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KARL Marx wrote that “the emancipation of the working class is the task of the
- - l workers themselves." The working class, because of its relationship to the means of
’ production, is the revolutionary class of modern history.

But intellectuals can serve the working class by making their own contribution to
the working out of ideas and theory. Workers and intellectuals together must build
revolutionary consciousness and a revolutionary party.

A problem for left-wing intellectuals is their lack of contact with the working
class. Their theoretical work becomes an end in itself and is often written in a jargon
few can understand.

Although in International Socialist we are not always innocent of this (partly
iChicken™. .. - .- - Page 4 because some ideas are complex), our aim is to use language that is a medium and
§ not a barrier to the growth of revolutionary consciousness.

_________ Page 16 We want to run more articles about the practice of militants in workplaces. As
Marx put it. “philosophy finds its material weaprons in the proletariat”. The class
struggle is being waged every day; and it is that struggle that gives meaning to the

e oy work of revolutionary intellectuals.
......... sage | ;
""" In publishing International Socialist we hope to attract people, intellectuals and
workers, to our ideas, and to clarify them for ourselves. We need to understand and
evaluate what we are doing and what our positions are locally, nationally and

internationally.

This is why we need to step back and scrutinise the central issues of how and why
various struggles have been fought. Sometimes this leads us to examine the
Page 41 mistakes of others and to what extent these are a result of their politics. But we hope
to do this in a non-sectarian way.

Lenin once quoted the demands workers made of intellectuals:

“You intellectuals can acquire political knowledge, and itis your duty to convey it to
us ... notonly in the shape of disquisitions, brochures and articles (which are often —
excuse my frankness — rather boring) but, without fail, in the form of fiving
arraignments of what our government and our ruling class are doing in all spheres of
life."

Theoretical study is essential. But as Hegel said, and Lenin loved to repeal, truth
15 concrete. The best way to make theory a living and growing thing is to make it a
part of the struggle — not tomorrow but today.




Kentucky Fried

by Janey Stone

edicine is a social science and politics is
nothing but medicine writ large.™
Rudolfl Virchow, 1848!

Rudolf Virchow, German pathologist, was one of
.lhe most important scientists of the 19th century. He
1s responsible for turning medical thinking away
from _abstractions and metaphysics, toward a
malerialist study of real human beings, But he was
‘Ilﬁu a social reformer. That his statement was made
in 1848 is no accident. Virchow joined the militants
on the bat:lr:mdes because he believed you could not
Separate the anatomical and physiological workings
of human beings from their social :fi.stence. .
In Virchow's time, life expectancy at birth was
bout 40, $y¢ht-lurn of the century it had risen 1o 55

women, and by 1920 it was 63. Nearly half the

" Chicken...”

gain is due to a reduction in mortality from TB, and
much of the rest to the decrease in typhus and
dysentery.

_Tlns reduction was achieved long before the
discovery of specific drug treatments, and even
thnrc the development of the germ theory of
disease. The main reason was the improvement in
the standard of living that took place in the late 19th
century, particularly improved sanitation, nutrition
and housing 5!

_f.)ne commentator has gone so far as to sum it up
this way: “Disease corresponds with a particular
stage of social development for which econamic and
political forces are the final determinants, ™

JANEY STONE is a health worker in Meltourne, and the
suthor of Radical Feminism: a critique”’.
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Within any one period there are
also many variations in standard of
living and health. Even after 30 years
of the welfare state in Britain class
differences in health are prominent.
Of 100 young unskilled workers,
seven will be dead before they reach
45, and 36 will die before retirement.
Of 100 young professionals only three
will die before 45 and 23 before retir-
ing. Perhaps even more surprising,
this class effect is increasing. In 1950,
a baby from the lowest social class
had a one and a half times greater
chance of dying than one from the
highest class, In 1973 this had in-
creased to (wice.>®

This article discusses and develops
the theme of health and health care as
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social issues. The first part deals with
the economic structure of health care
under modern capitalism, and its
political and social repercussions. In
particular I try to show how the indi-
vidualisation of health care and the
mechanistic theory of disease disguise
the real purpose of health institutions
— social control, direct and indirect.

In the second part I will discuss
the historical development of the
modern institutions, state invervention
and the profession of medicine in
different countries. Modern medicine,
far from being objective and neutral,
is very much bound up in the society
it is part of. Finally I will discuss the
current health care crisis, and implica-
tions for revolutionaries.

The second part will be in a future
issue of this journal.

One last note. This article is not
intended to be a criticism of the
methods and technology of medicine
as such. It does not buy into the
debates initiated by so called “alterna-
tive medicine”, or such anti-medicine
advocates as Ivan Illich, because these
concentrate on techniques rather than
the social issues. I intend to take these
issues up in the second part of the
article

Individualism
and
Health Care

The Magic Bullet

The year was 1871. The famous
Louis Pasteur, in good scientific
tradition, was addressing himself to
certain problems of industry, in this
case the fermentation industry in
Lille. His discovery of microbes, when
later applied to human illness, led to
the development of the germ theory
of disease.

Microbiology entered its golden
age. The German doctor, Paul Ehrlich,
set out to find chemicals which would
home in on the target microbes.
These “magic bullets” are the basis of
the approach known today as specific
aetiology .

Modern medical science is based
on this theory. The idea that a single
causative agent is responsible for
disease, which can then only be cured
by specific treatment on an individual
basis. This is why we hear so much
talk about a “‘cure™ for cancer.

Specific aetiology resulted in
dramatic breakthroughs in medical
technology. But as a theoretical
concept it is responsible for much of
the limitations of capitalist medicine.

During the 19th century, virtually
everyone was infected with the TB
bacillus. Yet only some people deve-
loped the disease. How in this situ-
ation can you say that the bacillus
“causes” the disease? The real cause,
as Bernard Dixon puts it, is “the
malnutrition, fatigue and other
accompaniments of poverty which
turn harmless parasitism into overt il
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In reality no-one has ever proved
that change in diet affects the amount
‘of cholesterol in the blood.1 3 Various
committees of specialists have come to
different conclusions on the question.
There is even some evidence that,
through biochemical changes which
occur in the body, eating more

margarine  will lead to more
cholesterol in the blood.
The scientific controversy

continues, But those that discount diet
still put their emphasis on a point of
behaviour — exercise. But consider a
report published by a special task
force to the US Secretary of Health
Education and Welfare:

“In an impressive 15-year study of
aging, the strongest predictor of
longevity was work satisfaction. The
second best predictor was overall
‘happiness’ . . . Other factors are
undoubtedly important — diet,
exercise, medical care, and genetic
inheritance. But research findings
suggest that these factors may
account for only about 25% of the
risk factors in heart disease, the
‘major cause of death.

“That is, if cholesterol, blood pres-
sure, smoking, glucose level, serum
wric acid, and so forth were perfect-
ntrolled_ only about one-four-
f coronary heart disease could
‘be eontrolled. Although research on
this problem has not led to conclu-
sive answers, it appears that work
role, work conditions, and other
social factors may contribute heav-
ily to this ‘unexplained’ 75% of risk
factors.” !¢

There is plenty of evidence that
the stress caused by social factors is a
major cause of not only heart disease,
but also ulcers, high blood pressure,
infectious disease, TB, colds and flu
~ and of course mental illness. 1 *
. For instance a recent Australian
study shows that mortality from heart
disease correlates with fluctuations in
the unemployment rate. An increase in
nemployment is followed about three
ears later by an increase in fatal heart
ttacks. ' v

Look At Cancer

Euch year the USA spends $800
illion un cancer research.1 7 There
awe been marvels of technology in

detection and treatment of cancer and
in  understanding the biological
mechanisms.

Yet between 1923 and 1973 there
was no change in any age group at all,
in overall death rates due to cancer.1®
This 15 despite improvements in
survival rates for certain rare cancers,

The reason is simple. It is now
generally accepted that up to 90% of

showed a high incidence of liver
disorders among men handling VCM.
Various experiments during the 1960
in the USA showed it to be quite
“toxic. In 1972 an [talian scientist
found VCM caused cancer in animals,
but the US Manufacturing Chemists
Association kept the information from
the public and the American govern-
ment. They claimed the results were

all cancers are caused by envi -
al factors (including diet, smoking,
pollution, sunlight, etc.)'® Dr. Alan
Bell, of the Division of Occupational
Health and Radiation Control in NSW
estimates that there is an occupational
factor in 50% of cases.2®

Specialists in the field now
acknowledge that cancer is prevent-
able.21 Nonetheless the emphasis is
usually individual — how to convince
people to stop smoking and so on. No-
one questions why people smoke. The
assumption is that people make a free
choice to smoke.

You commonly get comments
such as this one, from a professor who
considers that the increased risk of
lung cancer in asbestos workers who
smoke poses a ‘tricky’ ethical
problem: “Do you have to make
industry safe for people if they are not
taking care of themselves?"22

There has been a fair amount of
research into the possibility that there
is a psychological component in many
cancers.23  But instead of seeing
psychology as the individual express-
ion of social factors, it focusses
attention on the personality. Research
is still into stress mechanisms rather
than the causes of stress.

With occupational cancer there
can be no mystifying the sacial
component. Yet industry's record of
doing  something about  known
carcinogens (cancer-causing agents) is
abysmal. Take the well publicised case
when B.F. Gouodrich of Kentucky
announced in 1974 that three of their
men who worked with vinyl chloride
(VCM) had died of a very rare liver
cancer.a 4

After the Guoodrich announce-
ment  the most expensive and
comprehensive measures ever Laken to
deal with an industrial heulth hazard
were mounted. Bul what preceded the
announcement?

