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i -;)Sf S t?“ contrivutions in this edition of 'Left! are°concernsd with
£9ttlﬁf 8LCL to first Principles. ! hat is aron. with gucioty?! and how cen it B

caanged?’ are the sain guestions which Are posed. Llementory thoush these cuestions
i ore extreuely important, and o full discussion on them is to be

]

welconed,

ver, though there 1is clearly ~ ;cneral intentiun to bresk with 'pragmatism'

which any socizlist should be ashaiged to aduit to - it seens to me that

e alternatives Buggested dn this negazine are uerely 'disguised pragmatisn's

centributor -~dnitted t: ws, Marxism, the only scientific a2 proach to séciety
ses
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J?to%r W+c? Fnu usual ?Onld ar uments, but anyone who diss

ic deterainist! hae clearly not understood the theory, =
to re~d Plclnonov's "M terinlist Conception of History',

ANTaelarxist arsuaents put for.ard are similarly only srguments a-
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2inst 'vulgar

ha theusy ~s it was written.,
L+ 1s asserted that 'mobody has =2 @onopoly os “enth! ag if this is somehow and
e fapvy o a0 3 Ty i M ey 12 WO . —7 = . 3 ¥ = : 2
o eiet Jlorxisia,  In foct no BRGNS SAOIMEE SO UNe. 28 1 g 1l such a
ly. .32in, it is not dMarxists who believe in absolute truc... e e
: S . = Lok 2 : . 2ut the idealists.
; £h2f such truthe will be revealed to all (in tiae: ok
o £ =7 : . = = 5 . - = = x S HRG =
education. How wes it then, that students in bermany plsyed a prosressive ro.- o
1848 2nd yet (after incre=sed educationd) supported the rise of Hitler? It is clea:
wenssnac to sse education as noutral in this WY

;.\.7

in one article it is su:zested that socialict revolutions Jjust do not take
place n highly industrialized societics. In fact in Germany in 1918, in ¥rance in
1636 =nd 1968 (to mention but a few) all the conditions existed for the socialist
seolution except a revolutionary leadership. ihe dorkin. clnes have chown again =nd
ain cheir preparedness to fisht; they have not brousht in socialiem essentinlly
of the treacherous role of thoir social deuserat ~nd communist party 'leaders!.
i will not be sucecessful without the correct leadership. Marx himself contin-
haeisud that man mokes his own history. . Harxist cannot gim.ly sit back and
' the 'ineviteble' revolution. . .2ain and again the ruling class have bought
#workers' leaders end turned thew in the safc, reformist, direction. .[.gain
n writers like larcusec a

e turn to a philosophy of pessimism az a result of
period of capitalist stability. Such idecs must be exposed for what they are -
gcreens. This ig the job of the Marxist. .e are told that 'we are all
26 of mixed economy, not of capitrlism and olag

planmnsre now, we are in on ~g lags war!,
-gain it ie the Jjob of the sMarxist to expoee the myth., e live in zn g8 of monopoly
eapitolien, with the state teing used more and aore to £TOP Up tae economy, not %o

devaelop it or plan it

3y no @means is way forward to socislism a stra2i ht ones It is obvious
from thie chort piece ! seny cifferences of opinion exiet, and for that reason I

1

welccme the discussion of basgic ids~s in this edition,

Paul Johnson.
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okon in 1l their vorieties liberslisa and siarzisn now constitute our ma jor,
even cur only, polictical alternstive. You aight say shat about conservatism? Jell

Wt about 1t? Or rathsr where is it? Jherever it prevaile as the dominant ideology
of & stobe e.z. Lranoo's Spain, Vorster's South .frica, or what was Salazar's FPortugal,
BT ts pors on political power than oa ifeological consent and the days of guch

Yog are nuwbered. In advoneed capits list societies the ideological ond intel-

lschur) functions perferued by 19th century conservatism are now performed by liber-
-_in.  Phere is no coherent conservatisw thot is not o variety of liberalism or mere
ecoentricity (Znoch?)

2o are left with libernlism and Marxism which have both been insurgent creeds
in :oeiv various forus; they have been the rhetoric ~nd ideoloyzy of movements,
parties and clagses on the road to power and in due course sach haz become a
rvosive creed, the ideclozy and rhetoric of a consolidated political ~nd econoumic
; e ideolory liberalism and uarxisa have both been made vulgar and banal -
plicg cliches for the defence of 2 great power state and for th: abuse of the
vloc anG ali ite works, what started off as two political philosophies have
Loas official ideologies and hove become, in differing ways, engulfed by nationalisnm

5
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and in the process bsen castrated,

s

7ith success ideologzy becones vulgarized. Tdeoloyy as the puclic face of a
). philosophy very often becomeg iyth or folklore - and freguently even o

f ideoloyy withers away ~nd 211 that is left is an empty and irrelevent

i liberalism. L. 3. J. on the one hnd can begin 2 speech

inity of HAn .e.e.e.." and on the other pomb hell out of

xied anG liberalisi in their contemporary institutionalized forms are 21t

ontrolled ideslozies ~nd at worst empty rhetorics. Liberalism =8 publicly
4ithout coherent content, its gsoals haove bsen made £0 formal and

to provide no clear aor~l standsrds. Liber~lisa Les become practical and
end has lost its woral content and force liks i Both have generally

relevant to politicnl positions huving moral content - both have forsaken

thoir coamon heritage - the secular huuwanist tradition of Jesbtern Burope.
2 P

ey thegs two folklorcs, the ideolosy of vulrar Marxism and the rhetoric of
iberalisa, confront each other all over the world, such supported by = vast
ané. slaborete machincry of propiganda, They offer little or nothing of value to

~lternatives are const-ntly being souzht by different sections

cuuatinn.  Bub of course most men o not, they amerely accept the soing fokelore,
iveral or marxist, as the accident of thelr seozrachic residence nay dietate.

