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INTRODUCTION

The members of the Internaticnal Marxist Group in Hull have

coptribution tc wigorous debate on the left about the tasks
and perspectives of sceizlists under capitalisn - locally and
nationally - as well as an introduction to scie of the ilcas
and theoretical viewpoints of the IMG. We are one of the
younger and sioaller organizaticns of the revolutionary left
in Britain buf we are firaly convinced that the clarifty and
correctness of cur ideas and positions will prowe far nore
inportant in the long run than either larger nuobers or

soft accomodation to the brutalitics of capitalisum,

The IMG is part of an internaticnal organization - the Fourth
International founded by Leon Trotsky in 19378 — which is
inercasingly able to play a major part in workers' struggles
throughout Burcpe. This gives the significant internationalism
toc our work as reflected in the articles here. In ocur time;
capitalisn and ipperiaslisa are multinational in the fullest
gsense of the word and can only be defeated by the unified
struggle of workers in all countries acting in solidarity
againgt the connon ecnemy and for the comnon victory,

45 we writey the focus of the struggle in Eurcpe is increasingly
sharpening on Spain., We write this in the sghadow of the
appalling executions of five nilitant freedon fighters. This
vicious dying eriue of a crininal regime has justifiably
provoked nassive protest throughout a Eurcpe which has not
forgotten how Franco cane itc power,; how over half a nillion
Qied in the effort and how he has naintained fascism -~ first
with German and Italian aid, today with blatant murder, The
first task of all European sceialists is to ensure that Bpain
is not sucked into nore tragedy tut that her proletariat can
not only destroy fascism bubt create a truly free sceiety. In
this our solidarity and understanding is vital.

The articles we present here reflect ocur perspectives., Qur
first cne takes up the erucial gquestion of the role of wonen
in the struggle for socialisn. Too often wonen's cppression
has been seen even by lefitist parties as scumcthing peripheral
or to be solved after the 'revolution'.s The full and totsal
liberation of women from the shackles of not only capitalisn
but the whele range of sexist and arrogant attitudes; we believe,
is an essential preccndition for a real anid genuine revolution,
The two articles om Irelanl are intended to be scen as a
coherent unit. The first depicits the overall background of
imperialisn in Ireland while the second underlines the vital
necasgity for the immediate withdrawsl of trcops. This has
been one of the central issues in the work of the ING. We
trust you will give it your deepest consideration and help

to build up a2 strong Treops Out lovenent in Hull, The articles
cn education cutbacks and Portugal underline further nspects
of our socialist perspective, We must combat the cfforts of
decaying capitalism to jeopardize educaticnal standards and
the rights of 211 students, And we oust aid the eficris of

a young socinlisz to secure itself amung the Purtugese

people, especially as a preparation for the Spanish struggle.
We trust this will give you an idea of what we believe and
indicate the way forward for reveluticnaries in coming to
grips with a final defeat for inperialisn, especially here.
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WOMEN'S ROLE IN THE STRUGGLE FOR SOCIALISM

By Glen Spray

The role played by women all over the world in the fight against
capitalism to achieve a socialist revolution has been vital,
Changes in economic struciure have, however, not auvtomatically
brought an end to women's position of subordination. She has
generally remained the "second sex" in both pre- and post-
capitalist societies.

Although lip service has been paid to the "woman guestion”, the
left has generally faileé to make an adeguate theoretical analysis
of women's oppression. Women's groups have been dismissed as

either mistaken feminists or bourgecis reformers. Most particularly
what has been lacking is an analysis of the productive activity
which is largely specific to women - domestic labour - and its role
in determining the relationships of women to men and to male
dominated institutions.

But it is the role of the family and domestic labour which is at

the very centre of the arena of conflict. The bourgeci=s family and
the values which it encapsulates provides the necessary material

and ideclogical support for a rotten economic structurce. Consequent-
1y, the principle of socialist women's movements: "There will be

no women's liberation without revolution, There will be no revolut-
ion without women's liberation" is crucial, It is therefore
necessary for women to organise as women before the socialist revol—
ution and during the so@ialist revolution, so that they are able

to play a meximum role and to ensure that their needs are not
subordinated.

Bourgeois Theory

Bourgeois theorists have viewed female activity in the home as
egsentially cultural and freguently failed to recognise that women
do in fact constitute a subordinate groun at all. Where there has
been a recognition of female oppression, this has generally been
limited to a descriptive analysis of manifestations of sexial
inequality and discrimination in quite distinct fields: in employ-
ment, in personal relationships, in the family, in the commercial
exploitation of the female sex and so on. Bourgeois theory has
therefore been unable to establish links between different manifest-
ations of sex-based ineguality, and has alao failed to analyse
women's subordination within the produetive relationships of the
class system.

Bourgeois values and ideclogy have particularly stressed the role

of the family and its structure, and have manipulated this in
varying degrees at different periods. The myth of equality of status
in marriage is given full weight and eagerly expounded. Similarly
during periods of economic crisis and unemploymenti when the female
lzbour force becomes the first to be made redundant, theories of
"maternal deprivation” are resurected. The working mother (irresp-
ective of the fact that most women work through economic necesaity},
is labelled as irresponsible and pressurised into returning to her
full fime job in the home. A recent example has heen Sir Keith
Joseph's speech on the "degeneration" of Britain caused by unmarried
mothers amd his comments on Thatcher's election: "The wvalues for
which Mrs Thatcher stands - the family, responsibility, work and
thrift - are shared across the nation". The family (as defined in a

bourgeois sense) is therefore a cornersione of bourgeois hegemony and

gocial life,
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Clagsical Marxism

Apart from Engels' essay Origins of the Family, the gueation of
the subordination of women was taken up by such people as DBebel,
Kollantai and Clar®™ Zetkin. However, the level of theoretical
disecussion never matched the degree of sophistication attained by
the marxist analysis of class antagonisms,

Early debate was largely based on Engela' suspect anthropology

and seems to have been concerned only with the bourgeois family
system. The main concept which appears to have been used by early
Marxist writers on the family is that of "sexual property". This
not only failed to recognise the difference between social classes,
ut saw women as wholly pacsive objects especially within the
context of the family. Women were regarded as potential historical
subjects only when they entered the labour force.

Therefore implicit in the debate is the view that since women as
housewives and mothers are excluded from social production for the
market, their subordination is not a constituent element of the
central dynamic of capitalist sccieties. The conclusion of the
classical marxist view was that female emancipation must depend on
the entry of women into social production.

New Left

The New Left showed little interest in the oppression of women
until forced out of its complacency by the women's liberation
movement. Its theoretical interest in the family has generally
been less concerned with the way in which it might directly deter-
mine the oppression of women, than in the adverse effecis of the
present organisation of the family on working class consciousness,
Interecat centrea less on the family itself than on the family's
relevance to the male-dominated class struggle being waged in the
industrial sector.

