CP, IMG) Those that seriously want to help in workers! struggles
e atiracted to the groups that hove the impressive organisation, weekly
r etc, We have no hope of winning reople on this level, e have to win

5

paj
people on the basis of our politics. Student commrades should organise Soca
Boc. «iscussion mectings in which wuxeon differentiate curselves from the
other rtendencics and try to orpanise meetings with VU,F, speakers,

rt

orrades should actively take part in all) 'local'! student struggles, but
muet be taken if initiating such struggles that you are not leading

e v drewvitable dotient and victamisotion,

AND THEORETICAL WORK:

to be a general consersus of opinion on the left, particularly
loess demic work ¢ student does and the more hikely he is
¢ of college, then the better the comrade is. This is stupid,

in WF that th
Lo be thrown cut o
Studernt merh should keep sufficiently abrenst of their subject and aware
of coniroversics in their field 4o be able to argue for a Mrrxist position

in seminars and classcs, to produce critcisms of bourgeoils idens and to write
educaticn notes, and Lo write rrticles for the rAper,

s

Students have the opportunity snd frcilities for both developing their own
understanding of FMorxzism and alsc contributing to the theoretical developnent
of thu grovre K1l students should set themselves, or be cormissioned by the
goup to unicrtake , a project for WF supervised by the education and pub-
lications committee and the student convenor, This is not a burden but some=-
thing comrades should enjoy doing as part of their own developnent nnd thod
of the group.

Y ecided some time ngo that all sudent comrades should join ASTMS.
By doing thi

i
5 s students can take part in all the activities of trade union
work except hold office. This could be a most important nrea of work and
could form the basis of an AZUHS fractiocn.

T1eCall. 5.0,
cmeolelin e

The ICDSU ot off to a good steort last year as the beginnings of a left-
ving core of politically conscious students. Corrades should try and get their
Soe. Socse and Student Union to affiliate and to try and get delegnted to
LCDSU neetings. We rust try to orientate LCDSU to linking up student issues
with workers' stmmggles without falling into IS's trap of demanding a full
political programme which excludes left sympathisers nnd which tries to
brild & mini-revolutionary party ir the student movement.

One of our urgent tasks is to formulate our ideas on LCDSU correctly.
Branch student organisers should serd ne their ideas on our activities in
ICDEU immediately togelther with tlhe state of LODSU.x

THE WY FORWARD FOP THE ICDSU

The boodn for the founding of the Liason Cormittee wos the existence of a
large le radicalisation against the attack on student unions, expressed

i voyeott of lectures by helf a million studerts on 8th Dec 1971 and
the ilaooe vote for IC candidates ot +]

he Easter NUS conference.

‘ge~scale radicalisation no lornger exists at present. It does not

© e should automatically drop the IC, as IS recormend, The ligu-
organised expression of the principled political stand on

Lo accountability' of Students Unions would represent a victory for the
refornists, And if large-scale radicalisation does not exist today, that



is ret 1o say thet it may not revivetomorrow,
However. it is cleer that LCDEU rust think out its position clearly if
it iz roi to become simply yet another alias for the Internctional Marxist

iy

Grour. ~ue errors in analysis and perspectives which could be passed over
in the :nferesis of expediting unity in action some months ago must be taken
up nowa

1. vosioww 2o stake?

programme staiess
poosibility of the independent political actions of students
' the “tate. This is forced on the bourgeoisie because

o and organised opposition in the colleges before they
iy with their plans for higher education. This is not
ood simply as the actions of a backward loocking Tory
& from the most fundamental needs of capitolistaees"

goveriisnt butb
That is, the attack on SUs is ancillary to the 'technocratic reforuns',

But thés view is simplistic. 'Technocratic reforms' have been going
ahead for years. "Already the Government have cut the real value of student
grants considerably, and they have channelled an increasing proportion of
st s antoe the poorly provided non-university codleges (The proportion was
3i% of full time students in 1957/58, and 47% in 1967/68) Student accommodation
has got worse and worse. All this has happened with comparatively little resist-
ance,' {"Jorkers' Fight'" no 9). Political castration of SUs is not a precond-
ition for *technocratic reforms!',

“iesc I3 a more specific motive on the part of the ruling class. SUs have
been e public platform for revolutionary ideas, particularly for the revolut~
icnary piatform. '"This purpose ke=s been pursuéd consistently for the last

tkree yenrs with a skil{ul policy of victamising students and lecturers,”™ (1/1'9)
Iow the Goverhment "to assist them in their crucial task of defeating the
massive industrial strength of the labour movement...attack the working class,
and its allies at weaker points' thev launch a sharper attack (LF9)

2, &Bhtate, Government, Administrotion

The 1CDSU has rejected alliance with College Administrations against
the attack on SUs on the grounds that the attack = "springing from the most

funiian needs of cavitalizm’ = Yconsequently a task for the Stote ng a
whole ‘luding army, air force, navy...?): ond administretion = Governunent
to] k] y s

= parts of Statea

This argument as it stands is totally ulbtra-left. Even if we cdmit the
doubtful assertion that College Administrations are part of the State, Harx-
ists do not exclude on principle using one part of the bourgeois state against
another (law courts, =srbitration courts etc),

e way the political issues are located in dubious universal generzlisations
aboul the "fundamental needs of capitalism' and "the State' persistently collap-
=}

ser the SU into ultra-left fundamentalisme.

v sre constantly told that "the struggle must be seen as one against
the ceplviiist state's What this issuprosed to rean other than Teveryone should
bé a Mersoat is not clear to use

Ti roialions of the LCDSU to the widespread anti-Toryism of the resistance
to tho «itock ca SUs has simply been to denounce this anti-Toryism. Instead of
slogrne whaich relate to develop, build on that anti-Toryism, we had the virt-
uaily incomprehensible "Unions for the Struggle! Unions against the Statel!