Howsver there is e sigpifiocept nigority in weshern soeletiss todev-disillusioned by

the eopty rhetoric of liberalisa and the

yle political scene. Ldmittedly this

/aincrity
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ans of 2einly students and highly educated people naul the "revolutico® is
a-ahd Bew %1n3d, but it ﬂould be foolish to uaderestimive its dimportance.
students at Universitics developing = kind of universal consciousness

) f“ta the Cgr Wgrid they grodunlly communicate to the ordinary

ke, “revolution™ is aoing on contlnuxLly. The liberal system, in
toslichuents as Universities and Celleges of further
ise, sowing the sceds of its own dsstruction.

e S Gal] rolu A bre s

s deats, of today ore
5 ot

in. sthe ~a] eontent of liberalism and the 1meﬁls on whic

is : he hippiez in their own way %ere trying to resurrect and
1live aceording to these ddnlsy =~ 'Lhey realised as do a
, thas ve ePe daving i 9 llu“l nightmare; that, to

srinod insid2 out and henging upside down. ‘e are livin, in some lousy

g frﬂgmgnted consciﬁusnu~; thhublCﬂlly estranged and alienated from our
tove Lelves. fhere is an unhealthy tendency among £dome groups; like the hippies, to
thirk ©hat we cwnnot et back to any celf-validating experiencc cxcept by glimpses,
Le2liy induced, of certain states of being that exist within us, us testimony of
na¢. @ore wme-nin:ful consciousness - a universal consciousness. .. revolution
itself is a necessary condition for a changed value eystem which is the
& hope for the wmoriband huwaan race, It is students who are experiencing
2 de »wee this roevolution in the mind anl developing s universal concciousness
arclanily transaitting it to the wider world. Studying Zen, occultism, repetition
crng, wnd going on "trips" can only provide us with euphoric sell-outs unliess we
The ;”Ly re 1ity that exists here and now - the practical reality of our condi-
EADLs sh activities mentioned sbove c-n become rel herrinszs nosing us off
é?o&ucin¢ the euphoric delusion that we are holy, when, actually, we
= one. anether like, o pack of pigs in & sty.

drovpin: out are hot znswers to any protlems — they are a purely
201 7e can only work within the systen ond sttempt to chaonge 1t from

somiin, At Universities and similar places situdentes are doveloping o discovering
e T ORER l consciousness ~nd arc demanding the resurrcetion ~nd im lemwentation

‘ LSS als shared in many ways by both Morxiem <nd liberalis n. Thic
reason will necessarily be a siow, ?'onlvl» y clow, process but it is
ow and will continue to o so, until it forms the basis of ail practical
icics, when the qu~lity of life mibut be such that we ca2n no lonuor
';ce as moribund, and 2 vock of pigs fi:hting it oUt dn 2 sUy.
ﬂ,j ve 1on; before the Iaw of love will be wecagnized in
i of governzents stord betusen and hicde the
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FRINCE -~ THE SOCTL LUT RQVOLUIIOR B GINS

Roger M. Bartlett.

1ne events which took place in France this May shattered the theory of
peoce" which has pervaded the Labour movement during the post-war boom years.
same tine the cltlﬁc of certain so-called Marxists, that the furopean
iat had bscouae "oourgeoisfied™, have been refuted by the revolutionary role
irench workers.

{HiL IV TH REFUBLIC.

The Goullist resime, relying on the support of reactionary army leaders and
the middle class, was itself a progeny of the criei of 1958. &ince then De Gaulle
has assuwied the mantle of a Bona artist, manocevring between the bourzeoisie on the one
hongd and the working class on the other. Such a regime is Ly its very nature unstable,
freezing for o cshort period the class struzgle, but only to prepare the way for a gocial
explosion at = l“ter stage, Jdthoush De Gaulle's "independent" foreign policy wmay have
sppenled to the middle clage, the harsh, economic facts of life ultimately provoked the
discontent of the working population.

Despite improvements since 1958, on gquarter of the labour force earnt lecs than
2 e W

ek, while between 5 and 6 million people lived below the official subsistence
level. Ths average workin, weck was 47 hours, much longer than in most advanced

capitalist countries. The housing situation also rewains a scand al, with 3 million
(out of 9 million) people in Paris living in atroeious conditions.

in Iebruary 1967, 2% willion workers went on strike to fight for better
cynditions., In the electiont of thc folluwing month, De Gaulle's majority in the
Kational . wu.*ly was reduced to 2 handful 2nd the COJnunlst Party (P.C.I. ) gained
over ome million votes.

lnced #ith a deteriorating economic situation, with the prospect of worse to
coms, the lrench Government introduced measures in May 1967 giving itself the right
to rule oy decree on social cond econoamic guestions. This decieion provoked a 1 day
zeneral strike of 12 million WOrkers, which clearly dewmonstrated the growing militancy
of the French working class

3y .oy 1968, the nuaber of unsuwployed had risen to wmore than 500,008, z of
whow were sohval leavers. .t the same time wage increases won over the past two years
had pesn eabon amay by price rises, so that real wages had actually fallen.

The kichly inflamaatory situstion now existing recuired only 2 spark to

ate = anss aovewent of the working class, a movement which wag to threaten the
very oxistence of French capitalism. The students were to provide this spark.

/STUDERT



SPUDENT R.DIC LS TI0N,

Student denonstrations in early May, in protest =
confitions and shocking acadcaic facilities, led to the rector calling the police
into the forbonne. rhis action, which revived uenories of Nazi occupation, succeeded
in unitin: the vast aajority of the students of Paris, and subsecuently of the whole

trance, tchind their more militant colleazues. Professors, teachers and school-
en joined in support of the students in the ensuing demonstrations an¢ street-

In the deawnstration of lay 8th, the slozans (and the arrests following the 3
aetration) indicated that large nuubers of apprentices and young workers from the
echnical colleses in Paris, ns well ne unemployed youthe, had joined the struggle. =
mese youn: workers provided the link, whereby adult trade unionists were drawn into
the aoveaent. Dhe success of the students in goining their iwiediate demands impressed
the workers, and the vicious brutality of the riot police (C.R.%.) won the sympathy of
80 (mccording to the D2ily mxpress) of the Paris population for the students' demands.

] 3 ey LR f
CwORBERE REVOLT

Ihe cbove fuctors prompted the C.G.2, (Comaunist U, ), C.E.D.T. (Catholic it o
¥.4.N. (University Tenchers ..ssociation) and U.N.E.I. (Gtudents Federation) to call for
a 24 hour general strike on Moy 13th. This developed, against the intention of the
union leaders, into o nation-wide seizure of factories by the wwrkers, who from then on
took the lezding role in fubure developments.

o workers' demands included:

i
=

niniaus woze of 100@ Fr. per month,
fhorter hours.
Security of employment.
Iaproved socisl service benefite.
The rizht of the trade unions to carry out activity in the factories.
Full woges during the strixke period.

A
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addition, workers comuittees had been set up in e¢nch of the occupied
factories. Jhe Finonciil fiues of iuy 20th revealing the understanding by the repre-
sentatives of c~pitil of the political nature of the strugsle, commented

"ihe workers ore not wmerely neking for financinl compensation, for gshorter
hours, but like the students are 2iso trnlking va uely of revolutionory comaittees.”

t the hei nt of the strike 10 million workers were involved, more than half
¢ workin. popul~tion. This in 2 country where "7 French workers out of 10 do not
elons to any union"(Observer). T[he pe2sante of Nontee erected barricades in support

s} n
of the workers ané studente, while white collar sections had aleo been drawn into the

<

T ;

tru-,lc. Jhe police h=d issued a statement saying that "serious matters of con-

c would arise if they we inst the workers by the authorities, snd that
they Mepprecinted the rencones which inspired the etriking wmage-earners” (Times - ay
24th). The .ray s2e gplit ond the Goullist zovernment had effectively ceased to
function.




the precsinditions of a revolutionary situation were present, What was
o revolutionary party with the audacity to seize state power.