Emphesis is laid on how the family funections to inhibit a direct
challenge to the capitalist order by the working class. For example,
the family is isolated from the class struggle. Its values,privatised
and demanding that the husband's overriddng responsibility be to his
family, conflict with the requirements of class solidarity;

the family provides an emotionally supportive retreat for the
psychologically alienated worker;

the family also is the mazin agency for the {ransmission of values

to new generations. These will tend to be anti-solidaristic and will
encourage the acceptance of existing authority structures.

Whilst these points are of crucial importance, the one-sided nature
of the analysis inevitably 1leads back to the aguement that it is
necessary for women to enter fully into wocial productien, both as a
means of escaping household drudgery and as a precondition of their
emancipation.

The Feminist Debate

Tissatisfaction with the narrowness and inadequacy of marxist theory
has in many cases led to the opposite reaction. A feature of much
feminist thought is the belief that all women irrespective of social
chass or politics share a common oppression and may be organised
around it, In its radieal version, it maintains that the division
between the sexes was the prineciple form of all class divisions, and
that the great moving power of 211 historic events is the "dialectic
of sex".
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If we are asking for roforms, the view thet all women may be mobil—
ised around certain issues is no doubt true. However, if we adopt

a revolutionary persective, women must be differentiated by their
class affiliations which will determine their collective capacity
for anti-capitalist and anti-sexist action.

What has been lacking then, in both Marxist and Feminist perspectives
is an approach which views productive and reproductive systems as
aspects of a unified whole, rather than as seperate parts.

Domestie labour iz of the utmost productive importance to the
capitalist economy. It not only produces and maintains the labour
force, but also serves as a major instrument of ideological control.
The repressive morality which is diffused through the medium of the
bourgeois family, is of crucial significance., The family, which is
itself the historical product of definite cconomic constellations,
creates, threugh the process of child rearing, the type of character
structure which supports the political and economic order of the
society as a whole. Thus the child is not only socialised into
restrictive forms of behaviour, but into the value sysiems of the
ruling class.

Similarly, radical psychiatrists such as Laing heve destroyed the
myth that families are the "little democracies" described by
bourgeois sociologists, and have shown them to be centres of
conflict., This is clearly supported by instances of wife battering,
child battering, and mental breskdown. As he says: "In the family
the whole bog of social mystification, reification, alienztion, and
bad faith iz filtered,.."

Women are therefore not marginal to the capitalist economy, but at
its very centiré. A breakdown of the copitalist structure inevitably
involves a complete collapse of the present nmuclear family. Trotsky
puts foward such a view when, in 1938, he discusses the reversal in
the Soviet attitude to women and the family:-

"The position of women is the most graphic and telling indicator

for evaluating social regime and state policy. The October Rewolution
inscribed on ita bamner the emancipation of womankind and creasted

the most progressive legislation in history on marraige and the
family, This does not mean of course, thot a "hoppy life" was
immediately in store for the Soviet woman. Genuine emancipation

of women is inconceivable without a general risc of economy and
culture, without the desiruction of the petiy-bourgecis familyunit,
without the introduction of secialised fodd preparation and educ—
ation. Meanwhile, guided by its conservative instinct, the bureau-
cracy has tzken alarm at the disintegration of the family. It began
ginging panegyrics to the family supper and the family laundry,

that is, the household slavery of women., To eap it 11, the
bureaucracy hos restored criminal punishment for abortions, officially
returning women to the status of pack animals. In complete contrad-
iction with the ABC of Communism, the ruling caste has thus restored
the most reactionary and benighted rnucleus of the class system ,

i.es the petty-bourgeois family".

The annlysis which limits women's emancipation purely to victories
on the factory floor is not only failing to appreciate the basic
objectives of the women's movement, but will by implication fail to
achieve a trily socialist society.

The fight against capitalism mist be waged on many different fronts—-
at work, in the home, againat sexual and paychologieal repression,
through the raising of clase consciousness and individusl consecious—
ness, In poetry, art and Iiterature.




The National Abortion Campsign which demands "a woman's right to
chooze" ia a struggle not purely for women, but about women's
rights which is the concern of the whole working class movement.
Equally, abortion can not be considered without free contraception
on demand, mursery facilities, equal job opportunities, training
and so on, In other words, the work now done in the home as private
production muzst be changed into work to be done in the public
gcctor. Society must begin to toke responsibility for children;
the economic dependence of women and children on husband-father
mist be ended. The other work which goes on in the home must also
be changed — communal eating places and laundries for example.
When such Work is moved into the public sector, then the material
basis for discrimination ogainst women will be gone.

Socialist revolution demands a complete "legp in conscicusness".
Women's oppression must be lgecated in the total series of
repressive structures, and not reduced simply to econorie
cxploitation as a class or exploitation at work.

o

If women are to be truly free - rather than to simply exchange
one particular form of domination for another - we must learn

the lessons of history. Women's emancipation mst be located ok
the centre of the struggle, ond not subordinated to its perdiphery,
Bevolutionary theory, therefore, canncot remain static but mist be
contiminlly reforming and re-creating itself.,




IMPERIALISM AND THE IRISH STRUGGLE
BY Alan Bruce

Among the Left, as in Western society as = whole, the long
neglect of Ireland is notorious. Books and articles on imper—
ialism, colonialism, racialism, industrialization and meo-
colonialism can be sifted through at length without produc-

ing between them more than a sentence or two on a society which
experienced native 'reservations' before America was discovered;
a nation which underwent rampant colonialism before Africa

was explored; z country which had its population englaved

and shipped %o the West Indies two centuries before Wilberforce-
and with no protest.

Tragic as this neglect has been, in the case of Britain - and
particularly the British working class - it has been a scandal.
A working class and its vanguard, however 'advanced', which
refuses to recngnize its own imperialism is a brutal betrayal
to itself and to the internmational struggle for an end to
capitalism and the achievement of socialism. This is as true
fur pre—1914 Russia in its dealings with the Poles as it 18

for France (and the French Communist Party) in relation te
Vietnam before Dien Bien Phu. Today it is true for Britain in
relation to its oldest and last colony, Ireland,

Ireland remains a confused twilight enigma for Britain. Its
values and culture are as little understood and misrepresented
as its history. Its pecple are the objects of both ridicule
and hate - both prejudices stemming from fear, and perhaps
guilt, The Left has mirrored this confusion, particularly
since the recent upsurge of revolt in north-eastern Ireland
after 1969. Various solutions have been put forward ranging
from sheer absurdity to timidity. Above all, Ireland 1is
relegated to the footnotes or afterthoughts while once agalin,
for the tenth time in 175 years, her people, working people,
resort to arms Eo achieve independence,

Irish history is long and tortuous. We only wigh to sketch
some of ite main features in this article - those features in
particular which may be of benefit tc those British sociglists
wha wish to extricate theory and practice out of the morass

of ignorance, chauvinism and arrogance with which they have
been for toc long encunbered.