The sometimes hilarious obscurity and stylistic peculiarity of the ERLCDSU's
literature is not merely a technical question, but an expression of an ultra-
left and sectarian erientation,




3a Representation

The ICDSU programme states: "Representation and participation are
simply a tactic of the state to ensure collabormtion of students with the
aims of the bourgeoisie, ond we are therefore opposed to this ... The
LCDSU will, however, struggle for the power of veto over any sttempt to
transform higher education. This is not to be understood primarily, if at
all, in institutional forms. It is the description of the sort of strugglexr
needed to effect even temporarily the transformations which colleges undergo,
It is an indication of the linc of mass struggle directly counterposed to ’
on the one hand, representation, negofiation, and pressure, and, on the
other, the utdépian 'free' institution

Now, clearly, when the ruling class is attempting to transfrom higher
education in a way antagonistic to thexinterests of the working class, soc-
ialists will seck to oppose that transmformation. Or impose a veto on it,
if you prefer to put it that way. What the programme means by "power of
veto" apart from that, we would like to know,

However, if this veto is meant to be “directly counterposed" to rep-
resentation so that students should - generally and on principle = boycott
all representative bodies in the colleges, then we consider th%s un%versal
boycott ultra-left. Representation is not the way to a 'red un1ver§1ty‘ but
it is not Hsimply a tactic of the state", It mey alsc be & concersion won
by mass struggle. Stafi-student curriculum committees in departments and
faculties can scarecely be regarded as organs of the capitalist State or
the capitalist class, and bodies of the type of Senates are not simply
identical with the Administration - they can be used ag €g. bourgeois parliaments
are used. (Would we advise 2 university Professor who was o revolutionary
to resign from Senate on principle? or attempt to use his position on Senate
as a platform for revolutionary ideas?)

Representation may well be - and usually is - used to de~fuse, coopt,
and incorporate student militancy. The question is whether stording cside
in the purity of a boycott is the best way of fighting this. Reprisentsbion
must be accompanied by demands that: 1) student representatives are not
bound by committee decisions 2) representatives are mandatable and recalle
able 3) the agenda and minutes of all committees are entirely ODNEN,

4, United Front

At the last Irish Solidarity Campaign Conference WF members attempted
to refer back the IMG~drafted manifesto. The response from the IMG comrades
was that since the ISC was a United Front, it could ndt decide upon a cormon
analysis, therefore our reference back could not be aécepted. Or, to put it
another way, since the ISC could not decide on a common analysis, therefore
we should accept the IMG analysis!

The argument is rationalised in Red Mole 42 with the doctiine that the
point of a UF is agreement on aims, withmdiffering analyses. That is certainly
not correct., (Do revolutionaries form united fronts with refermists to fight
for the shaxred aim of socialism?) A UF presupposed a measure of agrecment
not only on aims, but alsc cn methods,

We do not insist theot the IC, as a UF-type body, accepts the analysis
of the attack on SUs or the position on representation set out czbove =~ though
we will oppose accepting contrary analyses or positions. What is important fer
the IT is the ¢hange in orientation which we have argued for, a change in
orientation which should enable the IC to make more of a reality o the 'student
worker solidarity'! plank in its platforn,

Furthernmore, we advocate that the ILC should press IS and any other
forces in the NUS who take a principled stand on 'public accountability! for
alliances over specific actions and at NUS conference,
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SOME NOTES ON THE DEVELCPMENT OF STUDENT MILITANCY

1. inlly promoted
by record of Lruour Gov thv p ase was not ctuculmr ”fi is often for-
gotten, but it was iﬂrcr+rﬁn he UEC in
France, the

ot oaction, It is not very useful to bonoan the
or to discount it on the grounds that it passed

20 1558 - ex
oU}“fpe"I'Fnce
qU,lC*ilux,-. What

%, October 1968 and Jaruzcry 1709 = halt., It is futile to condemn the
student mnv&voﬂt on the grouads of this halt - what else would hapren
to o wmovement which developed insze militauncy with very little response
from the rest oi societya

Lk, Developments since then ~

-~ upsurge of working classj sluient movement now following and copying
slogans of workers' movement, f:r more than vice versa.

- partly as conseguence, UOll**c”l polerisation on student left. It is
futile to bemoan this with picus cries against 'sectariznism',

-~ Fhe Vice Chancel’ors and trne NUS have moved to the Left "nd required for
greater tactical skill (ef. their clumsiness in 1968) Cf. Nus's largely
sticcessful effort tc establish some dominance among studentsy and the VC's
very cool approach tc the rent strikes.

-~ passive wave of victimisation in '€9 and '70, largely un-noticed and
un-resisted, but exterminating the left on some carpuses (eg. Bssex), Also
tipghtening up on admissicns.

R}

UJ

5 The radicalisntion hos not disappeared.
be immune to Stalinism and social demoeracy has fallen dewn., bve
mobilisations after 1968 (eg the early 1970 files mobilisation)

born more more 'centrolled' (BP Thompson ete) than the 1968 actions

ut the theory that it would

6. Radicalisaotion has increased in the 'lower sector'. I think thic
far more to do with 'spresding' effec* of redicalisation from the
centres to the 'periphery'! - a general phenomenon in any process of radic-
alisation in a.v scctor - than to the economic attacks against the 'lower
sector'. For emample, the first is-ue on which the 'lower sector! shoved
itself marsively was the studert union autonemy issue - even though the
unions of many of these 'lower scctor' students have no automony to defend
in the first place.