As early as 1949 Russian research

only “preliminary”.

Waikers in plants using VCM were
well aware il was toxic. But manage-
ment (and their medical lackeys)
always try to blame the individual
worker. The following incident
happened at a BP plant in South
Wales,

“A man unloading vinyl chloride

from a tanker was overcome and

taken to hospital. There he spent
three days vomiting, with his legs

‘frozen and his torso burning'

The company doctor asked him,

‘What did you have for breakfast?'

The man replied, ‘I think you've

got the wrong case. 1 was unloading

vinyl chloride when it happened.’

Unperturbed still in search of

another truth, the  doctor

continued, ‘Are you sure you didn’t
have any fish for breakfast this
morning? ™
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“We freaf illness here, Miss Rothbart. If

you insist on being cored. you'll have to
o 1o some quack,

Secondly, health care is an
industry in its own right, divided
like other industries into big capitalist
concerns and the petit bourgeoisie.

Drug companies are the most
important of the large companies
and the next section will deal with
them in more detail. In the USA,
hospitals are also big business.

*“The growth potential in hospitals
is unlimited: it's even better than
Kentucky  Fried  Chicken.” So
commented Jack Massey, head of
Hospital Corporation of Amenca
(HCA), and a former chairman of the
well-known fried chicken business.2

In 1969 the US nursing home
industry grossed $2.8 hillion. up
529% from 1960. The HCA has
more than 100 hospitals  around
the world and an annual revenue
of over $600 million.? They make
their profits by concentrating on
patients who are not tov sick and who
can afford to pay. They encourage
short term patients who are most
profitable. and refuse chronic diseases.
whstetrics and vutpatient care 4

Big business alsu provides medical
equipmen! und supplies. And muny
other industries, such as building,
foad, clothing and computers alsv

*Hospitals are  nol generally  big
husiness in Australia, Major private
hospitals’ only restriction is thal you
have to be able to pay. But the Ameri-
can system will soon appear here. HCA
plans ten hospitals in Australia by
1981.2

!

have a large stake in hospitals.

One commentator has said: “The
skyscraper hospital today is almost as
prominent a feature of the modemn
city as was the cathedral in a mediae-
val town or city."8

He might have added that 1t was
just as central to the society. The
hospital is the typical institution of big
business health. This structural factor
is one reason why all the talk in
Ausiralia about shifting pnmary health
care to community health centres is
doomed to failure.

Large expensive institutions such
as  hospitals are central to the
provisions of health services at all
three levels — an acute service to big
business, the medical-industrial
complex, and to doctors themselves.

At the petit bourgeois level there
is also plenty of money lo be made.
Among doctors it is not so much your
local GP as the private specialist.
Private hospitals are still generally on a
comparatively small scale. Nonetheless
small nursing homes and clinics are
very profitable in a modest way.

Frequently these are owned by
doctors and sometimes nursing sisters.
An example is the two abortion elinics
run in Sydney by an international
“non-profit™  organization  called
Population  Services International 7

Owned by Dr. Geoffrey Davis and
three business associates, the PSI
clinics interlock with a private
hospital, three small medical practices,
a pathology service and several other
businesses.

The pathology services alone
probably account for an annual cash
tumover of about  $400,000
Abortions of women from Queensland
alone bring in $900,000. Davis owns
four vintage cars and two Maseratis,

So-called  “non-profit”  health
insurance funds also provide good
incomes for doctors, chemists and
other business people. That the
insurance funds are not primarly
interested in providing money for
necessary health care is shown by the
attemp! last year by certain funds to
discourage those with chronic illnesses
from joining.

To sum up, health care is structur-
ed economically at three levels:

a) the state representing capitalism
as a whole;

b) big bourgeoisie, e.g. drug compan-
ies;

¢) small proprietors, e.g. doctors and
nursing homes.

It is the different interests at these
three different levels which result in
many of the conflicts and fluctuations
in health care service.

“ . small nursing homes and clinics are very profitable in a modest way.”
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Grunenthal particularly aimed their
advertising at pregnant women and
young children. Available without
prescription, it was nick d “the
babysitter”. Throughout 1958 a
massive publicity campaign resulted in
it being sold widely around the world.

During 1959 Chemie Grunenthal
- received reports of side effects such as

- piddiness, hangover and loss of

.~ memory. To every enquiry they

~ replied that it was the first time they
- had heard of this side effect.

The company conducted another
mass sales campaign in 1960, and
fought attempts to place it on
prescription in West Germany. They
even pul pressure on editorial boards
of medical journals to delay publicat-
ion of articles by clinicians who had
used thalidomide.

In 1961 Distillers, the British
distributors, were still advertising that

*‘can be given with complete safety
to pregnant women and nursing
mothers without adverse affects on
mother or child.”

It was withdrawn soon after,
when malformations in the foetus
were proved. Between 8000 and
10,000 children throughout the world
were affected. Court cases continue
‘today, with parents frequently being
- forced to settle out of court for
ineredibly low amounts.

The Social
- Functions of
- Health Care

Teaching and Research

Although these are subordinate
activities within the health care
system, they tend to take on a life of
their own, and become ends in them-
selves,

Doctors in public hospitals often
regard the public patients primarily
as “teaching material”. For instance
there was the time when 20 students
in an Australian teaching hospital lined
up to perform a rectal examination on
a palient with piles. Stories such as
this are very common,

Teaching medicine is controlled
- by the doctors themselves. They use
this control to limit S S wdents.

If too many people get to be doctors,
individual income might drop. Medical
students are highly selected, most of
them being white males from
professional backgrounds. Selection
and elitism perpetuate the belief in
their own superiority.

Research  does include many
dedicated scientists. But much of the
money for research in universities
comes from drug companies or the
government. Research therefore is
mostly into currently fashionable areas.
At the moment cancer and heart
disease  are  fashionable.
problems may be more pressing in
terms of human need, but they are
neglected.

Take tropical diseases.3s In Africa
alone malaria kills one million children
every year. In some parts of Africa one
person in ten is blind as a result of
river blindness caused by filanal
worms. Over 200 million people are
affected by the six most common
tropical diseases.

Yet the world wide research
budget on these diseases is approxim-
ately $30 million a year, less than the
USA alone spends on cancer research.
No new major remedies have appeared
over the past 30 years, a period when
the technology of many aspects of
medical care has been revolutionised.
As the World Health Organisation puts
it, “research into tropical diseases has
not yet got off the ground ™

The faults of research today are
not merely ones of omission. Much
research is cruel and malicious. For
instance researchers working for the

‘Twa lumps, no milk, three penicilling
and an aspirin.”

Other *

US Defence Departmen: expused
terminal cancer patients to massive
doses of radiation in their investigat-
ions of the effect of fallout. This went
on for eleven years, until publicity in
1971 brought the experiments to an
end.3s

B5% of preliminary drug testing in
the US is performed on prison
inmates.3? Birth control pills were
tested for ten years on Puerto Rican
women before being declared safe for
the white market. During this testing
“control” women were given sugar
pills but not told they were ineffeci-
ive. Believing they were protected
from pregnancy they did not use other
contraception with predictable results.

Research undertaken in Cali,
Colombia (South America) is almost
unbelievably callous.38 In order to
study the effect of malnutrition on the
human body, subjects were first
allowed to continue their starvation
diet while initial testing was done.
Then they were fed a scientific diet
and studies continued until the
person’s  blood became ‘“normal”.
Then they were discharged.

The food given was just part of
the experiment. The people retumed
home and the scientisis published
papers. Following on this initial
“research” the Rockefeller Foundat-
ion initiated a project to do something
about the local problem of malnutrit-
ion.

A group of young children were
involved in a special program. The idea
was to assist the mothers in avoiding
malnutrition with only very selective




/

Contact |.S,

Contact the Internatiop
ists near you

National Office

PO Box 46,
Flemington, Vic 3031
phone 329-9872

Melbourne (Nth and Sth)
PO Box 46 Flemington vic
3031

or phone 387 6351 (North)
543 1081 (South)

Sydney

111 Enmore Rd Newtown Nsw
2042 or phone 51 3665
Adelaide

PO Box 139 Unley SA 5061
or phone 49 7939

Canberra

PO Box 1165 Canberra Ciry
ACT 2601

Srisbane

PO Box 99 St Lucia

QLD 4005 or phone 358 3975
Ipswich (QId)

phone 281 6113

Perth
126 First Ave., Mt. Lawl
WLA. 6050 PH: 272 3681

al Sopiy)

Most branches have weskly
meetings if you're interested
ring them for an invitatio

cials are unwilling, We wor
bring them under rank and

‘migrant peoples are  control.

of the capitalist sys-

are opposed 1o the

rsecution of homo- 1.5, Works

. o build a rere
party out of ihe st
workcrs are Wagi,
Jighr for a prograi

the capitalist state.

revolutionary parly,  rial and social do

built in the can  sirengthon

Without a revol-  confidener, o
L the strugples  socialist conscions
be crushed. working class.

wirk
IF thats the sort of

want Lo do
their own rank
nisgations (o fight
en the paid offi-

SELEFEETEEEFET TP EETTTTTrrrrrrrrrrr sy S

JOIN US!
AR

v,

Internativnal Socialist 9: Page 13

occasional use of “supplementary
feeding” (extra food). The result was
that the study group — the children —
did better. But their families did
worse! Al the msearchers had
succeeded in doing was redirecting
resources within the family.
The scientists declared the
program a resounding success:
“This is a dramatic confirmation of
the value of the (special) technique
for control of malnutrition in the
pre-school child at far less cost than
any kind of supplementary feeding
program, and it is a refutation of
the thesis that nutritional problems
can be met only by economic im-
provement.”