Fron the twelfth century to the sixteenth, Ireland was a
feudal fief of Anglo=Norman kings and their barons, Peripheral
to continental developments her culture, power and soclal
organization went through set-back and re—egtablishment but,
ultimately, little fundamental change., Tudor expansionismo

and centralization changed all that and by 1550 Ireland tock
on a role in the eyes of a nascent imperialism which she

has never relinguished - a rich and profitable colony as woll
as a laboratory and testing-ground for colonial, exploitive
and military technigues. Gaelic Ireland resisted all this
ferociously only to be destroyed in 1603 with her Spanish
allies at the battle of Kinsale, The szeventeenth century saw
+he sustained efforts of Stuarts, Cromwellians and religions
to *pacify' the Irish, break their econorny and culture,
deport or enslave her population, settle a vigorous colom
cormunity and use Ireland as a pawn in wider Eurcpean power
games, In all that long and brutal century, Ircland's

fate foretold that of countless countries in Africa, Asia
and Latin America. British imperislisn evolved and refined
itgelf in Ireland.




By the eighteenth century, Ireland was indeed at 'peace', A
large, hostile and landless population ruled by a tiny
oligarchy of (often absentee) landlords, supported by their
agents and a ruthless army was the plcture of colonial
Ireland., Even the Anglo-Scots seitlers, predoninant in northe
east Ulster because of measgre industrial concessions, began
to drift away to North America in the first of many exoduses
that the Irish would know,

Modern Irish politices begins in 1798 when the dispossesed
populace, merging a prinitive colonial anelysis with the
horrowed bourgecis ideals of the French Revolution, rose en
masse against the puppet colonial government. The May
rebellion was crushed by November with unspeakable cruelty.
With i% were lost 150.000 dead, fthe Irish Parlispment and a
fledgling catholic—protestant unity based on connon reais-
tance to the cccupyving power of Britain. But with it was
gained the experieénce that would inspire fuxther revolt and,
evaniually,partial independence,

The nineteenth century witnessed the emergence of class
forcese and interests on a less feudal and more recognizable
pattern. The abolition of Parliasment saw an ever—increoasing
integration of the Trish econcny inte that of the Tnited
Kingdom — as a supplier of foodstuffs {largely unprocesﬂﬂd),
raw naterials and, later on; cheap migrant labour. The Irish
service economy produced a eatholie bourgueisie which se-
cured its 'emancipation' and position under its leader Daniel
0'Connell in 1829. He was the first of many Irish nec-colonial
politicians to beitray the Irish peasant and worker in hunble
cbedience to the dictates of metropolitan imperialism. The
thread runs from him, through Hednond and Griffith, to Lianm
Cosgrave and Cruise ('Brien in our own day.

The great Famine of 1845 is the watershed of modern Irish
history. Those, especially socialists, who wish to understand
the main currents of the present Irish dilemna, mmst come o
grips with the traunztic social, demographic and cultural
effects occasioned by it. In fiwe years over one nilliom Irish
had enigrated and a further nillion died from starvation and
diggase — nll the time while the colonial caplitaliste were
exporting food to the British market. The building of rail-
roads in the twenty years after the Famine served to spread
and sirengthen the colonial nature of Ireland - a predominantly
rural society, riddled with fatalisn and despair; a declining
population whose cducation ~nd mores were doninated by the
catholic church (whose seminaries were financed by the British)
and whose economic life was controlled by 'gonbesn' nen,

the agents of landlord and credit; snall fragnented holdings
whose occupiers were progressively driven into the Belfast

or Dublin slums or overseas as industrial fodder for British
and Anerican capitalism.

The land wars of the 1880s were serious nanifestations of
peasant discontent. 41lied to the radical republicanisn of

the Fenians, this would be the basis for the twentieth century
revolutions. At the same time Ireland produced its own
bourgeois party, the Nationalists, based on native capitalist
interests and z declining but conscience-stricken landlordisnm,
The contradicticns were insuperable, o clear demand for
independence based on the masses of the people energed. The
Irish people were betrayed from within as wekl as without.



Proto-fascist nanifestations appeared, fostered by British
inperialisn, in the north-east, These were based on the pre-
dominantlyg protestant working clase in and arcund Belfast,
Here industries had arisen which in no way conpeted agoinst
Eritish ones but, rathexr, were cooplenentary to the worlde
wide pattern of British inperialist networks. Ship-building
and textilew ciled imperialiswm's wheels, The TIrish workers
never benefitted from this lopsided and irrationzl 'develop-
nentt.

By the sarly twentieth century, catholie cléericalism allied
to ITrish petiy capitalism had esasculsted the naotionalist
movenent. & revived Orange ordex direcetly served imperislisn
by dividing the working wlass ond stinmlating regular
gectarian riots and pogrong., Republicaniso had been driven
underground into spall secret esoteric sccieties with
theories as anachronistic as they were impractical. Sinn Fein
was a small pefit bourgeois grouping around Griffith toying
with an Austro-Hungarian 'solution'! and the absurd drean of
evenn Trish eolonies in Africa. Only the gun could triunpph
and triumph it did. The contradictions were indeed great.

Only the Irish working class, undivided and in slliamce with
the renaining radicalized peasantry, could preserve the spirit
of Irish nationality and, nmore iuportantly, carry this into
action, Janeg Connolly, who clearly vnderstocd this, and
James Larkin, the labour organizer, both sought to achieve
this, They labour movement they led posed the most serious
threat to the vested interests of imperialism. Irish labour
could see through the sham of bourgeocis parlianentary
nanipulations, Irish labour carried through the first police
strike and the first general strike in Burope. Irish labour
broke sectarian barriers and fought divisive attempts by
imported rabble rousers like Carson and Churchill. Irish
labour formed the first armed workers' nilitie in the world.

Tet all failed. Betrayed by catholicisn and natiomnalist gquisling
elenents, sabotaged by burenucrats, Irish labour was

savagely repressed by a mutinous British army, drafted into
the World War and forced +to step aside as "respectiable’
nationalists took the stage to destroy the Irish revelution,
Easter 1916 galvanized the Irish nation. But, even as

Connelly and Pearse were being executed; TIrish labour had lost
its parancunt position. The Anglo-Irish war of 1919-1921 saw
the birth ef a State,; not the rebirth of a nation. The petit
bourgecis elenments who directed it were incapable of naking
any break with inperialism. The gun had won and the contre-
dictiona swallowed Ireland.