7. On a whole series of iosucs (¢rants, accommodaticn, autonemy, etcd

students have come slap-bang up apgninst the state. In such a celliseon

the odds are clear (though ’clfrL ic not of course an argument for abstent-

lonlum), Over the grants issue the NUS bhose bad tactics(rent strikes
involving the more conservatice sections of the student body and scarcely

touchlpg the zxxEgrnewly radicrolised 'lower sector' - and rent strikes

are a tricky form of struggle anyway). Admittedly, with the best will in

the world they would have been hnrd put to orgonise effective action

( a big wave of simulianeous corefully-planned occupations would be

progbably the only hoped.

8. One of the purposes for calling o UF stufent confercnce was to
discuss a programme. I don't sce the problem. Our programme der students
is just the same as our programme for anyene ¢lse. As far as issues
specifically affecting higher education are concerned, we have already
taken positions explicitly or implicitly on the chief ones. Toctical

guestions will of course have to be considered in every concrete situation.

9. One thing is fairly certain for the start of the academic yeor is a



massive accommodntion problem. We will advocate nationalisation of land,
%u1?31ng companies, etca rulﬁﬂl of Housing Yinance fctj increased grants
1 sl1dlng scole; squatting in Vice~chancellors' residerces ete. housing
’ rrl provlem for all working people and rot just

1 or nccerting defent in advoncel But from the
)Ald be wreng to stake our all on the —ropp-
: 1é on decommodntion,

0winCF m?mvm 1% is

wve all-round cctivity of political agitation,
ens round North Weles 24 (use our Bnfield
+) Marxist discussion groups. In the event

of '*+ srepoare encrgetic solidarity mobilisaticn
of wremises for strike aid purposes.

Martin

172972

SOME ﬁﬁﬁfy ON THE IS 1“?”PI-TI,E”‘ 'STUDENTS AND THE STRUCG lE FOR SOCIALISM!

I agree N;L; ot cverytblnr pamphlets says. It is a useful and
well-written summary of manv of the advances in politicnl analysis of
the student movement x£ wx Zun. wimmxky made in debates on the left in

recent yemr

However if w

e 1 ok clo sely ot what is not there, and at what is written
betweer*th 1in

es; we see that the ,o¢1t10u1 cu‘fﬁnt is extremely bade

The basicf ly51m of ‘the stu’pnt revolt implicit in the pamphlet is
similor (thcugh, I think, less clearly ~nd completely argued) to the
account in the last WF Student Fraction Report (Internal Bulletin No.6)
They also point out: "It is no surprise thot a socinl group subject te the
arbitrary phsicel and ideclogical chrnges of L:;url“"m sheuld fight to
defend its legitimate intetosts...Strivped of sophisticated sociological
jargon, the problem is not really so difficult." Nestling between the
lines here is an attmrt to play down the significance of the wrsurge of
mevolutlch‘ry ideas =mong uVuﬂents - but, with that discounted, thers is
still a veubale point. Many activists concerned with the student movement
have tied themselves in knots trying to provide a subtle and comprehensive
onalysis of the student revolt. In frct, once = couple of basic points are
grasped, this effort would be frr oetter directed towards an understonding
of such general toctical qveuﬁjohk g the united front. For exzample, as
Brian Gropan quite correctly pointe out in his 'Red Mole' review of the IS
pamphlet, "e»e student trade unionisu is separable from a story about students &
being sone sort of worker and NUS being a trade union. Student trade unionisn
is & political practice which approaches student issues in a sectional way" -
and as such would be wrong even if students were workers in the strictest
Marxist senses ‘ '

The IS pamphlet points out thol ”'xudeats form an 1nt@rmed1ate layer within
soclety, lying between the two main classes mm but not defined by any specific
relation to the productive forces"e.., "there is nothing predetermined about
the consciousness of studentss. Whether they move to right or left is in the
end determined by the relative strensth of the main classesese Students are
capable of spontancous xmek revolt; that revolt may or may not be political )
- it ds as likely to be about the price of sausage rolls in the canteen as
about Vietnam'. But, "it is a common political understadning hhlcﬂ gives unity
to student nllatannv" = there ig no quﬁ“thn of students belﬁg ‘diseiplined,
united, orﬁanlsed, by the 1excnan1su of capitalist production 1t°clf‘.

)

So far, s0 goods But the cardinal fact is ignored. It is true- cncurﬁ in
epochal terms that students! consciousness is'in the ond deternined by the
relative strength of the main classes". But, as Grogen quite correctly states,
"The congciousness and struggle of students develops unevenly in relation to
that of the working classs.e. Between now and the last analysis, the problem is



to seize on the deep-going radicalisation of students and develop the potential
of a politicisation outside the hold of the reformist bureaucracies. In this way,
es of students may themselves contribute %o the final balance of

el therefore £21ls iri . 2 sectarian posilicis On accomuodation, for
exanple, fheir solution is "ie muzt oin with the labour movement and demand the
nationalisation of the land and bu .2z industry anl o.ove our support to the

building of strong and militant ten associations”. (While it is not true to

say =~ as Crosoo does — that this 0 o7 no value whaipoevar', it is certainly
inadequate) - Cn graduate unemploynens, vhey suggest students should "fight politi~

cally for itne trade unions to take wp tue demand for work or full pay".

e dvdcpendent socope of s sbadent radienisation, they make the
c=student solidarity" or "worker-siindont alliance" the touchstone
But what does tilis ncan? In places, it seems to mean support
for the cuz largely economic struggles of the working class — as when
the 1970/71 rated thus:

"the mass &f »uudents were further along the road (vhet road? — MT) to socialist
ideas than cu.r before", apporently on the grounds that payments fronm students

wrk to strike Munds were more freguent wnich was probably more due to movencnts
in the working class than to any Irporvonent in the student movement)o Thig
interpretation is clecrly economistti.:

Mirinising
question of Mwor
for studer polst

Alternatively, it seems elsewhere to uean winning students to a politically working
class point of viewe "The education of the mass of students in socialist politics
es is therefore a primary task". Eitlier this is the flattest commonpjace, or the
narrowest sectarianisme If the mim authors of the pamphlet are serious about theln
politics sxminddmys then IS politics are certoinly the only genuine socialist
politics = at the very least, they are not interested in recruiting students to
other socialist trendss "Bducation in socialist politics", if it is nmore than a
vague phrase, neans recruitment to IS. ' -

Following this line, the authors of the pamphlet managed to produce a prosramme
proposed for the LCLSU by IS which was nothing other thon a potted version of the
general IS programe, complete with mumerous demends on the ¥ TUC, critical '
support for Lebour in eleci.ons, etceetce In the panphlet, there are some formal
donunciations of sectarianism. But they are onpty. Take this one, for examples

"The student moverént, if it is ever to get anywhere, has to turn towards the
working class, to link its struggles with those of the working class'. Excellents
But what student novenent — and how? Unfortunately the authors are not in the
position of being able to propose imnediate practical neagures for functioning
organisationse Boiled down, therefore, the statement means little other than "join
ISMe i g ;
Given the sectarianisr, any attention that is directed by IS towards student struggles
is likely, as Grogan notes correctly, to be infected by a nirror—image opportunisile

As part of the general attenpt to rninimise the student radicalisation, the pamphlet
strives with some vigour to belittle the 1968 and the 1930s upsurges. Meanwhile they
miss one lesson of the 1930s upsurge that is staring then in the facce Around the end
of the 19th century, there was a massive restructuring of higher education, No appreci-
able ~tudent radicdlisation followede "The stesmation and decay of the productive
forces in the interuwar period put few new denands on higher educcilon” = but there was
o big student radicalisation in the 1930s. In short, the restructuring of higher
education, as such, has —~ contrary to all conventional accounts - fundamentslly nothing
to do with the student radicalisation, The IS panphlet refers to "higher education

on the cheap". This tendency exists, and given the generally politically sensitive
agtate of the student movement, it has produced a response (though a renarkably small
one)e But in any case it lergely post-dates the initial student revolts '

It should be apparent that, despite formal protests to the contrary, the IS

parphlet is highly hostile to IS's previous pamphlet "Education, Gapitalism and the

Student Revolmt" and to much of IS's previous student interventiona Likewise, Grogan
in his long review of the pamphlet makes no attempt to answer IS's fierce attack on

Handel's account of the s tudent rovolte (The IS attack is full of mistakes, but the

(c;nti. at end of next article) i.a/uﬁw



Hducation, Capitalism and the Stucdent Fevolt: A freszh look by

S —

‘ ivi s ) Ken 3 een and Maitin Thomas
(An article contributed to me 1s Interm& Bullot,m in 1971, Wbbll WE was
utlll in IS)

In Cctobesr 1¢- 3 IS n C(sucm a pamnhtet ' Education, "aﬁitalir'm ana the
Student Revolt(:ZTSR). ° new edition of TCSR has been in preparation

for some time and it seems to ug nmeosary,to put forwar 'd some fundament
al criticisms,

VIith #2 closely printed pages 3"’3%‘ was one of IS's most bulky and detailed
publications. "This explanation of the wave of student revolt sweeping all
advanced societies is accepted in outline by all but a few \,mnty headed
sectarians'. (Steve Marks I3 36). /ccepted in outline at least, in that ‘
other accounts have used similar causal factors (or factors which. look sim
ilar). (1)

The principal factc rs are (1) change in the caresr rrospects br students,

so that most of them are destined for (special sections of) the working-class
rather than ruling-class positions (r. 41 45, TCSR) (2) the decline of reform-
ism in recent years (p. 48) and (3) a crisis of 'acedemic freédom' and 'liberal
scholarship' (p. 50- 33), a IR R

e have found that most readers of “‘,C’;‘R believs that it ig the first factor
changing job proppects that TCSR puts forward as the main explanation
of the student revolt. This is obvxou sly not correct. "That we ar: teld i

"the ties between the student and bourgeois sucm’cy’, in terms of the student;ﬁs
destiny in that society, have been especizlly strained .. ... T* s straining of
the ob;; ctive bonds has laid a basis ...." (r.44/5, emphzeis added). So the
f1rst factor just fills in the background, it is not the fundamental explanation.

¢ believe that WCSR is correct 1n “efnamcr to choose 'n rol etarrnlaatlon'
as the basis of explanation,

Nor is the second (faﬂurg of veformism) the fundamicutal o:qﬂaﬁaﬁun‘ ok oy g % b
axzxeboeeatkoyamng ‘These two factors (ie. the failure of reférmism and the
fact that students are zbove all)yéung) . ... do not explain the recent student
upsurge. They determine its form only. " (p.49) So we are left with the third
factor, ckrisis of 'acédemic freedom'. ""The basic cause of the student up
surge is to be found in ..., the changing form of manipulation required by
 the new capitalism'., (p.48) The reference can only be to the discussian on

53 'The Crisis of the Transition' and '"The erosion of Liberal Values, '

o

D. 5o

The Crucizl /Argument

30 p.5C 3 contain the kernal, the crucial argument, of TI3R. The argument
is that, as higher education hes been trinsformed from an uprer- class
finishing school process to an instrument for training an expanded skilled
white collar workforce needed by modern technological capitalism, 'it

is the liberal conceptions of acudemlc ffeedom and diszinterested scholar-
ship that suffers in this process'' (p. 50) But thousands cf teachers preached
“the tra dltlonal liberal s’undacda to their successful pupils,