Direct Control

Everybody has heard of the
doctors who supervise torture and
corporal punishment. We assume they
are exceptions — they have broken
their sacred Hippocratic oath.

But medicine plays a more
important part in the direct control of
the population than we often realise.
Take prisoners for example. Inmates
tell us that it is normal for all prisoners
to be on some form of drugs, usually
tranquilizers.

Refusal to take these drugs is
itsell seen as an example of
b1 perati "". This happened
to Sandra Wilson, the women prisoner
whose release was helped by women
from the left in Sydney a couple of
years ago.

Prisoners who are “uncooperat-
ive” or “aggressive” are frequently
subject to “behaviour modification
techniques™. This includes tran-
quilizers and chemical castration.

In the USA at least they also use
aversion  therapy  with  succinyl
choline,* which causes paralysis
including the muscles used in
breathing. An enthusiastic psychiatrist
describes its effect as inducing “'sensa-
tions of suffocation and drowning™;
the subject experiences feelings of
deep horror *“as though he were on the
brink of death”. Prisoners are treated
with succinyl choline while the
therapist scolds and threatens.

With this sort of thing in our own
backyard, outrage about psychiatric
abuse in Russia looks rather hypocriti-
cal.

Tranquilizers are quite openly
intended  for control of social
problems. Consider these ads from
medical journals:

Limbitrol: A picture of a working
class woman with five children living
in one over<rowded room,

“Lack of space, lack of privacy,

breeds unhappy people. But while
society can offer little in the mater-
ial sense, help is forthcoming where
the effects of bad conditions can be

measured in human distress _ 20
Serentil;

“The newcomer in town who can't
make friends. The organization man
who can't adjust to the altered

status within his company. The
woman who can't get along with
her new daughter-in-law . , , These
common adjustment problems of
our society are frequently intoler-
able for the disordered personal-
Ity 4
The advertisement pictured on the
next page gives another example.
Methadone replacement therapy is
not so much a treatment for heroin
addiction as a method of control of
the addicts. It is itself highly addictive,
which is an important factor in this
control. As Dr. Peter Bonne explains
in the Methadone Maintenance Treat-
ment Manual, the relationship with the
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Streatment” of aversion ang
therapy .

When 19th century middle oy,
women rebelled from thei stifling Jif,.
it was ftemmed hysteria. This
treated by suffocation, beating
wet towels, and ridicule.s s

Sometimes  surgery  was used
Indications for remaoval of the OVaries
included “troublesomeness, eain |
a ploughman, masturbation, attempeq
suicide, erotic tendencies, persceutiy,
mania, and simple cussedness.” Some
times the clitoris was removed as .
growth could lead to “immorality” « .
Freud memoved the treatmen:
hysteria from the body to the mip
But it remained medical and indivig
ual.

The sort of surgery mentioned
above is still practised today. The 155
known surgical removal of the clitoris
in the USA was performed only 25
years ago on a five-year-old girl as 4
cure for masturbation.2? 1t 1s still
widespread in parts of the Arab world

Some doctors have recently
seriously suggested debreasting girl
babies at birth as a solution to the
problems of breast cancerss and
routinely remaving the womb in older
women Lo prevent uterine cancer.*

A recent survey showed 94% of
US gynaecologists in four major cities
favour compulsory sterilisation of
welfare mothers with three or more
illegitimate children.sv But even as it
is at present, sterilisation as
“medical” issue results in much the
same thing indirectly. 207 of maried
black women in the US have been
sterilized. Frequently this is dune
“completely without their consent
For instance in 1973, two black
sisters in Alabama aged twelve and
founeen were sterilized in a federally
funded family planning program. The
‘mother put an X on a fom sl
“couldn’t read. In the same year, 1t wd
revealed that the only practisie
bbstetrician in 4 certain area of Svuth
Carolina routinely refused to deliver ¢
“third ehild to women on welfare unlcs
they consented to sterilisation
" Puerto Rico is known i
laboratory for US populativn ©
" ments. Over a third of all Wt
dbearing age have already

~ sterilised.
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As a final example of medicalizat-

jon of social problems, consider the
problem of “hyperactivity” among

school children. Many scientists
dispute whether the syndrome even
exists, They maintain that these

children are simply rebelling against
their repressive environment. Yet in
1975
children were getting drugs to make
them more manageable at school s 1

nearly a million American

Somctimes even dactors show

that they are aware that medical treat-
meat must be Kkept individual for
control to be
‘was responding to a suggestion about
sell help groups for kidney dialysis
patients:

maintained. A doctor

“Na”, he almost shouted, “that is

the last thing we want. Already the
patients are sharing too much know-
ledge while they sit in the waiting
room, thus making our task increasing-
ly difficult. We are working now on a
procedure to prevent them from ever
meeting with one another.” %2
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It would also be 1o say that the
armed forces of Australian capitalism
were far more concemned about the
activities of the LW.W. and the
thousands of workers who attended
their meetings.* than  about the
middle-class socialists who were both
infuriated at the success of the LW.W,
and jealous of their working class base.

Much has been written about the
activities and success of the TWW.s
What has not been seriously examined
is the alleged ‘barbarous crudeness of
their views' and their supposed lack of
*reason and argument.’

Marxism
and the LW.W.

It is important 1o establish the
centrality of Marxist economics in the
theory of the LW.W.

Articles  expounding  Marxist
economics appeared in every issue of
Direct  Acrion, the Sydney-based
official organ which appeared weekly
between January 1914 and August
1917. Moreover. Wobbly tactics
involved taking Marxist economics
directly 10 the workers on the job. An
old IL.W.W. member, Bill Beattie,
recalls that when two or more
members found themselves on a job
together they organised study and
reading classes of basic lexis such as
Value, Price and Profico

Nor was the |W.W. embarrassed
by its adherence to Marxist theory: it
even saw itself as the true heir and
interpreter of Marx. In its first May
Day issue, Direcr Aetion claimed that
Marx's theory was never clearly
established in practice until the LW.W.
Convention in the US. A in 1905~

The Wobblies claimed that Marx
realised the vital need of the working
class for concrete organisation, not o
collection of ballol papers thrown
together every three or fuur years only
1o go up in smoke with the first whifl
of grapeshots And the penty nutional-
ism of the Australian labour move-
ment was dlways compared critically
with Marxian internationalism:

“Contrast the narrow parochial
outlook evidenced by the “white
Australia” policy with the world-
oriented outlook of Karl Marx,
when he sent his famous cry
ringing down the ages: “Workers of
all countries, Unite!” ™

WAR! WHAT FOR?

It is not surprising, given the
nature of the LW.W., that this was the
most frequent of the many quotations
from Marx with which Direct Action
filled its nost-lay-out gaps.

Smashing the

French Connection.

1. Organisational Structure

While the Marxism of the LW.W.
has been played down, its “family
resemblance 1o the anarcho-syndicalist
movements in Latin countries” v has
been grossly exaggerated — particular-
ly its resemblance to the syndicalists
in the French Confederation Generale
du Travail (C.G.T.).

But the Wobblies in fact, allowed
no anarcho-syndicalist  hang-ups  to
prejudice the  effectiveness of their

fight against the capitalist siate.
Organisation was the keynote of the
LW.W. and organisation they claimed
“implies discipline through the sub-
ordination of parts to the whole and
of the individual member to the body
of which he is a part."11

The National Executive Commil-
tee supervised and controlled all
IW.W. business and branches could
not even issue literature not approved
by this Committee.iz Modem-day
anarchists would no doubt be horrified
by the doctrinal and practical confor-
mity demanded by the LW.MW. Fur
instance “no person shall be eligible tw
becume a member who refuses 1o
unreservedly (without any qualilicat-
ion whatsoever) accepl the Preamble
in entirety. buth in letter and
spirit.”"1
Even the order of husiness lur




~ “trade secretaries, who Jjve
“backs of the slaves 19
Mareaver, the syndicalists pusiy
ely aimed to achieve positions |, ,
“union hierarchy and union o i
tended to carry much weight \-‘1.:.‘
the syndicalist movement by iy, .\
their position.
8o the LWW. correctly seqge, h
sell-out tendencies even of o’ bur ‘.‘
uerats. The Wobblies boasicd, 11,.,.
fore, that their own paid officiy.
ceived no more than the aveyag.
existing in the place where (hey 4,
working, so that it was impossible o,
~ them to rise superior to the rank anc
file. 2
But the LW.W. also realised (1,
_ﬁnmdin] Parity was not in itsell suff,
“ient protection. What, in fact
uished Wobbly officals from r
trade union or syndicalist officials .
not just their working class standard of
living but the fact that fhe,
subject to the discipline of &
10nary organisation.
Because of this built-in protec
the Wobblies could claim o
solved the problem of leadership 4.
personal power. Instead of the
union  leader with his aut
powers and his constituency
rent followers, the IW.W. demg
“men who have been and are livi
life of the working class; who
bedy the tendency of the movemen
~who respect the constitution and arc
amenable to the discipline of the
_organisation . . . "
In practice, the LW.W. served as
training ground and head quarters for
rank and file activists.

©
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3.Direct Action and Political
Action.

OFf course, an uhvious superficial
similarity between revolutionary in-
dustrial unionism and syndicalism, was
the emphasis on direct or industrial
action as opposed to political action.

However, semantic imprecision
has exaggerated even this similarity
with syndicalism. By “political” action,
the I.W.W. meant ‘parliamentary’ act-
ion and its associated carryings-on.
“The LW.W. is not anti-political, but
simply non-parliamentary "*? But in
syndicalist practice, the rejection of
political action was in effect an insist-
ence on political neutrality .