A vicious c¢ivil war roged until 1923 fought out over the forns
of neo—colonialiso. The absurd partition of Ulester was not
even ah issue. The crushing of the Irxish labour novenent ond
the soviets of the south-west were issues. After the victory
of reaction in 1923 hundreds of thousands were unemnployed.
Yet. one of the first acts passed by the Free State was the
Censorship of Pilms Act. In the northern statelet; the

first act wes the Speeial Fowers Act — o ueasure which even
South Africa's repressive regine is on record as roegsrding

as too stringent. These acts were to set the tone for the
future divergent but complementary ewvelution of imperialisn's
two: elients,
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For the next fifty years the South followed 2 classic neo—
colonial course, Servility gave way to feeble protectionisn
and, in 1958, this in turn gave way to unfettersd penetration
by mltinational capital. The catholic church reignad guprenc
in the fields of education and cultural affairs, Tax-frec
incentives and doeile labour attracted transient industrial-—
izatlicn. Unenploynent remoined at inpessibly high levels and
enigration turned inte a stanpede to escape puritanisn and
poverty. The econony was tied hand and foot to Britain's,
There were no social or health services., Alcocholisn and insanity
plagued rural life. Independence had becoue a farce,

In the North, a brutal sectarian statelet arose on one-sixth
of the Irish territory. Divided and vicious, its forces of
nilitary repression broke trade unions, terrorized the people
and repressed the violent rebellions which oceured regularly
alucst cvery decade,

The uprising since 1968 is but the latest of these. Predictable
as it was,; it heralds a new epoch. Northern Ireland now, as
in 1798, is the key to Irish resistance, Here the contra-
dictions of inperialism are at their neost blatant. The state
cannct survive without terror, division and nilitary forcea,
Yet terrcor and division are no longer advantagecus for a
deelining netropolitan capitalism which needs stabhle neo—
colonial allies to secure its profits. No onc in the ruling
classes could foreseec in the nid-sixties how 'issues' like
Civil Rights and People's Deuoeracy would becone so erucial
in 1969, Even Cathal Goulding, a leader of Officisl Simn Fein,
confessed to the press in 1967 that andther Irish uprising
was decades away, if not inpossible. But the Northern working
clzse not only saw it; thoey nade it happen.

Today the Southern bourgeois parties, faced with nassive
econonic crisis, writhe with fear and confusion. Their nost
eloguent apclogist, Conor Cruise 0'Brien, lanents the vioclence
his own sick ideclogy has produced. The Irish Labour Party,
riddled with opportunisn, allics itself with 2 neo—fascist
party and can give no clear direction. Other parties, totally
out of touch with the realities of +he Irish veople; use
inperialisn's categories and values to debate with an inp=-
erinlisn which has already defeated theo,

In the North the people have risen. Forced by repression and
fascist violence, they have resorted to arned self-defence
and, however gropingly, have edged thenselves aleng to a
clearer understanding of their history, their needs, their
denonds and their answers, As their confliet crystallizes
they will uake the analysis of inperialisn, British or West
Eurcpean, which will defeat it. They will forge the tonls and
categories which will enmable then to achieve the only victory
which can finally end all the centuries of repression and
exploitation. That victory will be not only and sinply the
victory of the unity of catholic and protestant,worker

and peasant, It will be the unity of the working class and
revolutionary socialist theory based on sclf-detcrnination,
ownership of natural resources and the neans of production

by the Irish working class, ctllectivization of the land for
the peasants. Then will follow the destruction of those native
eleunents which have too long retarded the pecple's gtruggles
religicus nystification, the goibeen nmen and the indigenous
capitalists,



This victory is no victory, and can never be one, unless
British workers and studsnte se¢ it as their victory too,.
The victory of the North will save Ireland. The victory of
Ireland will sawve the British working class. When British
workers and students reject chauvinisn, when they denand
the immediate withdrawal fron Ireland of the capitalists'
brutal arny, when they actively canpaign for Irish self-
deternination and a true uwnderstanding of the roots of
the Irish tragedy - they will in no stiall way have con—
trituted to the enancipation of the Irish proletariat

and ultinately their own.
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IRELAND AND THE BRITISH LABOUR MOVEMENT
By Keith Russesll

In the previcus article in this journzl, the relationship in
all its forme between British inperialisn nnd Ireland was
examnined in its full historical context. The ain of this
article is te discues how niliftants can best assist the fight

of ihe Ixrish people and by what seans we con break what

Jarea Uonmolly ealled "the crininal apathy? of the British
warkinge lass in regard to the long struggle of the Irish
agaiasi the interests of the British ruling elzss,

Tk nLemmasiciaal Marxist Group believes 1t is & major priority
for %uc Labwur novenent in this country to canpaign for the
dionudiasug withdrawal of British troppa fron Treland, in

grdcs thof the Irieh people themselves, and they alone, can
Quicrilae their owd desiiny. If iIs not on the bagis of some
vague neralistic internationalisn that we support the Troops

Out Movenent, but bacange it is in the real interests of not
only the Irish but alsc the British working class that the
rmitual eneny of both; British inperislism and capitaliso,
suffers a dofeat in Ireland. Such a defeat would, by definition,
nean not only a gqualitative development in the class struggle
in Britain and Western Burope but, in this cpoeh, would

affect the class balance of forces on a global scale,

No doubt soiie soelalists will see the last stotement os an
instance of the Fourth Imternotions]l indulging in fantastie
revolutionary orgasns,. This is not the case. Hather it is a
matter of understonding the cbjective historieal processes

~rt work and what is politienlly at stzke for the working

class os a4 whole in a period when British capitalisn is in

severe crisis on 2ll frongs. It is the task of socializts in the
labour novenent to point out that the class which secks to

reduce the stondard of living of workers in this country znd
npintain ite own position at the oxpense of trade unionists,
wonen, blacks, students and other sections of the conmunity,

alge for its own self-interest uses whatever rescurces it has

at its comnmand to continue the repressicn of the Irish worker,
Naturally, in building a Liass Troops Out canpaign, we face a long
hazardous task, Hot the least of our problens is tc confront and
pvercorie the cight centuries' old '"colonial centality' of British
pecple regarding the Irish which, with all the other chauvinistice
hanpgovers fron British inperialisn, are part nnd parcel of the
gocial=denceratic ideology which still serves tc conmtein the
British working class under the capitalist regine.

t cannot be stresmed too often how wital the need is to build a
suceessful Troops Out Movenent, The ruling clags and its bed=
fellows, the presently unrespectable ronctionaries and Fascists
like Powell and the National Fronit, understand thot in nony ways
the key to the developnent of the intcernal class stiruggle in
Britain is being tested in the present Irish strugele. If we o
not succecd, then certainly the potential for Powellites and the
Nationagl Pront = using as their bose loyalist forces in Ulster -
to take advantage of the divisions snd confusion in the British
working class will be greatly cohsnced, Placing this pessibility
within an ever-increasing crisis of British capitalien, it is
easy to see what the conseguences of this would be for ail
militanys and trade uniconiete in thig country.
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One of the oain crgwtionts uscd sgainet Troops Out Fow is that
such o nove would lead %o 2 bBlocdbath, 2 unssacre of caothelics
in the north of Ireland. We Believe this arsutient revedls o
lack of clear understanding sbout the role and presence of the
British arsy in Ircland now. British troops are cnly in Ire-
lond to proteet British inperialist intercste. This is the
source of 211 of Ireland's problcus. The six coubty statelet
was artificially establiskod to protect these interesis, In
pursuit of these intercsts, British trcops hove for the pact
gix years torrorized and brutaolizel the nationalist population
of the Bix Countics. Hundruds howve boen interncd in concentra-
tion canps, thousands put behind bars and still others shot
down as on Derry's Bloody Sunday.