£s o result: "4 whole section of students is bewildered to find that what

awaits them at the end of a long anc arduous climb is not the kindgdem of

_ the mind ‘mey ore promls od. ‘Ine- ‘easing’y what i= demanded of them is not RN
" pure science and scholar Shlp, free debate and citicak thought, not an up

to date and expanded version of the o'd univer sity (xt does not matter vhether
this existed or not it is vhat students ae tanght to expent), but rarticinat
ion in and ':poinﬁetlcs for the vor!d of money and militarism, pove: ty and



nolice ferces ' (p. 50)

(Pade 1¢, on the other hand, c;tratw, efez"‘rind to modern social sciences,
"their real defining ”ha ‘acte:istic “oes not seem to be sc much anolog-

etics as irrelevancy. ') Thus ’me ideo'ogy of academic freedom "'ve abo*"‘yated
to degend the old interests of the high piests of the v uiing *T'\gu and can
become the‘mobi‘:i‘ming civ of a ne* army of the dispossess=ed. (*‘ 51) There
is a wider context. "Thig ciginteg: ation df the ¢ld scademic ideals i part
and pa: fﬂel of the genecal erosion of 'iberal vatiies under state monoroly cap
italism. " (p. 5)) Se, in partica'ar, students of the social sciences - ill
become cisaffected as a vesult of a clagh between. (libe: al) ideology and
(authoritarian) reality reflected in their sxtudies.

But the af'gument does not stand un to examination. Doubtless thece has
been a dr-eduction of academic freedom in the Sense of indepéndence of
university administrators vis a vis the State. Hovever, students have

no interest in preserving that independence and theve is no rexgen vy
reduction of thet mdﬂpenf’ence £N01 ﬂn lead txem to revolt. ts era g,
caspects of acacdemic fieedem reall v, ';ffectmcr tur‘antq mteln xmivez"sity
democracy, liberalism.in acac}emlc matters, pe liticat fr eedorr thefe is

no evidence of decline. If the TC3P analysis vore correct, enev oni . expect
revo't to the sharpest in the nev nniversities anc? sma leL at the oidez ones.
This has hot Def’n the case. o ~

The mdlcatmnv are, m faf-t of :n inc. ense c'm 'vademlc ireedm’n In loco
,nqrentlf tva vegu! atlona have been stm(h y relaxed, and aie moi e or 19_)5
non existent at most new universitites. The divey sity of inauiry availab ¢

~in modern unive: sity cours ses AKis greater than for meﬂ V. mnare for
example the mathematacs cons se at "'1 v’lck Umver*a,_ tv, o; f"‘nucr a _ide
variety of choice, of gselec ~tion. of non mathematical subsidiary cour ses in
character, with the maths course at ’*ambmgw University, v ,hlchfwas untit
very recenﬂy entwc!j ot thor‘ox 'md ¥ lff'id ‘ '

H ¥

Cr consider the social smences In nea 1y, zm umve; thte; gom Twsmence
courses arve available which offes considecable f. ee(‘r\m te the mr;' ridual
‘students, and contain ceonsiderable caantltlec of radical. bou"dem“ tnouv ht,
or not in{requently, Msa:xism. Ina citadel of toar 1t1ana¥ academic freedom
Cambridge,. a social science couvse uncdeyr the ch mctmn of tam ugh}y res
pectable academics : was introduced only last, ye : and arramst consider 1b‘$e
opposition from dons claiming ”mcm logy today uchn Bendit tomorrow'. Ag
regards politic2l freedom most students Socialist Societies today en;oy
state subsidies. An example to contr~agt: the TP run 'Ccteber Club' in
Cxford was bannedin 1933  for criticising the Cfficers' Traninig Corps!(2).
Many left wing students have been discinlined in » Dcent years but these
measures have in general taken place ! fter militant action. That is, they
weren't the orviginal cause of the student upsurge.. -

Nor does the broader avgurient that theve is today an "abandonment of
liberal forms by the bourgeoisie’ (r.""2) hold wate.. Plainly cuving the
150's and 'C0's there wag if anything an extension of libéralism. The false
TOSR argument is borre: ed str aight from the 'British Road to'Socialism"
that concentiation of povei in the hands of a fgw big monopely capitalists
necesgsarily means less %1bemhr~m t’qan when ve are onrressed ‘democrat
ically' by a larger number of smfﬂ er ﬂ%mtahstg. 1 TCSR has a gaving
clause: /'it doces not matter whethe  this (the traditional university) existed
or not it is what students are taught to exps ct''. But (1) there is nok
_evidence offered that stud:-nts are taught to exn'mt it (v e certa dinly wer en 't)-
(2) if the traditiona! libera! university never exmtec‘ 'men stndent dlsaﬁ"ectmn



would alvays have existed. “nd vhat is all the talk about 'crisis of the
transition' surposed to shoy, anyway, excent thwt the Tibera! university
once existed and is nov being de;t oyed?

The Revolt of the Middle T'ags?

There is more mvolved than just empirical inaccuracy. There is a'so an
error of method. e can see this most cle:ly if we refer to bne of the
sources of MOSR's ideas. WOSR states: "With a very fev exceptions, the
best analysgis ve havc, founr hasg been ’Po‘ mlist Students and To- ncwa‘cive
Society' by Harold Facobs and James Petras in Internationa! Socialisz
Journal February 19! (v, 2) No other ana’ yois' is cited by -”T”“"‘."“.
Tam bs and Pﬁt ag give two caises for the Jt”ld ent -evolt. Firstl y, 'n
good part of the current gene: ation of Amevican middie class students have
been raised . ... (on) the permisvlve and non autho ~ita: 1an ideag of Deweay
and Freud" ?nd thevefore have an "emotional ants: gonism'' to the "manipulative
and bureaucratic milieu chazcteiistic of the large “merican unive.sity.
Secondly, ''the discepancy betwe en democatic ideals and *(;chate, sk veality, !
Not « single item of empiric=l evidence iz quotec in sunport. s for the
first 'cousa! gubbtlt”t? 'office’ or m factory' ov 'scheol! or“zny other instit .
ution for 'universgity! and the ar gnment iz just @5 good the who'e of Americ:n
‘middle class society shonld ther ::e;me be in a state of V*evolutmna vy urheaval,
In fact there is no necessity for 'emotional ants: anoism' to lead to pelitical
struggle. The emotional antasoxnis m can be siuppressed by adantion of the
ideal to reulity, or by simply acceptins tae disc: mnancy between ideal and
ality or it can be expressed in individualist von out fashion or it can
simply remain, vithont leading to any action,