Syndicate members were not
expeeted to subscribe to any particular
political philosophy: common econ-
omic interest was the unifying force,
not prehensi of this
interest and its significance. Wobhlies,
- on the other hand, realised the import-
~ance of u subjective as well as an
objective common interest.?

The LW.W. was an association of
~ choice, the sundieat merely one of
- necessity #* Syndicalist insistence on
political neutrality even ventured as
- far as a ban on any discussion not
- concerned  strictly  with economic
~ questions or union affairs, whereas
- Wobbly dcbate and propaganda was
~ blatantly political. not just in form but
in content as well.

In short, the LW.W. knew there
was no parliamentary road to the one
big union, and considered belief in the
puwer of purlimment and the Labor
Party to be the greatest stumbling
block in the way of the Australian
working class.2* But the ‘non-politi-
cal® posture of the LW.W. had another
agpect as well — a wariness about the
aims and ambitions of revolutic
parties, buth generally, and spec
in regard to the LW.W,
The

Revolutionary

)

Party

The general  aigument  against
alutionary  parlismentary — parties
s basically  that they were an
possibility and were destined 1o o
' sume way as the Labor Party. 1o
become the sport and plaything ol
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middle class property owners and ex-
ploiters and the ‘revelutionary* spirit
would be smothered in reforms and
palliatives.?

The LW W._ posited an ‘iron law of
conservatism' for all shades of political
parties, from which socialist parties
were no exception. The LW.W. like-
wise rejected a forcible seizure of state
power by any revolutionary party as
such a procedure “would only give the
pcople a new master, a ﬁufﬂﬂ'ﬂ'{'r&fi‘('
aultocracy ... U7

They counterposed the ideas of a
seizure of state power and of the
means of product

I'his categorical denunciation ol
the role of political parties in the revolu-
livnary process was affected greatly by
the I.W.W.’s experience h attempts
by organised revolutionary groups to
‘capture’ the |LW.W. as their industrial
wing.

The Wobblies not only guarded
their independence but resented the
inference that the LW.W. was not
enough. Their oppunents, they com-
plained, tried to control the LW.W. as
though the LW.W. was not all-suffic-
ient and did not cover all the needs of
the working class. 2%

This claim to sell-sufficiency was
justitied because in practice the LW.W.
operated as a political party as well as
a rank and file indus| rganisation.
The | W.W. differed from th
ists in that they did not consi
jective economic interests as a suffici-
ent basis tor proletarian organisation.

A change In consciousness was
ful: the class hud to become

ulser esse

a class fir itself. And this change in
consciousness could only be achieved
by Marxist theory which would be
taught 1o the workers by the advanced
section of the class already organised
in the |.W.W. The Wobhblies therefore
competed against all other revolution-
ary groups fur hegemony over the
Australian working class.

Direct Action explained that there
would be no class conscious working
class movement, until there was an
understanding of economic Jaws and
the capitalist system of production,
merely purposeless revolt 2

Knowledge was the key to
powerd®

As part ul their strategy, locals of
the LW.W. held regular classes in Marx-
ist econuimics to spread knowledge of
the structure of capitalism among the
working class and thus to help to
speed the day when by their know
ledge the workers would be able to
abolish the wage-system and raise in its
place a newer and saner form uf sugi-
ety !

Part of the Wobbly indictment
against trade uniwnism was thar it did
not educate the class and even prom:
oted ideas which prevented the deve-
lopment of class consciousness.”

Like Marx, and unlike the syndi-
calists, the LW W. understood the dis-
tinction between ‘class-in-itsell” and
‘class-for-itself™, Marx argued that the
proletariat was a class by virtue of its
common situation and common inter-
ests against capital, but that this mass
does not constitute a class for itself




A1
T T A
Fellow Workers - Remembe
We are in Here For YOU
¥OU are Oul There FOR US.

Class Traitors

However, in this battle for correct
ideas, the L.W.W. rightly reserved most
of the flak for the A.W.UL, the ‘one big
onion’, and the Labor Party. “The
working class and the employing class
have nothing in common — not even in
a Labor Party™37 was Direct Aciion’s
sarcastic comment. Surely the fraud
could not continue and the TWW.
waitec expectantly for parliamentary
illusions to be shattered by the per-
formance of Labor in office #*

But Tom Barker the editor of
Direct Action, was forced to complain
that the working class would tolerate
more oppression from their ‘own
party than they would from the de-
clared  political party of the
employers. ™

In particular, the Labor Party had
sold arbitration to the workers which
not only prevented workers bettering
their conditions and made eriminals of
strikers, but also sanctioned the unlim
ited right of employers to exploit and
remain dominant over the working
elass a0 The pernicious effect of arbi
tration was both maierial and ideolo
pical: "The Arbitration Court has bled
the poekets and befogged the minds of
the Australian workers ... """

Nor was the Labor Party’s version
ofsocialismanything other thanstale:
managed  capitalism, the W W
argued. And this was not even a sitp
towards socialism, as the transiion
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from capitalism to socialism could not
be effected through government awn-
ership.

It was, the Wobblies realised, not
even a buying-out of capitalism but a
bailing-out, a help to capitalists in dis-
tress. Basically, the 1 W.W_understood
that state ‘soci vas no different
1o private capii. that it was
merely state capitalism.*2

The nature of the state was crys-
tal-clear to the LW.W.

“rhe State does not represent

sogiety, but only tries to administer

things in the interests of the ruling

minority *3

Reforms

But while recognising the true
nature of the state, the LW.W. was not
hostile to reforms under capitalism as
long as these were not regarded as
sufficient and were the result of a
working class *victory” not a gift from
above. Particularly, the amelioration
of the material exploitation of the
proletariat was regarded as progress.

Any diminution in surplus value,
or betterment of pay and conditions,
was an advance and a step towards
ultimate victory. Revolutions, the
Wobblies realised, were not made by a
demoralised and beaten working class,
but by a waorking class on the offens-
ive, continually making demands on
their employers.

Memory of victory provoked new
demands and each little battle streng-
thened the organisation and built a
revolutionary movement by the chang-
ing consciousness of the workers in
struggle. The LW.W. did not depend
on theory alone, but also upon econo-
mic necessity, to persuade the workers
into industrial unionism.**

Revolution

Apart from  making life more
bearable for workers, reforms were
also an important component of the
IWW. strategy for revolution. This
was because revolution was to be the
result.

The recognition of the mutual
interdepend of class i
and class struggle was at the heart of
the LWW. strategy. Correct theory
and successful practice in the winning

~ of reforms encouraged the organisat-

FAT AT HIS DEVOTIONS.

jon of the workers into one big union,
and this one big union was, in essence,
the revolution itself.

Does 1t not follow, Direct Action
asserted rhetorically, that after the
workers have secured control of in-
dustry, their organisation will provide
them with all the necessary machinery
to handle the problems of the new

society?743

The revolution was therefore the
outcome of organisation — at all
levels:

“the workers can drive away the
shircers and take real possession
and control of the worlds
resources only by beginning at the
bottom, that is, by organizing on
the job, by making one immediate

demand on top of another, and
thus gradually growing into control
of the industries . . . by means of
knowledge held by our brains and
by intelligently organized and co-
ordinated industrial action , . . ™48

Once the highest stage of organisa-
tion had been reached, the one big
union, the revolution could only be
consolidated and the transition to a
classless society effected by abrief, but
nonetheless distinct, dictatorship of the
proletariat. The one big union would,
at its moment of triumph, become the
ruling class.

“But it will only be a “ruling” class
for a moment — just long enough to
make sure of victory.” This formation



m workers' control, was completely
ored by the TWW. They najyely
ved that the power of the One Big

Union  could stop all capitalisy
lence. Dircer Action claimed that
far mightier than the might of the
‘master class, with all their machinery
of oppression, was the power the
working class possessed in Industrig)
Organisation > %

If IWMW. plans for revolution
were rendered inadequate by their
dogmatic refusal to form themselves as
4 party-for-itself, their day to day
defence mechanism was weakened for
the same reason, as a retreat needs a
general staff as much as an advance
. Although behaving like a political
party, its hostility to this idea of itself
lost the organisation the advantage of
blatant political as well as industrial
arganisation — the ability to move
quickly in response to the political
~wing of the bourgeoisie, the mainten-
e of eentrality of command and the
al the revolutionary

It is not suiprising. then, that
during the suppression of the IW.W.
Direet Activn referred surmowfully and
“confusedly o the “reprisals of the
‘State — reprisals which at present we
do not seem able to repel"™*® Theie
~ were no plans, even of the mast i
- mentary kind, for underground acti-
~ ity in the event of suppression.

- Direet Action continued fo appedr
- inthe same way and under the same
e until Jorethly scized alony
8 mﬂl all the printing equipment in
! '&MW 1917, And without the clear
jonal structure of a revolu-
party, organisational chavs
ﬁed from the non-emergence ol
‘middle cadre as a reserve leader-
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n the Wobbly ‘central com-
nd themselves in gaol.

ce of the Twelve was con-
‘an ad hoe basis; there was
jous deliberation aboul tactics
ﬁ[ﬁy’ed‘ Wobblies continued
‘open air meetings and so
off one by one as they
the soap-box. For an over-
i the cells, such a gesture
ce was laudable, but the
LW.W. membership was
onths. To cour! arrest in
[ESSive manner was organi-
Musl active Wobblies

e destroyed by mere legis-
illegality. It was destroyed
the emergence of the

f’pmletarlan militancy into
ism in another country.