The foct is that since the British troeps wont in, thereo hes
beer 2 contirual bloodbath. Whot else ean you call nearly

2000 dead, thousands oaiuacd, hundreds serving savage sontonces
and hundreds in captivity even though they have never been
sontenced? Whot else ean you call countless scetarisn assose-
inations, oany carriel out under the eyes of British troopa?
What elsc ecan you call the endless harnssooent of the anti-
unionist populatiocm and the now adnitied forturing of suspectoil
Republican prisoners with ‘white noisce' and deprivation? We soy
the troops have provoked a blosdbath already and their con—
tinued stay in Worthern Ixeland can only proveke a bigger one.

Deéspite the thousands of men that the loyalists have under arns,
the wvast pajority of aris sccorches and arrests bofore the cease-
fire were in anti-unionist aress. Just lock at the list of
prisoncrs - the vast nojority were and arce onti-unionists, This
is exactly what the leyslists have always been able to rely on:
the strength of the British State to back their own little scc-
tarian siatelet s¢ that whenever the 'croppies' got too out of
hand, toc much for the B-Specinls and their ilk, then they can
be deslt with by aore powerful forces,

Unfortunately, the arpuoent that imnediate withdrawal of troops
would lead to a 'blocdbath' is also uscd by the Counwmnist Party
to juetify its position ofi Ireland, It is apporent thot there is
~ gipnificant division of opinion in the Conimnist Party over

its policies on Ireland but it is still an cbstocle foxr the
Troops Out Movenent to overcone, This is the nore tragic as this
party, at the present, still has the nost influcnce on working
class nilitaonds. The CF, as delwonstrated in its recent Danceuvres
over Trades Council doelegotions to Horthern Ireland, is sceking
to prevent its own nilitangs fron coiling into contact with T.0.H.

The theoretical source of the Cowmniet Poarty's position on
Ireland is one Joseph Stalin. This gifted intellectual

developed the anti-uarxist theory of 'stages of revolution', This
laid down predeterninel stages through which the revolution st
pass: that it was not possible to skip stages nnd therefore it
wonld be a tacticnl nistzke to nake denands designed to nchieve,
gay, stage three before stage twe hal beon reached, Thus, the
strategy of the C.P., with its crulely updntel 'astoges thoory',
ig that stage one of the Irish revelution is the winning of
bourgecis 'denocerazey' in the Northi stoge two is the achisveaent
of an indepoendent copitalist Ireland; stoge throce would be
tgeeialisn in Treland!, As Ennen leConn succinctly put it,
vsiated briefly, the theory sounds eraszy; and indeed it is®,
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We will now lock in detail how the C.P. preposes o reach stage
ogne, They say the key to the soluticn of the problea in Ircland is
bhe comacpt of g Bill of Righid. YThe scope of this proposed bill
P Pemtonndo, U6 wonld rouge froa cutlowing discrinination in
5 G = W ¥ iife to ending intermient without trial to safeo—
Fin AN ipat of all to canpoipn in denoccorakic elections.
‘o nxibish froops under this bill weuld be withdrawm,

£ i iawian .y bt bock into their borracks. Now hore is the
o By Boa o shdesbill ko be impleuented?

First #hiin bill is nade o British dAct of Farlignent; it this

poiin vrder: to avert cour own possible confusion over the

C.p "o cocrusieny kindly be rendnded that the C.P. acknowledges
et wd vsten createld by British iuperiaslisc is sectorian, The
C.T. cecept thet the loyslist furces would rezet violently to
suih o bIll beane dtiplenented in the Herth., Spo new we fiscover
ety Lo Cemsmanidt Poriychas the British trcops in their berrocks.
T WA bl LSiperialist armny to stop being inporizlist for a
Tiddie wBE e atelze sure thot a bill of rights is inplencented,
Tz Lofs ne, oie at the thought of inperialisn abolishing
itzelf ao Tor -5 Sgelsand ig concerned by passing an ned through
ite awn pariianeny ond then poking sure thot its self-inposed

Lolition is carried throught by its owm anayl

The way to cosbat sueh incredible cenfusicn over the whole
guestion of che Trish giruggle; end the role of trocps in part—
icular, is tc build the Troeps Out liovenent. Slowly but surcly,
T.0.,14, is beginping to develop. Barlier this year, T.0.10.
orgonized o Hotionnl Lobour Moveuent Conforence on Ireland, It
is interasting to note the conposition of the Jelegntus: 43
delegaics fron 34 Prades Councils: 138 delegates fron 81 Trede
Union bronchess 62 delegatos fruw;Lah.ur'Ptrty Tronnisntionss
TT7T delegrbeg fron 37 student srganizations.

These 320 dulegntis plus over 200  bservers ceonstituted the
largest ever conference on Ireland ¢ver held by thoe British
labour novenent, The Conference henrd veteran Clyleside rovolu-—
ticnary, Harry lieShone, make the cssential puint which his great
ecnrade John Haclean put forward over fifty yonrs ago: “If
British workers deny the Irish pecple the right tc control
their own destinies, then they will neéver be fres thensclvesd,
This point was taken up by lervyn lietenlfc, a TASS nenber and
delegate fron Coventry Trades Council, who spoke of the neead
“$o challenge the chouvinisn which leads workers to believe
thet the governnent hos soue role $o play in Irelan’, And that
ueans fighting the strategy that sccs the withdrawal of troops
to barracks as sufficient,”™ As Michaecl Imllen of the Irish
Transport ond Ceneral Workers' Union uade perfectly clear in
his address - the British governnent has absolutely no right

te nny political or wilitery prescnce in Ireland, It is on this
basis that we caupnign for the irmediate withdrawal of troops,
the first step on the road to freedou for the Irish poople.