The second'canse’ is 2ven more factions. It rrovides an all nurpese non

. exphnation for any occuerence of any gmt,oi;nn *ﬂ.ﬁt anyvhere, at an; time,
Jacobs and Petras ave in fact prevented from ~roducing any s» chv analysis
of the student revo't by their contention that ‘olgf universities a.e "'mic. ocasms
of the hhole! society Thus anything true for the university, in the small, il
be true for seciety, in the large, ~Their picture of vhe who'e society is of an
integrated pyramid of 'corperate society'. So the on'y fact they can - egister
about universities is that they acve bureanc atic autnositaian institutions., No
detailed or ccnerete account of the student “evolt c2n be pooduced  still less
a Ma:xist one, -which v ould steit foom celation s of production rather than
relations of control and dominance. T il ' :

The Jacobs Petras approach is coivied ovm‘ intd WCSR. (" long quote fiom
J*P is given on p. 54 «ith the comment ”t’u 5 ahalysis admi ably describes
the deveIOhment Of many student ﬁt uggles' ) The roots cf revolt are m 2
conflict between ideals and t*eﬁhtv It is not explained how and vhy that
struggle should generate a chanse of ideals (be. 'iber=) students becommg
socialist),

Clearly one mamfest'stlon of a situation where students p ekusly dominnted
by liberal idc nlogy ave trying g to tirn to socikalism will he sl attnrzns of liber
_illusions. This wi'l intlude a weahgatlon of the discrepancy between democe t1
' ’1deals and undﬂmoc ‘atic eahty But that 1sn’t to zay that the r’lgcmancy

is the cause of revolt, any more than it is true that work <ing class revolt, is
in, the final analys;. due to a discrepancy between expectations of good

vvafre,; and the ¢ 1r‘tmte of economic stringency. R

Another Themd

The wooliness of the ar‘aument of TCSR is makde clear by a comn~arison



with.the other explanation of gtudent ‘evolt m)bh hed by IS, in the Cliff
Birchall pamphlet on Fronce. P -esumably, the J1iff Bivchall exﬂanﬁtlon
is meant to be the same as T7SR's. But in fact it is different. The main
part of the Cliff Birchall analysis (p.12) staits by telling ns that ~ ith the
"1third industrial revolution'", 'the mtenectua element becomes crucial to
the development of the economy 2nd society. ' This could just mean that more
skilled intellectual workers are needed, Alternatively it conld be a cory
introduction of the ideas ofthe nen Marxists Adornoand Marcuse, vho hold
that in modern capitalism the basc anc the =upe. stiucture are becoming
integrated through the ‘intellectna’ element’ being-increasingly intimately
involved in and dominating production -or of the fgarbled nonscnse of eg.
Tom Nairn, who, in 'The Beginning of the 7nd' states that "The u'timate
prhsase of: C'lplt 2list nroductxmt, iz the mass production of cc nsciousnéss as

a commodity, " Some sort of interpretation along th altern'ztweg: lines
_ seems necessary to sustain the = gument sleaf ‘mlowc:.

wWe continue: '"The cent al contrsadiction of capitalism is that between: the
‘preduction of what Marx called nse values and the production of value. The
firstare naturalm, the second 1<‘ ‘spuecific to the capitalist créor of society. i
The "'production of nse valies" and the "prodiiction of value' are'not of course
the same. Although 21l production of v:lue is nmduétion of use values, "'some

- production of use value (eg domectic pirocuction) iz not production of exchange
valie. But it's difficult to sce a contradiiction between ''production of use
values' and "'nroduction of value. ' Moreover, production of value is not

spemﬁc to capitalism; but emgt m any c:ocmt,z vith co mmoﬁltma

The student revolt in the T“hff Blrcha’l hamm"z ‘et ig nut fo vard as 2 product
of this "cent: al contradictions”. "In the unive: sity this is = flﬁctec‘ as a
contradiction between the ideal of nn'imited intellectuxaideve! onment' free .
from socid , politiczl and ideological res straint, and the tlffht intellertiial reins
imposed by capit2lism. " Apart from the fact that both are in terme of ideal
vs. reality, this has nothing in common with the TCSR analysis. In TCSR the
‘student revolt is a product of a definite t. ‘ansition tuidng place in a narticular
historical period, a one off phenomenon, due to very sceondary and indireet
developments (academic freedom is scavcely a central pillar to capitalism).
For Cliff and Birchall, the student revolt is a direct pirroduct of the central -
contradiction of capitaliam in the epoch - hen ''the ihtellectial element becomes
érucial to the @evelepment of the econorty wnd society. ' (Hov this hanpens
when sxtdt student s are "outside nroduction' n 14 and fherefore presumably
out of the direct scone of the cential cont *arhctmn of capitalism is not ex
plained. Nov are v2 aleV'n t’me cent: al contr adiction of capitalism, -a cont: rad
iction that ig, in. reauty, in the chjective stuxctar‘e can be *ﬂeﬂected in
particular sector as a contr mctlon between 1r‘ealand -eality. )