Socialist 6 Seplember
THE NON-POLITICAL

3
1905 Preamble of the
)

s

LW.W. declared that between the oppressors
and 1he oppressed “a strugele goes on until
all the toilers come fogether on the political
s well as un the industrial field ... ™ In 1908
the “overalls brigade” at the convention
succeeded in substituting “until the workers
of the world organize as a class, take posses-
sion of the earth and the machinery of pro-
duction, and abolish the wage system,” The
minerly seetion under Duniel De |eon. up-
holding the 1905 Preamble withdrew and es-
tablished separate headguarters in Detroit,
eventuully  renaming  themselves  the
Waorkers' International Industrial Union,
The larger non-political section rem d
based in Chicago and because of its greater
influcnce and success became what was
most commonly known as ‘the’ W
3. For  examples see  Bill  Beattic,
“Memoirs of the | WW.", Labour History,
13, November 1967, p.39 (shearers) and lan
Turner, [edustrial Labour and  Poliries,
1900-1921, AN.U. 1965, pp.6480
{mincrs).

4.  The Svdney Morning Herald comment-
ed in September 1916: “It is idle to deny
the foree and rapid spread of the doctrines
of the LW.W. . . its morc or less constant
followers in Sydney alone number between
20,000 and 30,000, and they are in numbers
in all the unions . . . ™ Bill Beattic claims a
total turnover of 55,000 cards bul no more
than 11000 at any one time. Childe's more
conservative estimate of membership was "a
couple of thousand® but Direct Action sales
reached 16,000 weekly and tneir influence
was entircly disproportionate  to  their
numerical strength. (Vere Gordon Childe,
Haw Labour Governs, Cambridge University
Press, 1963, p.135). Tom Barker claimed
LW.W. responsibility for the defeat of the
conseription referenda, refers (o consider-
able influence in the army and insisted.
nearly [ifty years later, I‘rm Australian
ROVErNMENLs were  very  wo “about
whether we might not have sulficient power
ta turn them out or to I:r-.ikthcm up...to
become masters in our um.” ved.,

Tom Barker and the [W. Canberra,
1965, p. 19, p. 26). Direct Action reported
in June 1917 that their 500 capacity hall
could never hold one quarter of the crowd
that rolled up to their Sunday night lectures
su overflow mectings were held in Sussex
Strect vutside.

5. lor cxample, lan Bedford, “The ln-
dustrial Workers of the World in Australia™,
Labour Hisiory, 13, November 1967,
pp. 4046; Bill Beuttie, op. cif.. Roger
Coates “Note on the Industrial Workers of
the World™, Labour History, 6, May 1964,
pp. 25-8;:1.C. Fry ed. op. cil
“The Trial of the Sydney Twelve", Labaur
Histore, 25, November 1973, pp. 53-7: lan
Turner, Svdiew's Burning.

Also nwentioned in Childe, op. cit.; Robin
Gollan, The Coalminers af New South
Wales: Tremoaper, Mereiit and Osborne eds.
Strikes: Tom Mann,  Memoirs: Patrick
Ronshaw, Hhe Siorv o Sviidicadism. i the
Uniited States: lan Turner, fndustrial Labour
and Politics.
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Marxists and

the Post-War Boom

BOOMING
ECONOMICS

by
Rick Kuhn

Almost all self-professed marxists,
most other socialists and orthod
economists now agree that there
a long period of relatively
rapid capitalist expansion from
1940's to the late F960's. The ‘long
boom' was characierised by high
growth and investment
substantial increases in produ
and low unemployment.

There is, however, no consensus in
explaining the boom. The response of
different political groups to the hoom
and their ability to explain it can
throw some light on their political
orientation. And theoretical analyses
of the boom have considerable
implications for contemporary
analysis and practice.

The following outlines the main
responses to the boom by the organi-
sed self-professedly revolutionary
left. They are examined in the light of
the development of revolutionary
organisations since Marx and the
linked history of revolutionary
theory. The first analysis which
admitted the existence of the boom
elaborated by the British
International Socialists is assessed in
some detail, in order to contrast it
with contemporary 1.S. theory and
practice.

ates.
ity

RICK KUHN is a public servan!
ana a member of the
ACOA in Canberra

Boom?
What Boom?

By and large. recognition ol the
Boom on the left came late
Neoclassical economists found no
difficulty in coping with it. Their
problem had been a failure to notice
the depression of the 1930%
Keynesians found a striking
confirmation of their theory in the
coincidence of the boom and the
policy measures they had been
recommending.

During most of the boom’s
course however, revolutionaries
encumbered with  theories, like
lifeboats 1n the desert, which
predicted imminent crisis and
economic disintegration. Initially.
Communist Parties were guided by
Stalin’s ‘analyses”;

vere

The disintegration of the singlc. all-
embracing world market must be
regarded as the most important
eeonomic sequcl of the Second World
War and of its economic
consequences. It has had the effect of
further deepening the general crisis of
the world capitalist system.!

These comments were made in
November 1951. The Communist
Party of Australia (CPA) accepted
this perspective from Moscow. The
week the 1949 coal strike began.
Tribune carried the front page
headline “WORKERS TURN TO
CP AS SLUMP LOOMS™.? As late
as 1958, the CPA's leader. Sharkey
spoke of the “growing crisis of
capitalism.™

Trotskyists were. if anything, even
less well equipped to cope with the
post=war economic situation. They
continued to talk about the “over-
ripeness of the system’ and to guote
from The Transitional Programme
and In Defence of Marxiso. In 1948,
the Second World Congress of the
Fourth International (at that stage
there was only one) declared that

The immense destruction
ampoverishment and inflation caused
By the war in Furope. as well as
in some colonial and semi colonial
gountries. and the resuluing
disloeation of the world market, have
heen responsible lor the extremely

irregular nature of the economic
revival in the:

countries.*

In 1959 the largest British
Trotskyist group affirmed that “I1f we
were to choose one word to sum up
the salient features of this period
that word would be ‘crisis’ ™

It is significant that both Stalinists
and Trotskyists emphasized the
significance of the market rather than
production relations. Today some
T rotskvists deny that there ever wasa
hoom.

During the 1960°s, elements in both
the Communist and Trotskyist
movements attempted to adjust their
theary to economic reality. The
destalinisation and rewarking of the
CPA’s perspectives towards
reformism at the 1967 Party
Congress entailed an admission that
capitalism had been expanding. The
effects of automation and “socialist

were suggested as reasons lor
the absence of a crisis.® There was a
tendency, however, to see the newly

discovered post-war boom as a
permanent phenomenon. By the
early 1970°s, when an economic

decline had clearly begun. some
members of the CPA became
involved in c¢laborating more
analyses of th

sophisticated
dynamics of the boom.”

Mandel, a leader of the larg
Fourth International. admits
“We were late in understanding the
relative stabilisation of Western
capitalism.™ Despite concessions (o
underconsumptionism (Keynes-
janism) in his Marvist Eow ¢
Theory (1960), Mandel did not
address the problem of the boom
until the early 1970'%.7

Baran and Sweezy's account ol
post-war growth in Monoy
Capital (1966), has had considerab

sl
Tal




influence on MATXIStS. expecially in
the USA. It is not. however. possible
Lo siceept their explanation of the
hoam is i MArKist ane. It owes more
to Keynes than Marx. rejecting :hu_
Jahour theory of value and the L of
the rendency of the rate af profit 1o

fall.
The Permanent
Arms Economy

In the desert of socialists’ eneounters
with economics during the 1950 an
attempt to elaboratea marxist lhuj\?r)
of the boom was significanit. The
small gmupn[ex-lrulsk dists around
the British journal Socialist Revien
(eventually  the International
Socialists) adopted a theory of the
hoom called the permanent arms
cconomy (PAE). Not only did this
attempt to explain the hoom in terms
of marxist categories. italso provided
a perspective on its eventual close
The arenment behind the PAE!
thut the tendency of the rate of profit
to fall can be offset. if there are large
investments of capital in areas which
do not participate in the general
equalisation of the rate of profit.
These investments, ‘leaks’ [rom the
capitalist svstem. mean that there is
less capital availahle to increase the
average organic  composition  of
capital and henee 1o decrease the rate
of profit. The tendency for the rate
of profit to fall is thus counteracted.
The leaks arc investment in
‘department 111, production  of
commodities which are neither wage
nor capital goods. The basis of the
PAE is that arms production is a
crucial and very large form of
department 111 investment
The PAE explains the end of the
hoom in terms of the advantages
which non-arms producing
countries had over arms producing
ones. |he former henefitted from the
global cconomic stability. induced b
the arms ceonomy. but did not suffer
the drain of capital to department 11
cexperienced by the later. Japan
and West Germany. preeminently
were ahle 1o improve their fixed
cupital investments at i laster rale
than the USA or Brit Ihis
pressure  on - arms  producing
countrics finally led 1o their cutting
arms expenditure and  henee 1he
tendency of the rute of profit 1o fall

st i aeain and the boom was oyver

I he gecusation o
sundereonsumptionism’  has  heen
elled at the PAE.' It is true that
padicitl underconsuniptionists, such
s Bacan and Sweesy
ims expenditure as a mechanism log
preempiiig ceonomic crisis. Hotn
placu erphasis on the same surface
phenomena. but different underlying
realities are posited The
underconsumptionist explanation is
in (Kevnesian) terms of cffective
demand, while the contemporary
version of the PAE '
categories of Marx's reproduction
schema.

The Fatalist
Heritage

Why were most organisations of the
left unablc to recognise the existence
of the boom until it was already in
decline? Both Stalinists and Trotsky
ists share a mechanical conception of
marxisni. which has its roots in the
Second International. The inad
equaey ol the approach has implicat
1ans for both political practice and
cconomic analysis. Stalinists an
Trotshyists could not claborate a
elfective practical orientation to th
working class during the 1950% and
1960'.