The eapitalist State continucs to noke preparations for the
coaing mpheavals., Thoe British ruling cless iz in the unenviable
position of fncing on ¢eononic, social anf political erisis of
the whole sysiten of iuperinliss while its own working class is
orgonizationally very strongi o werking closs which alsc hes
suffered no sericus dofeats throughout the twenty years of the
post—war boon and; prior to that; since 1926, This exploins the
very serious ond consistent ntteupts ot the hishest level to
streanline the police forces and develop their orgonizaticnal
co—ordination with the crny, 13



The formation of the Special Patrol Group, the joint nanceuvres
at Hoathreyw pnd the hardline tactics of pelice on demos and on

pickat lines {¢.g, the Kevin Gately tmrder and Glasgow peolice
piitins 1 -nti-fascist denonsitrators) - all this follows a
claniis siwre =g pattern. Furthertiore the British sroy has
go%vad me dnwatanble experience not only froo Ireland but also
Pets S le . tnvolvenents in 36 'peace=keoping! roles since
fU4% . fu e G 3ee that the removal of trogps fron Ireland
woust, 7 The wvery least, haoper these preparations. 1t would
be lik: .lousing down the laboratory where repressive technigues
can Lest be tested, Howewer,; it would represent for tiore than
thiz_ Dznavsge for the trecps $o0 be renoved presupposes 4
migtiy merenent within the British working c¢lass able to foxce
thya dosisisn through. If such a2 novenent were to develop
ancne gritish workers, its significance would be incaleulable.
¥ou mlthoush the British labour novement is organizationally
andl qmnerientls vexy strong, it iz very weak politically and
idanirrienliy. Yhe auestions of racism, sexisn and andi=-Irish
phnyydriaiy Doy cwaviple are oracks which conld be exploited in
oMiss B0 pplis whe working class even further and destroy its
ab. tity bo fiphi sainst the capitalisi criais and capitalisn
1 'h5w: 2 P

Whenever white workers scab on black workersj whenever male
workars refuse o support wonen workers fighting for equal pays;
whenever omne union or section of workers is fighting ancther;
then the enpleving class will know how to expleit all thege
divigions to their own interest and to the detriment of the
fighting ability of the whole united working class, Anti-TIrish
chauvvinian wae effectively used by the Labour governnent in
introducing the Preventior of Terrorisn Act, which proluced very
little protest and which has been used by the capitalists not
only againat Irish working class nilitants residing in Britain,
btut also against others like the T&G niliftant Franco Caprino,

Inperialisn is not just another aspect of government policy
like incones poliey. It is not sonething that can be abolished
through Parlianent like health service charges. Inperialisn has
created its own Parlianment to pass its own laws, to finance its
own armed boadies of men, to preserve its sceial, political,
cconomic and cultural cxistence, This includes idis doninant
relationship to Ireland as a whole., The fight of Irish workers
and British workers is against inperislisn, You can't ask
inperialisn to have that fight for you. Ioperialisn artificislly
divided Ireland; ivuperialisn fostered and éncouragped sccotar—
ianismi and now inperialisn will have io pay the price.

A 'bill of xighte' will mot solwe any of the prcblens, There
is no British solution. There will be no sclution until the
Northern statelet is conpletely dismantled. It is for these
reasons that the International Marxist Group will continoue

to fight, as they have always done, for the broadest possible
univited fronts to mobilize workers and students on the gquestion
of Ireland., Within those united fronts we will fight for:

NOQ CONCESSIONS TD THE LOYALISTS.

TROOFPS OUT NOW.

SELF?DETERMINATION FOH THE IRISH PEOPLE.
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REPULSE WILSON'S EDUCATTION CUTBACKS }
By Jeff Gordan

Ever since the late sixties and the mass mobilisations of the
Vietnam Solidarity Campaign, students have inereasingly been in
conflict with the State. Indeed, quite recently at Oxford, Kent
aend Essex Universities, a prolonged struggle was waged over

the guestion of inadequate grants, which earned support from
sections of workers who were themselves locked in struggle.

This militancy is a response to the effect on students of the
"generalised crisis of scecial experditure" afflicting society

as a whole, Thus with a declining rate of profit and a deepening
glump, rampant inflation and accelerating unemployment, the
ruling class and their representatives the Labour Government
have launched a synchronised offensive to reduce the living
standards of all sections of working people. More and more,
students in common with other.fixed income groups are prey to
the "antomatic" rovages of a crumbling capitalism - inflation.

But it would be crude "economism" to explain student radicalisation
exclusively in terms of their response to problems they face 2s
students. Since universities are places where bourgeois ideology

is moulded and developed, students in struggle inereasingly come

to question the whole range of these ideas, especially since

their own situation makes it clear that capitalisa can no longer
deliver the goods. Hence the collapse of the post-war boom and

the entry of the working clzas onto the political stage since

1968 have led many students to see the ultim-te resolution of
their problems through an alliance with the working class.

For us in IMG, the worker student allisnce emerges at its
higheat level where students take such actions as occupying
their faoeilities in solidarity with workers. As revolutionaries,
we are concerned to build ond generalise on this {endency.

But what are our tactics in relation to students given the fact
we sce socialism coming gbout through building independent
workers' councils P ——-

NS

The WUS is dominated by the CP and its allies in the "Broad Left",
and thus for us, it is compromised by its Stalinist and reformist
conception of the way foward. The CP hopes to straddle the

growing gop between the left and the right by its coneeption of

an "anti-monopoly alliance” — that is an alliance with suppos-

edly "progrescive" elements of the ruling class, who turn out to

be the very sector of the bourgeoisie (the Vice Chancellors)

which is called upon to slash expenditure, and the very sector

(the Government) which is proposing them! But of course this
fallismee"™ falds flat when the Vice Chancellors put their own
class solidarity first and engage in repression against students
(2s for example, the savage repression at Essex). The Commmist
Party counters this collapse of ite strategy by either increasingly
sectarian attacks on the left or theorising the change by a
tantology — ithe increased "authoritarianism" of Vice Chancellors !

Aecording to the Communist Party = Broad Left analysis the
student body serves 23 o stage nrmy to be periodicslly wheeled on
in order to "pressurise" government and forge the above mentioned
unstable alliance. For this reason the CP can often be opposed to
independent student activity at the level of the college, which
places in jeopardy the alliance with the Vice Chancellors.

It often counterposes negotistions at the lewvel of govermment to




agctions by students on thedir own behalf.

In contrast to this, the MG argues for generalising and popularising
the isolated strusgegles which do break out despiie the dead weight &f
the NUS leadership. For us, a rewvolutionary pole must be created te
pull zgainat the reformist perspeciives of the NUS . It is in the
leadership of these isolated struggles that the great opportunity of
the WB is to be found: that is, in providing = plotform in the mass
organisations of students. A principled united front is called for here,

In past strmgzles at Dxford, Esscx ond Xent, IMG comrades hove
populerised some of the basic concepts of rovolutionary democracy:

the daily election of occupation committees responsible to their

base and subject to instant recall ete, Where approprinte, we aim to
centrolise these bedies on o mass basis, a good excmple being the

Linson Commitites for the Defence of Student Unions. It is as yet imposs-
ible to consolidate such mass united fronts on o permonent bosis, but
conjunctural wmited fronts — united bodies set uwp with a view to
apecific nctions - are appropriate. Since the collapse of the L.C.D.S.Us,
we have succeeded in grouping the vonguard of students around, for
instance, the Hational Accomodation Crisis Conference of May 1973 and
the Vietimisation Conference of lMorch 1974.