5

THE ROLi OF THs FRANCH COmUNIST ERTY (F.C.E.)

The initisl reaction of the P.C.¥. to the students! revolt was one of open
hostility. Irhe Union of Communist Students (U.8.C.), which had .layed no role in the
stulent movement, said in = stateaent to ve Honde (5th and 6th qry) that the demonsg-
trations "prevented the wnss of students from working and toking their exams CEFT
iay 8th edition ,f Pravda used similar arpunsnts, complaining of "trotskyists"
in the vonzuard of the student movement,

Uncer the iapact of the mass wobilisation of the workers, the F.C.F. line was
: ~nd the students were commended for unleasghing o movement which chailenged
the cedliist 76 imc.

inced with the revolt of the workers, the ¥.C.F. adopted their favourite tactic
>opular kront - i.e. dropping any .retence to 2 revolutionary prograame in favour
f a parlisasntery bloc with the lLederation of the Left and other "democratic(?)™
srces. The excuse for this "tactic!" was their reluctance to 2lienate their "allies"
presumaoly the widdle clags); the reasoning being that they would have done s0 had
prograams for the radic~l reconstruction >f society on sccinlist lines been adopted.

e
Hh
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penceful revolution in France could easgily have token place in the latter
rt of dry. Yet the P.C.F. used "revolutionary weapons to achieve a parliamentary
aiaf (uCQLrLlSt - 2y 25th). The forces of reaction would have been impotent to
yruVqu the transfer of state power to a workers party. .. prograume, explaining the
eyploitation of the pecssontry under capitalisu, the inevitable ruination of the petty
bour;eoisie by the huze monopolies which dominate Irench industry, and the benefit to
these sections of o coeialist poliey, would have won theam decisively to the side of
the workers. [he attitude of the police and army would have prevented the "lood-bath",
wizich the F.C.¥., claimed would follow an atteupt at 1nsurrsctlon.

E

Pe

Instead of ziving the 16““ to the workers by orzanising workers councils on a

loead  then mational, basis; nstend of consolidating the sugport of the peas:nts and
tha lJ]vP Alrﬂlv ek@cs; 1nstc ; of putting forward & trﬁDSLtlun&l prozramme for the
tretr of society; the F.C.1. and its union, the C.G.I., acted as a brake on

the ﬁJrhers’ aovement, They attempted to kee. the workers demends at an econoaic
level and then to make concessions to the sogses.

The cowardly tactics of the P.C.F. lendership enabled tho a
its comeback and marshal tH“ forces of reaction. With no clear les
the workers bezon to drift back to work, many of their iauedinte de
revolutionary purposs fruotrﬁuu“.

verniaent to prepare
coming from above,
aet but their

~
“
.]

81

-8 "normality" besan slowly to return, De Faulle called a
the F. Culo 'alc*uca this with glee. ".giinst disorders and as2inst anarchy - vote
Cowmnist.” (!) TIhus, instezd of 2 prograuaac of radical change, the comaunists vied

/with
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lists az the party of order and respectability. ...
are well knoan, with the Communists losing over bOO O 30 votes 4nd tiie
acnieving 2 landslide victory.

The lower mildle-class and backward eleamcnts of the working class, who had
seen brouczht ints the strug.le in M~y, voted Gaullist. rLhis is not, as apoclogists
for the F.C.¥. claim, proof that there was no revolutionary °1tu~t13n in May. It can

' lerstood in the light of the coial position of the lower middle class, a
n the two great classes of copitalism - the proletariat on the one
gie on the other. Irhey will respond to a clear lead from the
in the upheaval in Moy, pbut will not (2nd this is the lesson of the
support a vacillatin. and cowardly workers' party. They deserted -
‘aC.F., the party of action, for the Gaullists, the party of order.

Thus, by their parliaamsntary obsessions, the F.C.F. paved the way for a Gaullist
vietory. ".11 the physical levers of power were in the hands of the comuunists"”.
(11¢us), They surrendered them with only 2 whimper of protest.

The role of the P,
raleased the nso-facist &

h. nzed little after the elections. “hen De Gaulle
and banned, 11 left-wing o

his associntes from prison, arrecsted the lcaders of,
etlons the P.C. k. raised no objection.

"They acted like Iabisne, not like revolutionaries ....... and acguiesced in
he sovernuent's decision to ban ail the saall left-wing revolutionary movements™
{Lconouist - June 22nd),

LELSONG FOR THs »UIURS,

*The end.of the first z2et, not the final curtain" wasg the Beonomist's verdict
on the e¢lcetions. The eleetion vietory will be a hollow one unless the sovernment
can golve the cecnuimie and soci~sl probleag facing krance, [he wage rises won by the
I1-be eaten awcy by the price rises and inflation that will follow. - This,

1th the w;b¢1tion of tariffs within the 8,5,0. and the downswing in world
will exacerbate the esonsmie positien in France.

i

The Goullist vietory and the sovernment's'inability to solve the problems

ing 1t w11l only open  the road te ‘further crises ani general strikes, with
the cucetion of =2 revolutionary transformation of society once more on the order of
the ¢ry. "Soms prophets alrendy. talk of the May days as a dress rehearsal, the 1905
of o new trench revolution." (dconomist - June 8th).

uo.ch section must learn the correct legsons from the events of lday. The
student revolutionaries must ciseard irrevocably the ideas of #arcuse 2nd the "New
Lefd! . foxr. . the »,111tj of the students to destroy capitalism by themselves was .
clesrly. deuonstrated. . fhe prozraame of znarono—uynu10~11°m, which refused to zo
beyoni the deasnds =lresady put forward by the workers must be rejected in favour of ¢
8 Harxist policy, zeneralising and politicising the workers' strugele. The tactics of
"Senchinz” the workers "the art of insurrection" by erxample alienated the large mass
gorkers who still supported the P.C.¥F. The students must understand the futility
3 throush the wotions of 2n incurrcstion without the mass participation of the

:lass
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The darxicts in France must lsarn from their miebakes, to prepare themselves
for the gtsuz 1; nhead. They must begin immediately the task of rooting themselves
in«the:aasse ¢wbour moveaent, espeeinlly the P.C.k., with the perspective of wresting
the leadership of the workers organisations from the Stalinists. This can only be
lone by patiently explaining the role of the F.U.H., in the M2y Revolution, distinguish-
g botween the betrayal of the leaders and the heroic role of rink-snd-file communists.