According to Second Internatio
al. Stalinmst and Trotskyist theories
the ‘economy’ is separate from and
prior to social developments an
class struggle

5 focus on

uses the

The so-called “cconomic spt
wHs now seen as one isolated
separate from other "m
thereby emptied of any clfective s
historical content. representing. o
the contrary, an @ edent sph
prior to any human meditatior

Marxs coneeption of social prod
wetion (1.e. production of things
reproduction ol social relations

same lahour process) is replace d b
‘praduction teehniyues’. Social relat
fons ure extrancous Lo the mot

al history: the deselopment
productive lorees, The clfcet
struggle und politcal and ideo
deselopments on aceumulatio
inpred or r

e
Wi e theopies is g fatalistic atnod

e as seeandan
ol tl

figitl conseguent

Sguestioned in the 1ext

to the possibilities for revolutionars
action

Pespite its currency. fatalism is not
the only marxist approach to the
revalution, Marx certainly cannot he
deseribed fatalist: he laid
gontinuous stress on the fact that
spgialism is the self-emancipation of
the working class. ' However. a
fatalist interpretation of Marx came
f0 deminate the Second
Paternational and its largest Party.

48 A

e German SPD. Such an
interpretation  was eisier  hecause
Marx had not elaborated

any
detailed theory of the state or
revolutionary party

Lenin and the Bolsheviks broke

with the Second Internatio and
develaped a revolutionary theory of
ihe party and state. The break

oeenrred over time determined by the
flow of political events in Russia. Its
garliest dramatic manifestat
the split with the Mensheviks. in
1904, vver the question of the party™

The contradiction of practicing a
new [orm ol parly organisation
without an explicit rupture with
i i which led 1

imperialism
hecame too great on the outh
Warld War 1. Between 1914 and 1917
Lenin extended the break with
fitalism to the theory of the state
(State and Revolurion), philosophy
(his notes on Hegel's Logic) and
ceonomics (laperialisnr, the Highest
Siage of Capitalism)."*

While the Bolsheviks developed a
non-fatalist conception of the party
state and revolution, they “never
really confronted fatalism as such
in the long run the victory of
socialism is inevitable, but the
question is how to speed up this
process™ I8 The baleful eftects™ of
fatalism were avoided by introducing
the time factor. The partial character
of the break is particularly apparent
il economic theory for 1t is a
mechanical canception of cconomics
which underpins fatalism.

fperialisn opened the way o
sueeessiul revolutions. through class
Strugele arganised by the party. in the
neur future, The autonomy of the
ceonomic ma is not decisively

However
Bukharins  Ecanomics af the
Transformation Period and Lenin's
marginal notes Lo it is an example of

DROVGHT !

THANK You
OH LORP FOR TELUNG
Us THIS |

tunities opene
Bols
e of the

from effects  of

tion an

gconomic

hackwardness curtailed

these opportu
Stalinist

resurrected

talism

that

International. It served to esta

the historical mis of the Russian
bureaucratic capitalist  class
contrasting Soviet ‘socialism® with

doomed capitalism. The long boom
threat to the purported
alist system

n the

was @

superiarnty of the s

Irotsky had participated
ik regeneration of marxism
1 his analysis of the shape of
the proletarian state (soviets) and the

nermanent revolution. Nevertheless
the isolation of the Trotskyist
movement from the working class
permitted a reassertion of fatalism
As in the Second International
VErSIOon, €CONOMICS IS Seen as distinct
from class strugale. as & mechanism

THE #\':l-:lvum; BURN
°S HIS WAY OF TELL
et TELUNG

THANK Hird FoR THE cuTs
IN GO¥ERANMENT Foob
SUBSIDIES WHILE VOURE
DOWN THERE 1/

h its own laws. but tor Trots

e machine is a
halt. Le
understood as point
unde

accumulation as class s

stand the

an abolition ol e

‘ohjective’  (eco
favourable for re 15h
for Trotskyists is to prc hi

“sub

eclive
leadership
Qnee the true Trotskyist vianguar

actor le

credent
exposing all the fake wo
the proletariat

has established its

leaderships

prepared to be

promised mode of production
It is not surprising tf
emphasising doctrinal
itractive  to th
revolutionary socialists in I

orgamsations.
sometimes insightful. analysis «
hoom  retrospectively
Trotskyist fatalism
reintroduce it now that the boom

only

forth into the

Mandel’s tardy. but

suspended



In practice 1S has

LA : rejected
mechanistic cconomic ana,

§is of the

class strugele 010 the centre of their
understanding ol the current erisis o
aceumulation: there is only one .,
outof the erisis onthe capitalis el
“eut the standird oF living of workj
peaple. eut the cosl ol production
In other words make
cliass pay Tor the crisis”
Another  hisis  [or (he
especially in Britain. scems 1o 4y
heen its relutionship 1o the ANtiwgr
movements - first the Campaign fo;
Nuelear Disarmament (€N

the working

PAF

dnd

LRSS inam  Solidary
mpaign. e strength of by
campaigns  and  their radicalising
seomednt that o theory  of

TEproasperiny bised on the
miquity of  weapons  production
wounld strike o strong chord, The
IPAES appeal wis moralistic rather

Ehtnssewentilic but this .
undersiindable Tor an organisation
which wis mosthv. a1 rthat

recruiting studunts

Muddled Maths

the wonderful waorld of
“mathematical economics anyvthing is
Ppossibles This is an axiom of which
~hourgeois cconomists ke fulles
aidviintage. 1t would scem reasonable
10 expect grealer restrint ol marxist
weonomists. This 15 not the case Tor
Kidron who gave the PAT it most
phisticated form.

“Thethearetical basis for the PAE i
s The Produciion of
Wointodities by Means of
] a seminal work in
{neo-Ricardiany ceonamic
ik, which  first  appeared
ish in 1960. In some wins the

lvsis was highly
and mathematical 1t
ided & solution to the prohlem of
151 the svalues of
s into Cheir prices of
elian. which had heen a focus
PN ISy sinee the publication
epideel. Vhe solution offered by
Wi g on that of von
1wz (published 1907) and led
axiom that “the organic

CONLEMPOTIN SILTON. plicing 1,
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capital indepartment
ct role in determining
“24 This s all very
an be ‘proved’

pointed  out.
It is in accord with

o on this score was

Mpong. He is

. the
L4

Auerative areas?
hunger tor profits
istinetion  hetween
If this is
¢ composition
11 does
ate of profit.
L tool not a barrier.
W ees ol salving”

hourecois
hourzcons,

the
the

sucial
leaks

e orthodos
Sderms ol the
salution o the
prchlem He
teind. By e
w0l oarms oller
for profitable
t Bur this will
s gher rate of
sduieing than other

sirplus walue
by the stite 1t
o Nigher rate of

strphis value o it g from ather

sectors, then the avenues far
Srestment in those sectors will elnse
> Lastas they open up in arms

Sroduetion. A wovernment initj ted
AL as omlined by Callinicos
et expliin the boom gither
L addivion 10 (he
Ldeaimeies ol the PAL
“endencies of mili

theoretical
1he qetual
v espenditure hy
advanced capitalist countries seems
‘o helie L Militan spending has
lallen as a share in total government

wenditure inall western countries
~mnee the early 1950%, °

Alternatives

By recognising the dual nature of
the labour pracess — production of
things. reproduction of social relat-
ions — an adequate approach to the
post-war boom can be elaborated. On
this basis the unity of the process of
wenmulition and the chiss struggle

1 he established. while avoids
rous distinelions amongst
scenemie. adeological and political
v

“The analysis of accumulation as
class struggle™ provides a means for

g econamic aceounts of post-
vat gromth and Cpolineal” history
mie an histarical  materialist

sabanation of the bovm 1 we aceept
the L of the teadency Tor the rite ol
prabit to fall” as anexpression ol class

struggle (polemically framed in terms

of capital's

perspective), then

analyses of erises can he undertaken

by ¢

amining the tendency and irs

counter-tendencies as manifestations

ol the relation of class fore

the

context ol determinate relations of
production
For example the counter-

mfMuences 1o the tendency of most

relevince 1o Austr

A alter World

War 11 were

1

increasing the rate of surplus
value. The relationship between
this influence. which entails a
greater intensity of work or lower
wages, is readily apparant,

lowering the value of means of
production  This can oceur in a
number of ways. The most signif-
icant is the introduction of a new
technology which increases the
productivity of labour. {Increased
productivity can also increase the
rate of surplus value by lowering
the cost of wage goods.) The
introduction and effects of new
technology are not, however,
neutral. Productivity increases
may be appropriated by capital, in
the form of higher profits, or by
lahour in the form of a lower rate
ol exploiation. Thus & strong
labour  foree might compel a
capitalist o previnus
stulling  structures.  despite  the
introduction of new technology

relain
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See my A Poor Start 10 Frospenty
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includes some references 10 relevan
Australian literiure

alue™  fnre

ure. a theory
and powerful in
litical action™

& post-war boom
that arucle had
omerit as  an

account of those factors which
constituted, in Rick's phrase. “the
local pre-conditions for Australian
participation in the long post-war
boom.™ But whatever Rick may
claim for it in retrospect, it was def-
initely not an adequate analysis of
the post-war boom as a total
phenomenon.

1t 15 possible 1o explain the
particular Australian precon itions
for Australian participation in the
post-war boom. just as it 1s possible
1o explain the particular Australian
precondition  for Australian
participation in. say. the Gireat War,
the CGreat Depression. or the Second
World War. But the economic
policies of the Chille and Menzies
governments in the late 19405 and
carly 1950s no more eaplain the

phenamenan ok 28 vear shal

boom than Menzies™ policies in the
Jate 1930s explain the phenomenon
of a 6 year long global war.