However, the vanguard of students ore nlso very rosponsive to
manifestation® of the International eclpas struggle. Indeed, after

the debacle of President Allende's "peaceful rosd to Sceialism" in
Chile - where the class-collaborationtst line of the Stalinisis of
the P received its biggest and bloodiest indictment for years -
gtudents ore agoin confronted with the counter-revolutionary policies
of the Stalinists. It iz in order to clorify pecple on what went
wrong in Chile and to solidorise with the Chilepn resistance fighting
ngninst the Junta that the IMG plaoces importance on building the
Chile Solidarity Society in the Union.

Irelond

Our position on Ireland flows from our fundamenisl premise, that
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the bourgecisie in the epoch beginning with the 20th Century con
play ho progressive role at all. As hos been goid elsewhere in this
bulletin, Imperialism = including the British presence in Irelond -
is an absolutely retrograde force, znd we solidarise with =11 those
fighting agoinst it. We thus reason, we are for the immedinte
withdrawal of British trocps from Irelond and we side with the
republican forces fighting ngninst the British frmy (despite the

~ct that we hove very serious criticisms of the politiecal progromme
of both wings of the Republican Movement.

Accordingly, members of the Fourth Internstionsl Society will be
helping to build a Troops Out Society affilinted to the national
Troops Out Movement; thus hopefully, dealing a body blow to "our ovm"
imperinlism and strengthening the camse of the Irish Revolution.

Similarly, on the oppression of women, we support the struzgle and
demands of the Women's liberation movement, especially those
incorporated in the Working Women's Charter. We are for 24 hour
murseries and ereche fncilities for women. We support the initiatives
of the women's m-ss movement as revoluti onary because we sSupport

21l anti-capitalist demands end becouse the success of the revolution
itself depends on the working class being broken from sexism ond
male chouvinisma



On the compus, women workers ore thoe lowest poid and the most
exploited. It is vital thot we extend them our support against the
"rationalisations" and redundancies they moy face in the coming
year, and in their struggle for o decent woge.

Granns
£g the gl viable solntion to the problem of the erpsion of our
granls by inflabtion, we are for s sliding seale of gronts, for

autimetic Sdwcresses in the grant based on the stodent cost of
living. Thig iz in pddition to an across the board increas=e io

cover e gronnd we have already lost, ond on end to the present
aninLicd Jin the grants system. Only if students struggle for this
demed o forop gliding seale - can we beo assured of adequate protec-

tion ngainst inflation and aveid the exhoustion and demoralisation
whicl: veaults from struggling for every increase , only to see it
whitiiad asway by price increases. On nccomodation, we should call
for a freeze at last years levels and we shounld take up the guestion
of accomodation for students as part gnd pareel of a compaign for
decent housing as well.

Alsc we propose fAction Committees o struggle agninst the implemen—
tation of the Covernnont cuts — based on such demands os:

N0 responsibility for the problems of the state in finoneing

higher education.

FOR o freewe on prices and rents.

N0 redundancies. An end to "loan financing® system and self financing
catering., Expansion of facilities to match the student intake.

This series of demands taoken together with the demand for a sliding
scale on the grants issue should be integroted with a programme of
actions to be worked out by an elected fAction Committee of students
and implemented with the maxfmum possible porticipstion of the
student body.
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PORTUGAL: — WILL IT BE ANOTHER CHILE?

by Mawvid Booth

Hitl Toevagal become another Chile? That i= s duestion that was
Increasingly zsked on the left during the right—wing offensive of
the cummes mouvhs of this year. But how valid is the comparison,
and why = 1% uode?

Let v ooy alt once that the Chilean type of coup is totally unlike-
1y in Peoritugal as things stand at present. A distinetive feature
of the Chilean situation was that despite the three years of mobil-
ization by the working class that preceded it, the coup was able

to overcome all resistance within three days, with isolated
exceptions. The main reason for this was that the parties of the
Popular Unity coalition had consistently peddled the illusion that
the workers of Chile could place all their faith in Parliament

and the armed forces

Armed Forces Divided

In Portugal, on the other hand, the Commmist Party and the
reformists have not been so succezasful in this manccuvre Indeed,
it ha= now becomo an important part of the conseciocusneoss of large
scctions of the working class that the gains that they have made
can only be defended by the working class — gun in hand if nccess-
ary. Furthermore, the armed forces are at the momont too deeply
divided to be able to ecarry out a Chilo—type coup Im addition,
the Portuguese bourgeoisie; still smarting from their expericnco
after General Spinola's attomplted coup in March, arc not united
and convinced that the next step should be a coup — and they
certainly do not have the ability to initiate onc.

In fact, compared with Chilo in 1973, tho situation in Fortugzal
now is immonsoly favourable to the woerldng class. Those vwho

draw direct analogics befween tho two situations do so more often
than not as a cover for their failurc fo offcer the workdng class
a revolutionary loadership (as we cxplain further om).

Lessons of Chile

But if a Chile-style coup iz not likely in Portugal. there are still
important similaritics in both tho offensive of tho capitalists and
and the responsce of the workers' movemcnt in Chile and Portugal.

In this respoct an understanding of the roal lessons of tho Chile
experience is vital to the success of the Portugoese revolution.

The most obvious similariiy can bo scen in the imperialist intor-
vention that was directed at Chile and is now focusing with full
foreoa on Portugal. Chile was provented from reeeiving almost any
oconomic aid throughout the Popular Unity period (1970-T3); a
blockade was imposed on sparc parts for machinery, moncy was pourad
by the CIA into the purscs of the Christiaon Deomoerats and the
right—wing forces which organizecd the rcactionary lorry owners'
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strilc. These moasurse were,; in tho words of tho CIA, aimed at
‘de—stabilizing' tho couniry — in othor words, at croating the
conditions in which a right—wring offonsive could succeed.

Today tho same game is being played in Portugal. NATO and US
troops hover in rcadinecss to cnter Portugal. No doubt the Church
and the right wing partics have beon the grateful Tecipionts of
CIA humdouts. UAnd worse still the ruling class of Westorn Burone
has turned to the social damocratic leadors — foromost among them
Harold Wilson - to organize and promote an cconomic and political

blockade of Portugsl.

Eeonomic Sabotase
There arc also othor resemblances betwoon the two countries., TFor
examplo; in Chile the ruling class ombaried on a stratesy of
sabotaging production. Pactorics were closod, stocks worc hoard-
od, capital was rapidly sent out of the country.