wWCSR as'a Theory

Cur criticizms have concentrated on a smali, though imrortant, part of A,JSR.
sr limited cumment: are, - e hore, suf‘flclent te show that loose rhetor ic
about needs of capitalism vs aspirations of the intellect is not good enourrh for
a Marxist analysis. Cnr theory as express ed in ©CSR has just been a ce,emomal
ornament, not a d‘nﬁe to action. The nrog mnmatlc pt ommals at the end
of ECSR are at most tenuously. connecter V'lth the main analysis, It co uld even
be argued that the demands are inconsistent with the analysis. For accovding
to the analysis, the.e is no ¢t point in raising any demanc which "an be
granted, since it will not set in action the dialectic of politicisztion ''rel
atively small grouns acted in ways vhich accorded with the libe:al nretensions
of the university structure but vere clearly opnosad to its maninulative



ends. .. reaction of the authorities, .. direct repression, ... broad mass
fo students. ... react with outrage to the betayal of the ideals, .. begin
to group for altevnatives. .. for some a compiete redeif inition of their
position in revelutionary terms, " (p54 5:)

In effect, IS students have been free to oscillate arbitrarily between
emphasising 'prol®tarianisation' of student destines, analogies between
universities and factories (ECSR n 31 25 the "intellectual element crueial
to the development of the economy and society' so that students are ver/
nearly working clas and emnhasising that students have middie class
origins, that they can't - in much in strugsgle (n, ©) and that thev are
"outside production" so that students are very nearly bourgeois, and ave
best siphoned off individually into factery leafletting etc.

Nebates on gtudent strategy within IS and between IS and cther tendencies
have been cavried out either on an »d hdc pragmatic basis or as by products
of broader debateg, They have never been referred to » gserious study of

the student situation,

e donot believe that the preduction of an aderqiate Marxist theory of the
student revoit is a first priority for 1S, However, we ingist that IS needs

to repudiate TCSE and that if a ne: pamnhlet on the revolt isg to be nroduced,
it should be the product of a serious scientific investigation and not =n
updated version of TCSR,

A future. article, cu.vently in preparation will offer some niimitive
suggestions tovards the congtruetion of a thec vy,

Meanwhile comments on thig article should he sent to Ken Frean
23, Portland Court, Moorland Road, Mancheste M20{JB®

(1) Accounts using factors gimilar to thos» in WCSE have anpeared in 'Marxigm
Today'" the Penguin 'Student Power' and a nublication of the FI ""Vorld
wide radicalisation of Youth'

(?) N. Wood 'Communizm and British Intellectuals’

ese Comzents on IS pamphlet continucdees

but the Mondel article under attack is complete gibberishe) The development of
hizher cducation seenms like a nice solid material thing to base e Marxist account
of the student revolt on, and for that reason gets a nention everywherce It is
dragged in to justify econonisn (the 'economic! issues are central) or ultrae
leftian (the 'fundamental noeds of eapitalisn! are ot stake)s

Martin Thorias 14~9-73



STUDENT PLRSPLCTIVES

Backgrnrund

The expansion of higher education in the mid-sixties,following
the recomendations of the Rotlins Report (I963),produced a dramatic
expansion in the tdal number «f students,particularly in the public
sector (ie Polytechnics etc). By the early '70's students in
higher educaticn represented I% of their age group (still a very small
proportion compared to many Burpoean countries). This expansion in
the public sector particularly was the response to the need felt by
Eritish capital for a larger resevoir of trained technicians,scientists,
and managers.

This transformation of the higher e¢ducation system mecant
that increasingly the majority of students would not be a priviledged
few destined for the nexus of the Oxbridge old-boy network and the

upper echelions of the ruling class,but would instead go into
technical,;scientific,and mid.le management posts. However,this

change does not mean that students are becoming proletarianised (as the
CP have claimed). Students have no definite relationship to tuc
means of production and are ax® group in transition,often betwecn

one social stratum and another. They are a de-classed group,whose

conscilousness is in the main petty-bourgeios. This consciousness
arises both from the individualistic work situation at ccllege and
from expectations of the soit c¢f job they evetually will find,

(The majority of graduates go into teachinge...)

In its early pericd ef existence,the National Union cof
Students was a reflection of 211 the worse sides of the student
mifeu,and contributed to prescrving that mileu as it existed by
being affiliated to a right-wing CIA-funded international student body.
The NUS was dominated by right-wing Labourites wheo used the union as
a vehicle for their carcerist aspirations in the LP,and on the ground
the student unions were usuelly passive bodies with no union democracy,
The individual unions were also only weakly linked into tho HUS

structure,whose main function wes to serve as a travel burcau,.

This conscrvative structure was massively shaken up,and almost
completely trensformcd cover the perioed I968-72 by waves of student
militancy. This movement began in a spall way at the LSE in March

1967 with an cccupation over the suspension of the union president by
the Principal,Adams. The occupation was,significantly,led by
socialists,but evoked little response fpom students elsewhcre. But
following the cvents of May-June '68 in France,an enormous surge of
student militancy occured in FBrita There were the bitterly fought

in
occupations at Hull and Hornsev College of Art;the formation «f the



Revolutionary Socialists Students Federationjthe wave of VSC
demonstrations,culminating in the October Grosvenor 5q demonstration in
which necarly I00,000 students participatocd, They year ended with
yet another struggle at LSE which concludzd with the defeat of the
occupation and the cxpulsion of two lecturcrs. The defeat of LSE
represcnted very much a2 water-shed,scperating the mood and struggles of

168 from what was to fol. ow.