The evolution of the world
cconomic  system  can only b
explained in terms of the dynamics ot
that  system itsell.  To beliew
otherwise 1s to fall foul ol the
empiricist delusion that a whole
mercly the aggregate of its parts. I bt
may be fine for hourgeois cconomics.
but it is not the method of analysiy of
Marxist political economy

So. despite the flourish. Rick
doesn't really have all that much
offer as an explicit theoretial
alternative to the permanent dri
cconomy (PAE) th But  hie
attempl to construcl i theoretival
alternative is actually much less
ssive than his entigue of th
- itsell
ick 15 carclul weay

ul the nie




~ solution, then one is led to the
nelusion, fundamental to the PAE.
hat the organic composition of
pital in Department 11l has no
ct on the rate of profit.
om this iy the theoretical basis
pon which the PAE rests.” Rick is
juile right to concentrate on this
laysis and to ignore Cullinicos’s
mpt 1o reconstitute the PAE on
ternative theoretical basis ' But
yg;hzu does Rick have o say in
~ oppositon  to  von Bortkiewicz's
approach? e throws out to us 2
etorical guestions.
L M he (ie. M
£ to the logic of his own
Well. von Bortkiewics and
on would both reply ‘yes” — and
gives us no reasons to reply
jise. Seeondly. “do we see
pitalists producing arms. suffering
than average rate of profit?
alists tolerating in the

rx) reluted

ustry. without trying 1o
- capital to more lucrative
His yuestion is simply irele
the rate of profit as it
“the “capitalist’s hunger [o1
(and how about thai for an
le of the ‘moralism’ which
deplores elsewhere) v
d in price terms, not valuc

daterimnral Sovifiv 9: Page 14

Once through the outer perimeter
ol rhetorical  guestions.we finally
penetrite 1o Rick's inner citadel
the  magnificent  cliche  tha
‘i!\\nthunmlm Initool nota barrer”,
linked 1o the profound observation
that “at least five ways of *soly ing" the
transtormation  problem  can  he
demonstrated, depending on the
dassumplions one makes”™, and capped
ull with the cven more magnificent
eliche that =it is in its assumptions
that  bourgeois  economics s
mherently  bourgeois, not in
mathematics™,

Who could possible disagree with
any ol this? Yes. weare all on the side
of the angels. None of us. not even
von Burtkiewics. actually think that
muthematics is a barrier not a tool.
And presumably. vutside the lunatic
Iringe ol the pre-Hlua CPA(MI)
none ol us actually thought that
mathematics  was  inherently
bourgeois. But thissays nothing at all
ahout  the validity of von
Bortkiewic/'s  solution  to  the
srmation problem. It remains
noise’. As such. itdoes not even
establish  the groundwork for a
technical “economic’ eritique of the
AL thesis.

But Rick does have one last go.

Apparently. the facts don't fit the
theory: military spending “has fallen
as share 1n total government
expenditure in all western countries
sinee the early 1950s™. Indeed it has.
But this. in itsell. is irrelevant. since
what nuitters is not the percentage of
government expenditure, but rather
the pereentage of total output. which
LOES 0N Armuments.

Obviously. il both military and
non-military government
expenditure merease as i percentage
ol total output. the latter at a higher
rate than the former. then it will be
true hodh that armaments
expenditure as @ percentage  of
gorvernment expenditure is declining
{Rick's  evidence) and  that
armaments  cxpenditure as a
e se ol total world output is
mercasing (aecording to Kidron. the
precondition  lor an - increasing
relitive stabilisation of the rate of
prolit). 3 e

But et us lorgive this hittle ship in
Rick's logic. The ratio he should be
discussing, that between armanents

is

expenditure and total output. has
heen decreasing sinee the 1950s, This
is hardly news tathe PAE theorists
indeed. in 1968, Kidron pointed to
the decline in average western arms
expenditure us i percentage of GNP,
Irom 1953 ta 1965, as evidenee for the
steady erosion of the arms eeonomy
which would lead to its ultimate
disruption.'! Riek. and lan Gough,
who is the source for this part of the
argument. are  surprisingly
ahistorical in their approach to this
yuestion. They both suffer from that
extremely truneated view of history
i which the beginnings of the world
arc dated at around the year 1945, 1t
15 absurdly irrelevant o compare
arms expenditure one year with that
the next. and then to correlate these
comparisons  with  similar
comparisions hetween the levels of
Leonomie etvity in each year.

What  matwers is  the overall
comparison between the very low
levels o arms  expenditure
throughout the pre-war depression
and the very high levels throughout
the post-war boom. Gough cites the
sume evidence that Kidron uses to
point to the erosion of the armes
ceonomy. that is. the evidence of a
declining.  but by pre-war
stiandu very high level of arms
expenditur evidence against
hidron’s th 2 This is hardly
logically  permissable.  And when
Giough goes on to argue that “Since
then (ie. the late 1960s) this tendency
{ic.  declining  levels ol arms
expenditure) has if  anything
intensilied with a major drop in the
LIS from 97 ¢ to below 7¢¢ in 1972715
he is merely providing evidence n
support of the PAE explanation ol
the final breaking ol the boom. With
enemi like these. who  needs
Iriends?

w

Fatalism and
Voluntarism

The centre of Rick's critique of the
PAE is not. however. contained in his
few barely developed remarks onvon
Rortkiewicz's and Kidron's ‘muddled
maths’. Rather. it centres un Rick’s
attack on the theony's supposed
“latalism’. :

Rick begins with a quotution from



example. treats precisely (hoge
- questions of the production of sp |
relations!’ which Colletti
ignered by Second Internationg)
\ ~ Marxism.
| ~ Indeed. if one were to point o
“technologistic’ theory of the post-
war boom. then one would point, n;
to kidron. but to Mandel's theory o
the third technological revolution, 4
theory which Kidron himself rejects
on  preaisely  anti-technolo
grounds.™® Furthermore, Kidron's
theory isn't particularly fatalistic® (in
the meaningful sense in  which
Cuolletti uses the term, posed to
the all-embracing, and hence near-
meaningless, sense inwhich R
ith One only has to read Kidron's
conclusion to appreciate the
fatalistic nature of his position:
Western  capitalism is once a
ereating conditions for the com
ence ol working-class
olutonarn politics that
the warld. Whether or not t
ergence will tuke place in the seve
depends as much on the rev
. aries as on anything discussed he

a

I 1 ' Rick just doesn’t seem
I n ally take C - appreciate how un-|
I th: comparison
International  theorising
and Plekhanov really did believe th
the course of human hist was
inevitable. They really
Bernstein’s phrase,
without a God. Ac
Plekhanov, Marxism
‘historical development  from
standpoint of necessity, and its ¢
ivi d necessary link in the

I matter, the Trotskyists) cannot
simply lumped together with
jond [nternational Marxis 5
s of *fa
8 i not to suggest that Rick hasno
isagreement with the PAE On
ntrary, Rick has certain very
objections to the PAL. bul
objections have to be dug out
behind the Collettian
uflage  with which he has
nded them.
ick's real objection 15 guite

g rate of profit).
the PAE arises,
between it and
Marxism. but

y
's own theory of
fit, developed

ital. According

are ‘narrowly

5 nol the case
‘and the theory

terial and
1o identify

ysis of the develo
concrete societies, 1|
bourgeois proletarians, a
located ar ular moments in
both time and space.

I said earlier that Rick developed
no real theoretical alternative to the

our understanding of the *

crisis of accumulation”, that the law

ol the tendency f

to fall must be understood

expression of cl

both the tendency and its counter-
‘manifestations of the

own theory of capitalist crisis. both
the long-run tendency towards a
crisis of p ity hort-
run crisis of o seen
as inherent in the capitalist mode of

counter-ten 3
ttention on  the process
accumulation and on the organic
composition of capital.

It is this mode of analysis to which
Rick objects. In s view,
capitalis
asa resultot ¢
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nges inthe rate
exploitation). We

ick, a crisis of profitabilit
not a result of the tendenc
he capitalist mode of
Il towards an i
composition
result
wurki
similarly
; /, ruling class
the Marxist
I production as

there is o
re with

s position sho
capitalist crisis is indee
working class militancy,
of the inherent logic of the system
n the conservatives are
to argue thi
will store
It is, in fact, one of t
strengths  of  Marxism,
agitational tool, thatitisable to place
the responsibility for crisis on the
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Drakeley

At first the Dutch simply
participated in the existing trading
pattern. having little impact upon the
social or economic structure. With
the formation of the Dutch East
Indies Company, an association of
mereantilists and financiers, the st
was set for a thorough cconomic
exploitation of the area. Operating
from their base in Batavia (now
Jakarta) the Company subjugated
various indigenous rulers. They ruled
through them, appropriating the
surplus that formally accrued to the
aristocracy in the form of tribute.

Changes 1o the subsistence
economy took place with the
introduction of export oriented crops
by the Dutch. First of all, they were
integrated into peasant plots - the
peasant having 1o produce a specified
guantity as tribute. Later,
plantations were created employing

at first Chinese coolie labour and
later Indonesian peasants,
proletarianised as rural workers

In the nincteenth century, the
Dutch State took over the Company
and colonised the region. The
Company hureaucracy (built on the
indigenous aristocracy) wis
expanded as an extension of the
Dutch State. The ‘Cultivation
System' was introduced. This meant
more plantations and mining
operations, many privately owned or
Jeased by Dutch Capital.