.t the same timc =n alternmative prograane of ftransitional deanande, leading to the
seizure of power by the Yrench workers, must be put forward with the aim of winning
er the acre advanced layers initially and 3t 2 later stagze converting it into a

i_ﬂﬁln: progcramas- around which to rally the rank-and-file of the P.C.E.

s

the workers theaselves wiil not quickly forget the fecl of power that was in
i hands 1n"' s Jhe stru_.de will have tau ht oany lessons to 1ts Larticipants
cvents aark the be dnning of the Soeialist Revolution in France. = The
L,mgafar" hich has existed since July will coon zive way to the next phase of
the stru- once agsin lrench capitelism will be threatened with destruction,

and the F in point the way to the future.

he overthrow of capitilism in krance would ive a tremendouse fillip to the
revolutionary aovenent throushout the world, the ruling class of the West and the
stelinist curesucracics rucosnise that a socinligt irance would sound their death-
knell, =nd toke further the task begun in QOctober 1917, of the ouilding of
Socielist Lorld Federation.

- 000 -

JH..EPRICE -PRAGMLTT

Bob Williosms.

Phe three aost prominent aspecte of recent 3ritich politics have been the
apparent aimlessness of both Labour and Conservatives, the absence of long~tern
thou.-ht, and the be inning of 2 public rejeetion of the political system.

lack of firm ~ims is sometimes praised as pragaatism, "keeping one's
'tl\mc op@n” is, I believe the phrase currently in favour. However, cocialists of
111 ¢ ons must remember that PR .GoL.010d I8 NOT NEUMR.L. It 1mrlies an

VOCQU,iUCb i the existing values and structure of society. ..e Paul Foot puts it,

HPoeia. Foras offered prasmatisally, which seek to »lter the structure, can, when
thoy confli with that structuro and those values, be pragmatically ab ndon’d"

Harold .ilson's belief in ceonomice growth and his convietion that "the Labour
or it ie nothing", hove been pitted in unegu2l competition
since Labour came to power. the arch-advocate. of tachnocruoy has struggled on, but
the idoral Crusader has bsen sunk without trace. The list of Labour's mistakes,

/blunders



bluacers and downricht betrayals nekes painful rewding, for inskance, Polaris,
Vietnam, Rhodesia, Drecorlutlonu, Kenya .sians, it is a °orry and scowin lv endless

list, but to place the rosponsibility for this traic record solely on Wilson, is
to dauble frivolously in personalities. 1lson's persons A fwults, errors, =nd idio-

syncragies would unly have been replaced by others, perh”~= even more ;ratesque, from
Brown, Callaghan or Jenkins.

'lth uzh party leaders are not expected to provide profound insizhts in%c the
human condit I think we might Jastlflauly expect some indication froa them, of
rﬁ@?@’ in Tnblf view, our =ociety ought to Le Jjoing. Otherwice how can we tell if
they are helping to «et it there, or indeed if we asree on the destination? Becauss

o
there heae been a lack of definite aias and of long-teram thinking, therc have been @
values to wnich those policies are supposed to be related. It is this lack of a

comprehensive social purpose that i the real cause of the despair of the Labour move-

sconomic growth is = valuable 1n% indiepensable me~ns to a just, socialiet
socicty, but the Labour Party must abandon the idea that ecsnomic wecovery is the
utopian end that will put everything rl“ht. ‘hen recovbry does take place it will be
even aore important to state the criteria for using the fruits cg growth. The aims of
policy should be stated in a clesr, meacguranle wxy, and policiez asgsessed in the light
of these aims,

T pelieve that = radical party must have a set of cefinite aims if it is not
to be "olown off course". No self-respecting socialiet could subscribe to Professor
Oskeshott's view that politics is like steering a chip in a storm. The good captain
is then nec ssnrllj concerned with keeping his ship off the racks and he does not
{5 cabin to construct a general theory of navigation. Neither do I accept
s assertion that only "pieccasal social enzinsering” is possible if

gtulitarianlsm is t. be avoided. Pilecemeal social engineering only mekes sense if
wo hove o prior notion of the purpose of the eng Sine,

(u

If covernment is to becoms, to use a 7ilsonian phrase, "purposive', a vizorous,
1y socialist theory ie a Dacgic essential. FPragmatism QJU created a theoretical

reanisational vacuua in the ,abour soveaent and it is upon the ability to fild
that vacuum that the future of British socialism depends.




BEPHIC A SOCLLLISH OR #.RXIST DETERMINTSM

S e e s e s

Kelvin P. Hopkins.

would doubt the senius of Karl llarx and Leon trotsky, yet brilliant

can one accept their central thesis that history is dictated solely

3 aterislistic process, Capitalism was for them a mere stage in the

1 " history, an essential forerunner to the socialist revolution, the cat-

mic change which was to mark the beginning of truly human history Hlth s society

of class Givieions, the basic ceause of social conflict. In this situation man

wan not to be the quunted aninal-like Leing of | revisus history but would at last be free

to ;qulO“ his potentialities to an «.most unlﬂahlne wole degree. The state was to

ither awsy leaving Socialist #on, completely woral, fulfilled, and happy; devoid of
sion ~nd aesertive selfishness, and able to live in idyllic harmony with his

Jows in a gociety of ecuality, plenty and peace. :

7ith this vision as a rallying call it is small wonder that Morxist ideas have
d enoraoucsly powsrful. However, though havin. great respect for many of Harx's
, hig theory of alienation, his soliology anc o on, one cannot accept the whole
consistent rational doctrine. His economic determinism leed him to jrophesy
s which have not becn fulfilled. The pauperisation of the mass of the working

ETove

ideas
as a
gvent
clage leading to socialist revolution has not eventuated.

Perhaps Marx was in fact ethically motivated. Indeed it is cobvious he thousht
as a humanist that socialisa was eminently desirable. He wished to promote the over-
throw of capitalism and wng without doubt the greatest revolutionary propagandist of all
time. However he claimed to despise ethical socialists. Capitalism was not immoral
but =n esgential historical stage on the road to socialism. Socialisi was not just
desirzble but inevitable. This ies where I cannot agree. Capitalism is immoral,
sccinlism is ethieaily desirable and judgins by world history since Marx's death, one
sould be wise to think carefully before saying anything was inevitable. One can be
generous to Marx and say that he anticipated a growing conscioucness of the need for
socialist government if some of the problems of man's basis needs were to be solved,
and that his dinlectic was a kind of metaphor for 2 belief that prosrese towards more
rationality and humanity in sceial organisation was inevitable.