This troemendous outburst of militancy was undoubtably
inspired by the cvents in France and by the radicaldésation prodduced
as a result of the world-wide movement in supnert of the Vietnnamesc,
Undoubtably these werce the 'triggers'! which fired off =2n underlying
feeling of frustration® and discontent,a feceling produccd by the
transformation of higher education itself. 4s a result of the mossive
expansion of cducation,studonts found themsclves having to cope
with poor fecilities,over-crowding,and also face a rigid and
restrictive set of rules for th ir behaviour imposed upon them by
dictatorial college authorities,who claimed to have the rights of
parents over the students. It wes from these conditions thnat the
pre-conditions for the strugpgles of '68 ercse,and which actually
motivated many of the individual struggles thenselves. It is a misteke
to think,as does IS,that this period was more concerncd over
'political! issues,vhereas students arc now concerned over 'hread and

butter' issues, In rcality,the two have alwsys beon interlinked.

Such motivetions pushed students into action during the
period I970-72,0ften in oprosition to ettempts by college authoritics
o thce government to restrict the effectivencss of student unioms
(ege. 'files' occupations of I970;campaign against Thatchor proposals)
Howcverydespite the continuation of rcal grExImmEE®g greivances,
many of the most contentious iscucs have either been resolved,or found
to be insurmountablc. The Teries were uncble to restrict student
union autonomy,and since '68 many of the 0ld restriective rules
have been relaxed. The low level of the grent still romainsit the
biggest issue,but the grants csmpeigns of 72-75 have resulted in
little being gained - only the seme merry-go-round of demcs,collepsing
rent strikes,and victimisations #=ith students' living standards
continually falling. This has produced widc-sprecad demoralisation,

roflected in the declining level of the grants campaign itsclf.

The coming year

Because of the factors above,coupled with the
lull in the level of the class struggle since the election of

the Labour governmcnt,the right-ward tendcency of NUS politics first

obscrved by the studcht fraction over 2 year ago will certainly



continuc. This may well be oxacerbated by the cconomie recessian,
although the effects on the student's cexpectations cte is not too

clear. It is apparcnt,thougli,tiiat student politics on an intcrnational

4

scale are moving to the right in countrics like USA and Germa
Still,it is unlikely that the contrel of !

CP-domineted Broad Left wil: be sceriously challenged from the right,

but the Broed Left itself will probably grow as the result of the

drift from roevolutionary welities., Paradoxically,IS should grow
& 9 fe)

u Q

NUS by the

over the next year simply as a result of their 'turn' towards

student polities and their messively increascd intervention in

student unions. Squcezed botweon thesc pressurcs,the IMG are losing ano
nave lsot influenceyand sre finding thomselves having to rescort to
dubious gim icks and Popular Front sntics (¢g Open Forum) to gein

a periphery.

Our tasks

Given the general disoricntation of the student left and its
tendency to indulgence in the politics of rosy optimism,wex can conme
forward end present a cleoar,recalistic view of the proesent stage.
This can only be doncywith partial exccptions,on a opaganc~ level,
o need then to arguce for:-

I) Revolutionary unity. For co-ordination against the right
and the CPyalthough always bearing in wind the inheront
limitations of Soc Socs and other united fronts. "eshould
not,howeverygcome forwerd as professional fconcilliators!' -
fight for our politics even if it causcs a split,

2) Combat growing ~F influence by campaigning for No
Platform for Frucists,snd being preparcd to put it into

gffect even without the support of the wholc union.

3) intornationalism,but not the sham internationalism of
nuch of student politics,. Concretely this meons taking the
issue of Ireland vigorcusly into NUS,although giving
support to other solidarity campaigns where »racticablc.

4) more attention te e pald to propogands work and lcss to
the capture of posts through the creation of on c¢lection
'machine',

In order to do this cffcctively,we necd to discuss student politics
more in the groun. Students will in the ncar future probably

provide us with wmany of our recrults - yet studcnt work ond the student
fraction is o disgraceful shambles. Pert of tnis attributal -

to the past laxity of fraction convenorsyparticularly mysclf,and alzc
to the general lack of concern for student work., This situation must

be remedicd. The student fraction has begun to put its own housce in

ar

order, Y& have clected MO'S ag convenor,dccided to have two freaction



mectings cach term,and to producc ~ regular fraction bullctim.
We hope that a discussion of student work at the A gregote =k
will also further the work of the studunt fraction.

Heal Smith 5/4/75

General outline approved by student fraction urnenimously.

Since the writing of these perspectives,recent cvents seem to have

confirmed the outline of the gencral tendencics in the stud ent

+3

movement. The HNUS conference pleced the Broad Left firmly in
control,with the IS increasing in influcnce and the IMG losing out.
At the same time the right in the shape of various ncbulous
coelitions showed an increascd s th., 0f significance also

is the large vete that went to the NOLS candidates. I think that it

may now ke worth malking a more detailed loock at the local Labour Clubs
in student unions.

The strugele at Lancaster has cnded in defeat. Despite o lorge
demonstration of support from unions all over the country,the
students at Lencaster appear demoralised and roluctant to fight
against the victimisations that heve teken place. Once again the

national structurc hes shown itslef to be totally

orgainising an sffective counter—attack agalnst atimms,and this

can only further deampen students' will atrucsye .

Despite the geonerally pes

perspectives document I believe that we arc only facing a lull in
student activity. As the velue of grant declines even further
and facilities at college worsen due to the education cuts,students
wihll find themsclves being forced to strug le or to witness the
collapse of NUS into irrcloevancy. The prescnt AUT strike and the
protests about cducation cuts will intensify as the situation
vorsens. Heeley has spoken of cuts in public expenditure in the
Autumn - if thesc occur znd c¢ffect higher cducation,as they
almost certainly will,then the possibilitics cexist of forming
a common front between studeats and certain scctions of staff,who
will 21so be hit hard by the cuts. Here lies the pessibility for the
student movement to n¢t out of the dead-cnd 1n which it finds itsclfi,
I hope to develop this idea more fully by the Ageregate in
conjunction with othcr student cds,and prescnt an amendemcnt to

the student nerspective document.

Neal Smith 6/5/75.
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