The basic features of the present
day Indonesian economy Were
created in this period. In place of one
cconomy there were now Lwo; the
peasant  subsi economy
existing alongst and only
marginally integrated into &
developing capitalist economy.
predominantly state-run. The




- imperialist’ rantings

meglomaniac Sukarno wlu
C him
wer while the PLK ] md the nn.I
ckeved for position 1o Seize

Meanwhile the ruling ¢
centralised into the army
army-controlled burcauc
doing very nicely for themsel v,
the side: every aspect of the e
the economy (except for the Chin
dominated sector. with whom they
appear to have made .
accomadation) gravitated into ()
contral,

m
1eir

 The struggle between the p K |
d the army was an une

programme, but it had pnuun- Tittl
else. I'he army had effectiv ntrol
of the state and the economy. In
ddition. the unions er ured - that

onse. thanks to the acyuicsce
of the P.k.L The army also had th
weidpons and the ability to mobili:
“Ihe 1965 coup smashed all politi
opposition Lo the army, half'a mitlion
i i d.and the
sl.:l: and _army (particularly the

‘!hc New Order [
Ciovernment had begun and v
the Indonesian version

compradore state capi

In other words, in Indones
usion of state and capital has t
lane. Ide not intend toembark lipon

Is on the subject:

The more productive lorees it (

late) takes over. the mor

bwnmn the real collective bod

the capitalists, the more citize

exploits. The workers remain wi
rs, proletarians. The capitalis

Nlll.ln:n is not ahn] hed; it is rather

|

aiun sce Cliapt
ony Chirs State Cupitulivn i1 R
Pluter Press 1974).
-::l ar that state and capital
h linked. in t
the Dutch

the State

subsistence

ected to the

use many
- plots  of
d to the state

s" private
- small -
ese and

General Sutowo—Perta
first director

handful of 1an economists
trained at U.C. Berkele
sponsored by th I'nni Fuund tion)
It is cla

practis¢ - a case which
llustrates qu rly the
dictum concerning the embodiment
of class interests in economic
theaories.

The strategy is 1o exploit
Indonesia’s non-renewable
resources, particularly oil, with the
resources of foreign capital aiming at
generating  sufficient  surplus  for
investment in argriculture and a cap-
ital goods manufacturing industry.
Foreign capital is allowed on
favourable terms and overseen
thowever inefficiently) by the state,
Meanwhile state development
programmes. run by state owned

ies like Pertamina, Triusaha
Bhakti and Bulog using the capital
dacquired by the state’s share of
foreign capital earnings. swung into
operation with the (stated) aim of
making Indonesi developed and
independent cconomy by the turn of

1t is a strategy which has met with
little but  dismal [' ilure since i
inception.
will show. F
foreign debt has r
|he period th

the state owned

| company Perti The debt

servicing ments irrently

running at 20% 'oi ~.n|n.up dnurc
while oil produc

ternarional ialise 9: Page 30

| production accounts for 0% of
€Xport  earnings). Imports have
Brown at a rate higher than
exports’, ol State expenditure
Boes i and up-

¢ {to absorb even if
labor umnl‘. in (-uh‘l ta
Erowth
It is oo casy for glib palitical
SEONOmIsts to point 1o this failure
.md blame it on the
clit

ution ilhelndum aneconomy
and class structure. It is the bjective
class interests of the ruling class and
the material, contradiction-ridden,
situation tha[ these interests operate
in that has produced Indonesia’ s
plight. And it is a plight from which
no development strategy, be it state

i or compradore state
capitalism in alliance with
imperialism, can rescue it.

Footn otes

n Economic Review Dec 23 1977

IMJ
Alex  Hunter; “The Indonesian  Oil

Hruu Glassburner
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sweeping through the
industry much faster 1
and tertiary seetor. thou,
levels in private

minufactiring
N the prinyg,,
Eh employ ment
King declined for the

Bt tme i decades in 1978 4

- Tk '
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Socialism
and Labor

Socialism and Labour — an Australian
Strategy by R.W. Connell. Labor Praxis
Publications; 50 cents

by George Petersen

I have for some time been critical of the
behaviour of the left in the NSW A.L.P
(the Steering Committee). 1 remember
particularly their failure to challenge Jim
Cairns at the 1975 Terngal Conference
when he recommended adoption as
AP, policy the need for an b
government Lo guarantee the profitability
of private capitalist enterprises. In State
me kind of behaviour was
5 teering Committee support
for Wran's action on Warkworth and
support for his opposition to hospital
tradesmen’s wage increases. We need to
ask ourselves why the same people, who
are vigorously promoting the Connell
pamphlet. in practice act in a way thatis
the antithesis of the socialist principles
enunciated by Connell.

It would, of course, be all too easy to
emulate Ernie Lanein Dawn to Dusk and
see the process as one of personal
betrayals by one time leftists. What 1
would like to suggest is that the process
of "betrayal” is one that is implicit in
Connell’s strategy. Also what happencd
to Allende in Chile. to Whitlam in
Australia and to lLang in New South
Wales is inevitable unless socialists are
concerned with power, and Connell 15 001
concerned with power but with gaining
olfice. Note particularly what he says on
page |8 regarding the phenomenan of

ruling class ruthlessness n
Eovernments rg,
clags,

deposing
! presenting the working
There are wavs of countering these
respanses though this is hardly the place
10 g into them” i

Why not? lsn't (he

Yuestion of the
working

class holding power a central
duestion [or socialists? Does he really
think he can eetaway with the reforms he
propuses at the bottom of puge 12 unless
the working class possesses an arganised
leadership  which can mabilise  the
workers either to challenge the capitalist
state or to defend & workers state?

1 know it will be pointed out to me that
at the top of page 8 Connell says that the
working class is still the only force that
can dchieve a socialist society. but having
mentioned thatfact, heretreatsfromi- and
tells us on page 11 *Socialism is not a
government, nor o policy, but a
movement”. For what!

On the same page he yuite rightly says
that the *Transition (o socialism®™ means
taking those steps, such as esteblishing
sucial contro! of production, which will
make W ampossible for capitalism to
continue reproducing itsell. To which ane
can only reply. “llow true!™

But how is this programme to be
implemented? Connell’s solution ta the
problem comes close to the Trotskyist
concept of a transitional programme,
that is, demands that appear realisable to
the workers but which cannot be granted
without calling the capitalist state into
yuestion. On page 12 he defines the
socialist strategy as one that presses for
“Reforms that do not ¢
that cannot be contained within its logic”.
But his example of a demand of this kind
i poorone it is not comparable with
Lenin's “Bread. Peace and the |.and"™. lle
suggests that  “Bringing urban
development under public control had
the potential to develop this way if there
were sulficient public pressure behind
Lthen

In this example, what has happened (0
the working ? (ne of my most bitter
struggles has been against a Labor mayor
who was opposed to  llousing
Commission housing being built because
it would cost the Council money in
providing services. 1le wanted to use the
plight ol the homeless as a lever to gain
people who, whatever
alrcady sullered from.
were already adequately housed. That
crample hy the Labur mayer was
paary . ant-w orking chass and ant-

serviees o
disubilitics the;

socilist.



nced andustrial capitalist or
capitalist country or countri
Australin there would
reduction in the workers'

international trade. But the r | dang
of sacialism in one country would het
the defence of the revolution agai
world capitalism may be so cnormgus)
expensive that the working e
required 1o make extreme q
comparable with those made hy the
Russians after their revolution, angd
‘which provided the fertile ground for the
Stalinist counter-revolution.
Also it does no good to ignore the
that the world's ruling cla
nuclear weapons w
against us il they see the
threatened. To suggest, @
thit the process of change to sociali
could be achieved bit by bit aver the ne
- len years is a dangerous illu:
nobody who is serious about s
could accept,
This once again raises the gues
who is going to bell the cat? Conne
message on pages 22 and 23 is th.
cnough workers
implementation of so
il

whallenge the capatabist state. the ¢
revolution would be among us led by o
Kerr ar a Pinochet. Might 1 11
- hum that the prime problem fa
Australian Labor movement
tion of the Australian w,
5 required Lo overthrow capitalis

and to defend a workers regim

n for the benefit of t
o very loose

any group which setup a
eture within the AL |

: po

ly believes in samething mo
mitme ad

iganda
reunately. | ean sce no cvidence th
o and 1 cannot see his st
e than  reproducing
ol the pustwith theireontinuo,
defeat [or the left,

When  Brisbane cops  attacked the
meatworkers/wharfside picket against live cattle
exports, arrested AMIEU member Margaret Brednall
reported the struggle for the Battler,

While the Victorian State Government tried Lo close
down its prefabrica ion plan* at Homesglen AMWSU
steward Norm Thompson wrote regular reports for
T;ne Battler on the resistance to the vernment’s
plans. )

When Nurses Association members at Sydney’s Prince
Alfred Hospital drew out their right-wing branch
leadership and began to huild rank-and-file
organization, nurse Pam Townsend was in the thick
of it. She gave the story to The Battler.

THE BATTLER is a workers' paper and it de-
pends on your support for its survival! We
need articles, letters, information and finane-
ial help. And we need you to sell the paper
where you work. . . . .

the bhattler

is the paper of the International
Socialists 20 cents

You can obtain copies of The Battler from
any branch of the IS.

If you would like to have The Battler mailed

to you, write to Box 46, Flemington

Victoria 3031.

If you are unable to join the International
ialists, then working with The Battler is a

great way of fighting for workers’ power.




What cometh here. from west to east l_wending?
And who are these, the marchers steg ?
We hear the message that the rich j

Aback to those who bade them

We asked them for a life g
They bade us bide th

We craved to speak tg

We come back speg

Here lies the sig
Amidst the stol
But in the clout
Brings us our d

Not one, not oné
But one and all