.n ethical socialist creed implies value Jjudzements. hence then does one
values. One miet assert that there are several basic human needs. Life
5 p o death, co-operation to competition, security to fear and of course
lenty to scarcity. In short a secure basis on which to determine the course of one
e. One cnn zo further and say that some sort of freedom is desired by all men.
¢ froedos must be some notion of positive freedom. How can one be free if one is
subject to the ravaczes of nature, or the arbitrary will of other men? Can one really
be said to be free s gystem keeps one in economic subjugation to other men, or af
one! s nental sfrow stunted by l“ k of educational opportunity? Is 2 man free f!
he is alicnated from hie fellows oy beins continunlly forced to compete with them,
Positive frecdom cannot be that frecdom of the laissez-faire ideology still rampant in
the United States. Ls Isaih Be rl;n puts it, "sreedom for the pike is death for the

ainnows". :
/.. value
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:o value system ig thus built up and ex,ressed, and ene is lead to conclude that
theve is a need for democratic :overnment, in order that men may collectively govern
thewselves and control their own social environwent, and also that undemocratic power
centres be curtailed. Hence, as private capital ﬂul& in 2 few hands is the most potent
torm of undemocratic power, it is desirable that it be eliminated by economic socialis-
ation, [lhue men mizht also receive the full fruite of their endeavours, albeit
collcetively. [The predominant objective of production misht then be that of social

ed not mere private profit.: Coeisligation of the °upply of man's basic requirements
cr a toleracsle life appears then tc¢ have a quite rationsl foundation, ilarcuse has
ticed however that volue-patterns are implonted and manipulated in mand conseisus- -
nese oy the existing power structures in society and these may well be at varience

tJ £ e of men's fundascntal needs. However one need not be too pessimistic,

icn has an enormoucsly liberating effect in this respect and this is evidenced
by tho world-wide dissent from C)nveﬂtlon‘l value-patterns sumong students.,

The derivation of cocialist values as attempted above seeme reasonably simple
but sccial organisation and human pesychology are exceedingly complex. One must alxays
beware of the great danger of convineing oneself that one has discovered an absolute
truth. Ie it not wiser to use relative terms, one thirg appears better than another,
onc eystem appears to nurture "hoppier" upeople or promote more human development?

#en will always disagree to souwe extent. Their personalities, desires and propensities
will always exhibit Wiﬂe variety and a zood thing too! Indeed, will not a society
with 2 hich level of education, nnd minimal econowmic and social insecurity promote a
cmendous growth of 1nu1v1ahality° The emotional need for rigzid conformity will one
be obviated. Han's basic necds aud the form of social organisation recuired to
them arc fairly easily analysed but to go beyond this is hazardous., Classless-
gretter educational opportunities and econcmic security will not eliminate all
] self-assertive and azgressive gqualities., IYor the foresceable future men will
tend to ¢upnt1fy theuselves with sroups of huwman beings, be they stamp-collectors,
school teachers, or traffic wardens; they will always be some division of occupation
or interest, some variety of cultural and geosrsphical identity however smell, and
friciion between groups and spheres will occur, +/hile we must minimise the possibility
cf conflict, we must etill maximise the enjoyment of living., .. democratic, socialist
uldl internationalist systen can ensure.this,

ssible, 2nd to find satisfactory compromises. dissent must
expression. Constitutional opposition and the possibility of
chansing governments is as good a way as any of doing this at present. Secrecy and
authoritarian riz a more stable egalitarisn world with violent conflict a
nost unlikely g Qlulllty, should gzive way to a truly open and tolerant society.

It is suzzecsted then that se do not put all our hopes in an expected proletar-
isnrevolution tte Anstall a soeialist odere  foeinlist setivity should concern itself
with soving in a2 rationaily desirasle direction. Utopian visions always tempt one to
suggest that ends always Jjustify meens some ends may Jjustify some menns but this
area of debate is bound to be treacherous. People alive now are cuncerned with what
happens to thea and cuite rcasonably arc not always prepared to risk their lives for
3 cause. It ma may be true that most Marxists are weally positivists but more impatient
than their fellow socizlists!  iias dMarx himself (thau sh not Engels) really attempting
to stir workers to revolt against their oppressors as a meons of inducing change in a

socizlly



L7

1y desirable diresction by providing a viesion and & Qawerful rationale of
_uuu_tﬁHllltV to zive them confidence? How wany genuipe scisntific soecialists ore

can duny that the material base of society is an enormous force in social
greater jossicility of socialism, but thie is not the whole truth.

nerstructure o S)uletj can be and is used succes qful y to prVV¢mt ‘chanze.

The question of revelution or reform is quite distinet from that of deter-.
inism versus positiviem. In some situationes revolution n2y be desirable, The terrible
L)rrs°1on of the 3otista regime in Cuba for instance certainly justified revolution
s a lescer evil. If = revolution broke out in South frica what socialist could
deny it moral support. However 2 true iarxist revolution hos not =2s yet occurred.
asant revolts, coup d'etats, even elcctorial "revolutions" perhaps uway wove societies

sirections, but Marxist re vuluclonc don't happen. hat seeme aore likely in developed
zountries at lexst is that as the level of education increases, a cocialist moral
consciousness will duvelop to a gre~ter extent., Is this indeed what is happening now?
Ehis combined #ith more understanding of the resl nature of society and its organis-
ation wmay lead to uounting pressure for change. Can we ever hope for more in fact?
In 2ritain rev.lution is a negligitle poesibility, and neither desirable nor necessary
for rcforn to occur. If however we mean something else by the term "revolution”, a
radical pro-ramme of socialist legislation, or a revolution in popular zttltudes and
ide>s, then this may well hoppen. On being guestioned by o Tory acqguaintance what
reforns I would wich to sec a Labour sovernment put through he said Yihatts not
warn, itis revolution". However I aa regarded by Marxist friends as a "lily-livered"
oforizist. Obvisusly revolution means different things to different people! Is
JuV“lutlan a relative concept after all?

h;’r-}"" O

inZlond has changed radically since ifarx's day, and in a socialist direction.
Pro;ress seceas agonizingly slow with periods of back-peddling ond vacillating faint-
a

hearted Labour Guvernments, but it hns taken place. Is it not more realistic to press
c;ntzﬂu*ll\ for more r1<1c¢L refori than to dream of & great leap forward into the

It may show pitifully small returns for enoraous effort, but we can
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mind is fractured for a second,
The Phantom wucks, she flics
On-winss: of blopd 1 rise

Thas heaving tourguoise knots and flecks.
Intestines in my mind.

Beneath my sut hang jelly pods
'nd death is in 1y will,

Thouzh I auet be blind still.
33 tho burning hgrror 1 must devise,
7ith the bald eaxzle's home grown skill.

2

.crose the sands we flick at pace.

croce the beach where terror whines,

whet .can T do te end this race,

Held by the will I must abide

The barrels spark; they're shouting welll
‘he flickins, burning splinters rise.

They brizht anc tear my ravergzed eyos

“ith vigions of o personal hell.
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cries, the bird is hit!
;ult' #ust set out, abandon fast,

+he geat has fired, my head is split.
My lex is torm; it will not last.