Wow in Portugal the same is being done. The US-based multi-nat-
ional ITT has followed up its infamous rolo in proparing the
ground for the Chilcan coup by smnouncing that it is cuttine off
all financc from its subsidiaries in Porfugal. The ITT bossos
epparcntly don't like the way in which their authority has boon
challenged by the workors' committocs (on which scc current Red
Hecklios). S

Nor arc thoy alonc in this. A koy role in Portugosc industry is
Played by British-based multinationals, and they too are playing
an active part in cconomic sabotagc. The Lisbon bus garage, for
instancc, 1s boing foreed to canmibalisc old buses and oven forse
and cast its own svaros because it can't got thom from its
British supplicrs — British Loyland, Gardner's, Lucas and CAV.
Yot thesc same firms are throatoning British workers with the
dolo '"becouse there isn't cnough work!.

As Tor ICI, it is apparcontly domandine cash in advance for all
Portugese ordors, according to tho worlkors' commiseion at its
Portuzesc subsidiary TINCO. This practicc is unhcard of in
normel trading within a combing.

Tezdorship

Perhaps the gravest of tho similarities is the way tho lcadorships
of the mass partics of thoe worldng class - the Popular Unity in
Chile, and the CP and SF in Portugal — havo all in their diffor-
ont ways sought to contain the strugglc of the vorking class
within the fromowork of the capitalist systom.

In Chilc this ercatod a situation in which no offoctive steps
could be talkon asgainst the intornal and oxtornal sabofage that wes
paralysing the country. To bo surc workers in: many arcas bogan to
bBroak in tractico with fthoir leoadorships. Thoy formed indopond-
ant orgzans of workors! power — the Cordonca Industriples — thot
bogen o take on tho conbrol of the factorics and the sclf-
dofonce of the working clasa. The tragedy iz that those bodics,
siich could have unitod the whole of the working class azainst the
eapi balist offonsivo, wore formod too lato and wore still too wodke
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whon the coup cemo,
Foriors' Committcos

In Portagral, howovar, such bodios have alroady boon formod and,

even of this sbnage, they have deovelopod much further than thoy did
in Chils. Tho Forkors' and Soldicrs! Committoos aro tho only
boiics wirich, bocauszo thoy rely solely on the united strongth of the
working olianss, organised domocratically and indepondently of the

capisaliszt stabe, can mcot the ccornomic sabotago throush worlcrs'
conirol. and block tho reoactionary manocuvres of the capitalists by
crganising workers! scolf-defonce.

But nime is short. In Chile tho pelitical wvacuum croatod by the
inabitity of the FPopular Unity to solve any of tho urgont problons
facin. tho working class was the idoal breeding ground for the forces
bohind %1 capitalist offcensivo., Today in Portugal thore is a similar
cerisis of political porspeckives — a eorisis that will only bo ros-—
olved in favour of the Portugese working class if a gonoralized

syston of organs of workers' powor, crovmed by a national Popular
Assombily, can emorgo to fill tho vacuum.

Class-Collaboration or Workors' FPowor?®

Tho Portugose Communist Party is utterly opposcd to such a ruvol-
utionary pcorapeotive. The roasons arc simpls. Whorecas the loaders
of social—~democratic partics lilkeo Soares!' SP openly defond capitel-
ism against the working cless (which includeo tho rank and filo of
such partics), the CPs defond capitalism by trying to forge alliancos
with "progrossive bourgeois forces"(in this casc tho Armed Forces
Hovomont) and by trying to limit the workers' upsurge to a "national
and demoeratic” roveoluiion. This cxplains both the CP's rofugal to
dovolop organs of worldng class power independent of tho Armcd
Forces Movomont, and its sceobarian rofusal to call for a workera'
united front with the Socialist Party, or a CP/SP govornmont follow-
ing tho clections.

This is also what czplains tho sgtandard CP attitude towards tho
lossong of Chilo. To their shamc, most CPors 8till maintain that
Chile ghows tho dangors of "going foo fast” — that is,of an in-
sufficicney of class—collaboration with tho bourgooisic, of not
restraining the mass movoment vigorously cnough. Thus whon the
“dangor of anothor Chilc” is invoked this is invariably to provide
cxcusce for not doveloping the tromendous opportunitics inhoreont
in the Portugosc situation.

In truth both Chile and Portugal oboy what the ereat Gorman
rovolutionary Rosa Luxcmburg called the “law of noturcs®™ of all
rovolutions: "eithor the locomotive drives forward full stcam
ahcad to tho most cxtrome point of the historical ascent, or it
rolls back of its own woight azain to the starting point at tho
bottom; and those who would keep it with thoeir woalk powors holf-—-
way up the hill, it but drags down with it irredoemably inte tho
abyss”. (Rosa Iuxcmburg Speaks, Pathfinder Press; p. 374)

If the Portugosc working class can learn this, the roal losson of
tho Chilcan cxporicncoc, then thoy will not only cnsurce the succoss
of thoir rovolution but thoy will alsc have donc much to wibe the
glato clcan of the bloody dofeat in Chilc.
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FRIDAY 10 OCT. Noel Hibtbet will lend a discussion on ;

FiIi Sm‘-

FRIDAY 17 0CT.
F.I. 30C,.
and ot

L.M.G.
RED FORUM

ITRINAY 31 OCT.

F.I1. 50C.

IED FORUM

FRIDAY14 WOV,

F.T. 30C.

"WEY REVOLUTICHARY POLITICS 2"
1.15p.m, Union: room 310 (council chamber)

Brisn Crogan specks on:
"TROOPS OUT OF IRGLAND NOW"
1.15p.m. zoom310

7.30p.m, White HEort pub, Alfred Gelder St.
(nr. Guildhall)
On "LABOUR AND THE REVOLUTIONARY LEFT"

Pat Jordan specks onj
WWHAT IS TROTSKYTISM 2"
1-1 ﬁp-m- TOom 3‘1{)

7.30p.m. White Hart pub on:
"THE TRANSISTIONAL PROGRAMME TODAY™

Tariq Ali speaks onj
"PORTICAL: NEXT STEP FOR THE WOREERS MOVI™
1.15p.m. Union room 309 (2) (quiet room)

and at 7.30 p.m. White Hort pub on;

RED FORUM

FRITAY 28 WNOV.
F.I. S0C.

and af
RED FORIM

wgPATINTISM: THE POLITICS OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY"

Julius Karonja specks ong
"HEVOLUTION 1IN SOUTHERN ATRICA™
1.15psm. Union room 309 (a)

7.50p.m. White Hart pub on;
"THE POLITICS OF THE INTERNATIONAL SOCIALISTS"

EVERYONE WELCCOME

If you wish to talk with us, join us or view our literaiure
feol free to come to the F.I. SOC. bookstall held
weekly in the Union building.