T'a drifting dcwn: the chopper's there.

It should not be: it's far too nesr.

It's ~linting blades reflect the sun,

:nd I descend into o bloody, flapjack blackness

WERCLHULLY LT PELD dodiENl I, HOUBERT H. H. LGO0KE.

J.i, Bird.



1

CZECHOSLOV.KI...

Faul Johnson.

On the ni:ht of .u;ust 20th, 620,000 wWarsaw Pact troops crossed the borders
into Czchoslovakia. Tanks were pocted in all the main cities and road junctions, and
the Crechoslovakia leaders were put under lock and key prior to ‘consultations' in

‘hat le? to this drastic action by the U.£.5.R.? Clearly intervention was a
pon in that it provoked on uproar throushout the world comaunist movement
in Eastern FBurope itself, cuite apart froa the reaction in the Jest. There
£ becn Ouﬂlb¢llng reasons for the decicion to invade, but these reasons are
he s setisovidonts

The reforas of Dubeek and co. were in many ways merely copies of reforms
carried out in other Stolinist states (including Russia), reforms carried out not
booouse the Czochoslovak leaders were jenuine democrats (Dubcek himself served loyally
in hizh office under Novotny), but basically because the economy simply could not
pro,ress ony further under the old system. In 1960 the tremendous growth rates of the

early years of 'comaunist! rule were at an end, indeed there was a drop in production
that yeazr.

This erisis in production heightened the conflict between the two major

factions in the Czechoslovak bureaucracy. On the one side are what aight be called the
perty burcaucrats - numerous party officials =nd those managers of industry appointed
for their service to the party rather than because of their ability. On the other egide
are the 'technocrats' - scientists, technicians and econcumigts. This second group
were orizinclly the driving force behind the demand for reform, and they found ready
allies amons the intellectunls. fThey themselves did not, however, threaten the rule of
the Jurspuorﬂcy as a political systemy they were only 1nter@steﬁ in making the
burenucraey morc efficient ~nd lese muthoritarian, They attacked the oli 'adninistra—
tise-directive! system of asnagement represented by Novotny, and its emphasis on old
f@sh'mnc heavy industry. ihey also recse ntaa the unfavouraple terme of trwde with

5 z
Hugsis.

he réforms they wanted did not in any way involve a return to capitalienm -
the econouy to remain in the hands of the state - but nor were tnby socislist
rof Jdel for thce Czechoslovak reforumists was Yujoslavia whose so-~ —cailed
tsocinlist! systom has resulted in hi h wage differcentials and one mllllwn unemnployed.
Dubcek was not acting in the intereests of the mess wf the working sesople; he was
cetermined t power should reaein in the honde of the bureaveoratic elite.

SIS

Novotny lost his uogition as Fart Secretnry at the end of last year,

) Dubecek czme not only from the officinls and managers of the old system,

4 the workers., The roforwmiste realized that they could not break the power

y aroup without the support of the workers, and in order to win this support
Dubcek forced ta grant certain concessions in the form of limited liberalisation.

(It shouléd be hoted thet Foland's Gomulke woe considered a 'liberal! in 1956 when he
introcuced o certain aensure of reforn in order to head off the movcment of the masses.
In 1968 he sent troops into Czechoslovakial).

/Despite
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D ¢ atbacks on Dr. Otta 5ik's economic ideas, the real reason for the
1nucrv>nt1 wyag the fear that Dubcek could nut hold back the popular demand for
: e £ ha Otta ik was only "carrying Libermanism to its

pt. lhth). No intervention wes made, for examgle,
i even thouzh similar measures had been carried out there. rThe difference

between the two countries is that Ceausecou was ablc to implement reforms without a

mass novenent of the Rouma ] ~nd peasonts. In Czechoslovakia, on the other

hand, drotskyts ideds were ( sed in the press, ani some sections dewmanded the

setting up of demceratic workers councile, cor soviets, to run industry.: .Dubcek, too,

was sfraid of this awoveaent and restriction of the press and public meetings was

bezinning before the intervention.

mad‘-
2
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0f course the U.S5.0.R. leaders had to gsive another reason for the intervention,
nanely o 'counter-revolutionary plot!. The whole idea of a plot is of course ridiculdus.
if bhu soviet 1@1@GLS zenuinely 1ntendud to dcfend sociolism in Czechoslovakia the

first thins they would have done would have been to aram the workers, who would hardly
be likely to brinj back the old exploiters. (In fact, according to a poll held in

Fra ue, 90% of the population wanted to kecp the n°tl“ﬂﬂ11460 ecvnuﬂy) But of course
the “oviet burcaucracy darcd not ara the workers - they couid 2ll too easily overthrow
the burcawuerats as occurred in Hungary; not in order to smash socialism, but in order
to build it. If this happoned it could all too ensily spread to the U.l.5.R.

Le it wos, the reaction of the Czech people to the invasion had a tremendous
eifoct not only on the troope of the .arsaw kact, but also on the people of the cuunt—
Jle 1nvonbu, Phe troops were influenced immediately. ome had been told they were

others expeeted a friendly reception; all were bewildered LY the
Crow : “nd Slovaks who surrounded their tanks and told them they were not
wnnteu. Jhile makin;; clear their opposition tc the invasion, the Czechoslovaks
initizlly fraternised with individusl soldiers. cSome pro ress was i : - "One Rusgian
°315ﬂur spoke up' ..... Russian soldiers, he said, were 1ntu*;L;ent' they sympathised
tp the arzuanent of the j lelb, out their Ofllerq and oliticians were stupid and
claiers could do notk ing". (Guardian ugust 22nd). Iroops were already being
and replaced by more 'reliable’ trJofu by Susust 24th, Meanwhile in
;iafJgu intelleetusls were arrested for attcupting to deasonstrate insgt the invasion.
workers stazed token strikes. There were several fdAantrathnc in East
in Poland.

ae

However, fraternisaticn h:d only 2 limited effect. ussian sgoldiers were
iesert to ti e Czech side when to disobey 2n der could mean the

oxXe
leadors themsclves called off the frltevﬂlsaclon.
ance; they went so “for as to say '"we must

develop a new citis -en tthLG c¢ntinuing norasl life peacefully gggglete%z;ignsring

the invaders". (Czech to¢uv1uion Suzush 23rﬂ) Hardly & way to win over the invading
soléiers!

Despite mzss support, the lsaders were ofraid to do anything which might

lcinazare working class into aetion 'en masse ‘. Clearly it was impossible for the
Czechoslovaks to win 2 m*litary victory, but it wis entirely possible to win a politico-
nilitary vietory, ifithe correet policies had b i

been implemcnted. The firet action

4
Sl
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government would have been to transfevence of power to democratieally
oouncils or 'soviets', which could have invited delezates from the
4 el

€]

invading mraics: g fixing of 2 low maximum whze differeuntial, an . the disbandonment
of tho guremucrdtvo °+ nding »rdy in favour of the armed peo; le. This ~lone would have
been = rTowcrful jolitical wenyon. The armed resistance of tﬂf workers, with elected

officers, would hﬁve had ~ tremendous im, act on the invading troops. If anyone doubts
this they nced only look at Russin during the civil wor. The Bolsheviks, on the basis

of such o clase a jeal cou; led with internationnlist ayjeals to the workers of the
world; ‘defeated 21 1Dt%rvvntlon1°t armies from 1k oountrlbs. 211 this des; dite famine,

shorttée of arms, and the im erialist blockade.

Instead of taking such action Dubeek and co. worked out a 'cowmyromise'!, or
rothor, 2 scll-out. This infuriated many Czechoslovaks. On .ugzust 27th 5,000
Lrotested in Prague shouting ".c want the full truth", and riy,ing down pictures of
Dubeek 2nd Svoboda (Guardian .ugust 28th), They ; articularly o;josed the ctationin*
of troo_s in Czechoslovakia which would clearly be there not for defence az 1nst the
weet, wut to prevent political revolution azainet the bureauecracy. L

There is no doubt that Dubcek and co., even if they are only second best as
far as the iremlin is concerned, will do their bect in leading off the eo,le's demand
for frecden. Howsver, des)ite the defeat of the Czechoslovak workers and easants, the
outlook for [talinism ies bleak; 1968 is not 1956. Zince the worst excesses of the
s new zenerition has arisen in Eastern suroje which is not afraid of the
old [oclice terror, ~Thouszh there may be a jeriod of rejression it is impossible to gzo
back 3 the worst dnys of the Lurges. There is a wides read "back to Lenin" movement
in the dastern bloe. ™.ake u; Lenin, Brezhnev has gone crazy" said a rogter in Prague
(Oguurver sugust 25th). The poet Ouno 080V hag referred to such a movement in the
U.G.o . R (Buntay Pines 14/1/68). Ihe events in yr;nce snd Czechoslovakia open up 2
new ;criod in the advanced countriss, a jeriod of socialist revolution.

ain benin's | rosramae will be token up:

Once 270

411 ower to the democratically elected Soviets!

No standinz army but the arued ;sojlel

No official to receive a hldger wace than 2 skilled worker!

.11 tasks to be done in turn by the workers themsclves -
"ivery cook should be able to be Prime Minister"

Orce the revolution hne taken hold in on advanced country, whether it be in
the east or the west, no force can resist it.



DEB.LTE: - THIS HOUE BELIHVE? IS5 BEST TOR BRITLIN

Steéphen Rees.

This ocezsion was a memorable event for all thoge who attended but for a
rather unfortunste reason. Good debating and good public s, eaking tend to be mutually
cxclusive and this axiom was shown to be true un this occasion - more so than on any
other. .hen two diametrically oy ,ocsed sides of an arguaent such as this weet head on:
t cannot fail to be spectacular. It also means however that in the heat of
the HDJOﬁt paper 'speeches et thrown bo. the ‘winds and claer ireasoning is .
by furious excanngzes of invective. I can claim no exception in my own case, I would’
liks therefore to _ut before you the g ,eech I had written which did not get s;oken,

|._.l

e all
U LG su

It must be wade clear at the outset that for Britain to move towards

Ca itaiism would be a retrosrade step historically as well as socially. Indeed there

is no nation on Earth which dares entrust itself to the vaguaries of a free market,

was pointed out early on in this 'debate that there is no hayjpy equilibrium,.

~erience has chown that the trade cycle left to itself, will becowme more, rather

den lese extreme in its effects, and consecguently Govermments have taken it upon
iselves to re-ulate the umarket in order to "flatten-out" the trade cycle. The

ezt wer on in this battle has been the unbalanced budset there can be no doubt

to the capitalist deliberately creating deficits is the greatest possible hercsy.

rurthermore, thers are very few jovernuents who do not now "interfere'to a
sreater or lesser extent in the market. It would be very difficult for them not to do
50, es, cciasly if one bears in mind uacd=rn society's zrowing nsed for public rather than
+rivate investaent., It is obviously untenable to sugéast that highway _.lanning, or a
henlth service, should be _eft in thc hands of private profit making concerns. ZEven
in the United “tates governuent action ic becoming an increasingly comaon method of
SuLT e eeons roolems fathey rips exsa le being EOV. oyodledicare tnd so forth.

£

shoul orget the outery that arose from the businessmen and the classical
te ove h measures.

¢ seriously sucgest now that the beet ;overnment is the least
21l scen the disastrous recults of such a olicy. Capitalisn
gen to'be, ‘an inefficient thod of resource distribution, at best. In
3ritain the tendency to jositive sovernment, a trend which continues under socialist
and tory :overnaent, meuns that we npow live in a 'mixed' economy. :.zain this is not
wnolly satisfactory. I doumbt if any system devised by men ever could be, but it is
patently obvious that movin: back to ecapitalism c2n only nake matters worse. -

na.e- oech

snewer to Britain's _roblems doce not lie in theoretical 'iesme'. There
2re no easy 2newers, no one has ch written the textbook for these [ roblems. Hurely
the way lies in first getting our ;riorities straight: before zny government can act
effectively it must have 2 mandate for the peo,le to change the direction of jelbdey in
a way in which the majority wants it to go - this is democracy. +tThe task is to

convince thea that the answer lies in a policy which puts [cople first and doctrine

/second.
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second. Lorzst korx and Lenin for a moment and think on what the real aima of -«
socicty should be. Doses 2 Red revolution really matter? Or arc we mors concerred
that therce should be equal o portunity for all, s Jict wos our guiding ,rinciple
auet stdll be "from each senciding +o hie ﬂulllty, to each according to his need".

Cajitalisn was never desi nced to-, romote freedom, equality or happiness.
Maybe the Utilitarians weren't so wrong after all - why not 'the greatest ha jiness
for the ect nuiber!, [hie sort of ideoaliem makes sense - much more so than the
ideals of O&;ltuLlSﬂ - 2 set of black fieurss on a balance sheet instead of a few red
ones: a growth econony at ony price s finonclael stability - who cares? I don't and
[ contend that few ,eo Lle Go. Our concern is for ~eo.le not artefacts, and capitalism
has no _lace in thie sort of thinking. 1ts out-dated and defunct, lets leave it that
WY o

_,,x
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"ONZ DLJSNZION.L M N" - HERBUERI #HARCUY

Cphere books - 7/64.

Jim Harbord.

Le Nouvel Observateur has onlled "One Dimencional Man®, "he most subversive
book juoliched in the United Ltates thie century". Personally I would disagree with
: ew as in fact karcuse is an extreaely pessimistic philosopher indeed. However,
s mossage of Gespair is one of the best ke, t secrets since the C.I... wrecked
tralian Labour quty. ’he student revolutionaries who ap,arently drew their
inssirabion from rcuse (QItuou ‘h there is doubt about hav Zres t his influence wws)
probably feund their justification in that they felt it nec sary to make some effort
teo opuose the inevitable., 1i sgtudsnt revolution succeeds it :
o,enness of higtory but also.the smrongness of Marcuse.

darcuse's thegis is that "Conteuwporary socisty sceme to be cagable of
containing soeial chenze". He ie sure that 2 radiczl alteration of the basis of society
cannot any lonser be possible because technolo:y has develo, ed its own momentum., This
fear of the uncontroiled violence of social change coincides with the themes discussed
ichacl Harrinzton's ".ccidental Contury". However where Harmington is optimistic
thinss one ste, further and tries o show that the "mass zedia" cons-

5

tantly conditionin: the minds of the masses has made revolution impossivle.

slarcuse's views on consensus politics arc very relevant to the present
situation in Britain:~  "The Dritish Labour —arty, whose leaders CJLQutu with their
Conservative counter.arts in advancing national intercsts, ic hard put to save even a

modest jrozramae of partial nationalication".

/Like
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.ndre idahaux - Marcuse has realised that these days you cannot rule

ke
;o‘ice state -aratus

without telcvision. Hence the consensus, the redundancy of

vhen it is only too easy to control the minds of the masses by worc subtle - lees

ns. .8 Nicholas fomalin hag noted, students in france revel azainst De

ouvious
Gaulle's - olice-state, whilst in Gresce there is no real opjosition at 211 'because!
of the fact thUL Grecce ig a _olice state. "dopressive tolerance' as sarcuse calls it
is a far nore powerful weagon than tanks

liarcusc has noted that in the modern "warfare state' based on defence contracts
and the constent threat of war with "the encmy®, there is 2 change in the consciousness
of the labourer. fhc union identifies its interects with those of the Corporation -
¢., in lobbying for defence contracts in Congress. Hence the consensus and hopes for

change becous more and more unfulfilleble. 5

In an excellent cha ter on "re_resgive desublination" Marcuse touches on the
relation of art to polities and 5001ety. This as, ect of illusion and reality hag alw=ays
7 .n imacnse faseination for radicals - one recalls iuskin, ‘illiam sorris, Herbert
wnc mors recently Ernst kischer. Marcuse says of art that it "contains the
;lity of nuaatlon In its advanced yositione, it is the Great Refusal - the

: ich is" However in modern saciety he fecls thet the essential

the order of the day is being ;roszrcssively closed by advancing
; Bach as backeround musgic in the kitchen is all very well but it
cer an abstraction from society as opjosed to just a part of it.

darcuse shows the Orwellian absurdity of the unification of opposites that
ocecurs in technoloieal society. Peace is really the brink of war and hence the great-
est possible %o luf nee is the arcatest L ossible unity. "rhe world tends to become the

A e) i 000 s
SIHE nistration, which zbsorbs even the acdministration. The web of domin-
ation ol Of Teaiih 1l8el] cecvnvns

fhe only challenge to 'one dimensional society! comes from those cutside the
jroeess, the "eubstratun of outcasts and outgiders®. Racial minorities,
crininals ~nd of course students can alone "violate the rulcs of the game®.
~yosition is revolutionary even if their consciousnecs is not; 1in a way they are
out at o systen which o,jresses them. However one would doubt if
can be asde to socisty by the outsiders because revolutions must
“nd the -narchist aspects of Marcuse's revolutionary elite

£ Sl &

just'id* indly la

thy eanin ful
nve 1vu the geizure of power ¢

seen to ;reclude this.

It sceas that warcuse has expanded Oscar wildes old dictun that "in ;merica the

presirent is in jower for four years but journalism rules -1l the time", and hac made

5 el btical G it. Like Sirkezaard he finds socicty to be a "mere scdndﬂl" and
ssee in ersonal life the source of all abgolute values. =n land is probably the best
justiflcauiOf use's nessimisa, here even the sTu““nts, junkices and rocial
wincriti sceil sbeorbed inte the system. s George Steiner put it in the Cunday Times

ce
"in:land is left out, the old men do not wunt nbr in their ConJun Market: the young
have no resson to ;Lolu&c her in their conumus”
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S0NGS FOR SOCILISTS

The International

let ..rise! ye starvelings from your slumbers!
~ lrise! ye prisoners of want!

ior reason in revolt now thuncers,

..nd at last snds the age of cant.

Now away with all your superstitions,
“ervile masses, arise, arisel

‘e'll change forthwith the old conditions
‘nd srurn the dust to win the prize.

Chorus  Then comrades, come rally, g
_nd the last fizght let us facel
The International ) -
Unites the human racel )

2nd No saviours from on hi_h deliver.
No trust have we in prince or pecr;
OQur own ri ht hand the chains musgt sever,
Cnains of hatred, :reed =2nd fear.
ture the thieves will out with their booty
lo zive mankind a happier lot,
Zach at his for:e must do his duty
‘nd strize the iron while it's hotd

Chorus as before.

e

3rd e peasants, artisans and others
nrolled among the cons of toil,
Tet's claim the earth henceforth for brothers;
Drive the indolent from the soil.
On our flesh too longz has fed the raven
.e've too lons been the vulture's prey
But now fare well the spirit craven,
The dawn brings in a brizhter day.

Chorus as before,
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Chorus

The People'!s Flap js“decpesired,
It shrouded: oft' our martyred dead;
.nd 'ere their limbs grew stiff and

‘“heir 1lifels

‘Then raise the scrorlet standard highl
Beneath its chade we'll live or die!
ithough cowards flinch and traitors sneer,

~.6'11l keep. the.s

It waved above

ed IFlag flying herel

our infant might

shen all areound.was dark s niht.

It wicnes

sed many a deed and vow,

cold,
blood dyed its every fold.

e must not change its colour now.

rd

Chorus

as before.

It suits today the weak and base,

+hose minds are fixed on pelf and place,
1o cringe before the rich wman's frown
-nd haul the csacred emblem down.

s before

1o

Lth

Chorus

P oy

f,ook round: the Frenchman loves ites blaze ;
The sturdy German sings its yraise.

In isoscow's vaulls its hymns are gung;
Chicagzo swells its surzing song.

28 before,

/ith heads ungovered, swear we all
o bear it orwards 'till we fall.
Come dunzeon dark or gallows yrim,
This song tshall be our parting hymn:

Then raise the scarlet standard highl
Jeneath its shade we'll live or die!
Though cowards flinch and traitors snesr,
‘e111 ksep the ied Flag flying herel
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