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Please address all articles and letters to: Mike Ballard, v
21 warwick Road,Ealing,London,W.5.
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SELF_IMPROVEMENT OR SOCIAL ACTION,

E.L.F.'s (Edinburgh Liberation Front's) Campaign to abolish traffic
from Princess Street has aroused a lot of interest and, I think (just
from talking to bl-kes =-- non-members -- in Glasgow) a lot of sympa--
thetic support. If this campaign builds uo (if) and succeeds, then I,
for one, would be delighted. There's no reason (if we ovaslinok $he

profit theeds® of Princess Street shopkeepers) why grass, trees, beer
gardens, street theatre, and lots more, couldn't replace the trafflc—
jammed street ‘ - : Y it

- A section of Glasgow's Buchanan Street has been banned to all traffic,
and the transformation, unimaginative though it is, is quite startllng
S0 that people see it can be. done., The Princess Street shopkeepers
will (I think) certainly oppose the abolition of buses (at least) as
the bus stops are strategically placed so that the buses empty the
potential consumers right outside the stores, Consumer trucks,

I'm very loath to oppose' thisattempt to assert people - needs. It's
true, members will probably snser, that they're just trying to make
capltallsm more palataole, but the sell-same members are not slow to go
for as much money as pos 1ble and move from slums to cleaner and health-
ier areas, The Protestant ethlc strlkes again! '

Apparently self-lmprovemenu ia 0, K;, moving from a brutal enviroment to
a more civilised one. But note., -n both cases the enviroment is accept-
ed as given, What I'm trying to get at is that both.enviroments have

been planned "from the top". The '"changing of circumstances" (which
members parrot) is seen simply as.a self- transfer from one: set of given-
circumstances to another, but not the changvng of c1rcumstances as _such,
as social action.

In the "Protestant ethwc" sense, the self change from one g ven set of

circumstances to another is the result of rewards handed down from
above, which, individually, makes capitalism more palatable, Whether
this succeeds depends greatly on the individual but, agin, the wish for
further self improvement is simply a wish to move on to further given
circumstances, The totality of these circumstances, capltallsm. is then,
for all practical purposes, accepted as given, that is, as natural
irrespective of how absolute their "revolutionary" theory may be. Soc1al
action is then removed from the present world of real men (and women})
and reduced to an abstract isolated act somewhere .over the ralnbow.-

The seperatlon ‘between 1nd1v1dual and SOClal actlon leads to (or stems
from) the seperation between practically supporting capltallsm and
theoretically opposing, ° | -

Members (reluctantly in some cases) "support" trade unlonlsm s 10,
generally, attempts by workers to get more money in order to aquire a
greater quantity of things. Fair enough. But outside o” ‘his, members
are very wary (to say the least) to encourage workers tc assert them=
selves in the wider "non»econom1c"-soc1al world. Could it be that they
see* workers not as ro2l men, but solely as '"economic men", abstract -
bearers of labour power7 ThlS is-now the. capitalist sees them..-‘
There are even members who don't support claimants unlons no doubt

on the grounds that. workers who have an unsaleable product (labour
power) hawve no basis for any action, and. therefore should accept their
lot, This. ;again, is e;actly how the capitalist sees - 4 A
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As far as the boss is concerned it's the workers skills (labour power)
he's concerned with, not the man (the worker) as such. The worker is
rendered less real than his skills, of which, apparently, he is the-
abstract bearer. "“e're numbers, not men, And if unemployed workers, m
matter how limited their views, ignore that they've nothing to sell,
and still attempt to assertathemselves colledtively as men, then it's
rather strance "revolutionaries™ who would sneeringly dismiss thier
actions as futile.

To oppose collective action (unity is strength) by unemployed is to
leave them helpless atomized victims s of capitalism. Can 8001allsm.,m.
(as a practical proo031tlon) be established by isolated broken men?

But’ then , how many members.attempt to see socialism as a oractical
proposition? Too many members still think of the "class struggle" in .
the 19th century narrow '"economic" and"political" (parliamentary)
terms. Although members stress "majority understanding", for the most
this is simply a quantative total (1+1+1 etc) which is verified in
parliamentary elections, The simple counting of skulls. They ignore
(or oppose) the social acts which culminate in political action, Once
"Socialism" is posited as a "thing" (an ideal State?) then "it" is
seen-as .an- Absolute above men. Thus Harmo in his article on B.F.Skinner
(in the W.S.) sees men (and women!) being compelled to establish
Socialism. It's almost as if the workers, after stumbling in-‘a maze,.
eventually come along to us and reluctantlyconcede; "Oh well, we've

tried everything else, lets try Socialism?,

Most members don't think workers can do anything,short ofabolishing
capltallsm -- which they see as an isolated parliamentary act sometlme
in the future,  This is seen as an Absolute act unconnected with men's
previous actions. Members (who prattle about: "nistory") are being
utterly unhistorical in that they see "History" as an evolution of
abstractions, Feudalism -3 Capitalism« Sor-falism, seen as abstract
categories, and dismiss the actions of rcal women (and men) as a series
of mistakes.

PREDETERMINED MEANS AND PREDETERMINED ENDS

Some" of the Glasgow members have got absolute pre-determined answers
for everything. Which means they fail to understand the importance of:
.ele¢arly formulating the problerg. What I'm trying to get at is that
they never ask themselves "What(practically) can be done?" They've got
the abstract answers but not the practical questions, And I mean -
practlcal The days of abstract catechisms are over, I am not opposed
to aiming for a social goal, or goals, but the blanket answer "organise
for socialism” in response to all situations is, Ioy.any practical .
purpose no answer &t all, Or rather an abstract answer to a concrete
81tuatlona Socialism is thus reduced to- athing", something above,

~and seperate from, the real relatlonshlps between men, 1It's almost as
if men were called on to ‘carry through the needs of "Hlstory" and not
thelr own social needs,

-the

This,-to repeat, is why many members s1molV segfabstract quantltatlve -
side of"maJOrlty understanding": "Socialism". ag the end and the proles

as the means to attain the end.

This "objective" (above society) way of classifying men in a strictly
quantative manner (which stems from natural science) is shown by the
appreach to organlsatlon. '

The Party- .is seen as aharply deflned statlc cla831flcatlon composed
of members whose "act1v1ty" is in no way a development or movement,
The Party "is" as it was "in.the beginning", Everythlng is defined,
labelled, "once ‘and for all". fnerefore as'no real change occurs",
act1v1ty must (for them) be limited to above society" activity. The
outdoorplatform, for example, symbolises this perfectly, = The "best
members"” (to them) are those whose views are closestto the founder faﬂners
of 190k,  “Any form of practical activity (co-operation with non- |
members) = ¢ which goes beyond the traditional "activity" is. . -
regarded &8 dangerous, if not heretical. When you get right down to
it they're trying to convince the workers of the need for Socialism




B
via moral persuasion, "Socialism" (like syrup of figs) is good for YOlU.

The necessity, then,appears to arise not out of thé,stfiVingswof men to
satisfy their real socisl neds,but out of the "workings of history".
ot divins pRERT . r Dk '

Their inability to os-operate with others (compromise}) is,I think,

based on the belief that not only is the goal (socialism) predetermined

but also that their is only one (pre—determined)ﬁtrue,path” to this

goal. "“It's oné thing to aim for a socially possible goal; it's another
to believe that "History" '"works" towards this pre-determined goal,

The more divorced from the mainstream of social activity do members

" ‘beeome,the more they rationalise their failure by rigidly asserting
. the ultimate inevitatility via the . mechanical workings of

the "economic factor", See the WSP, particularly Harmo's absurd article

" on Skinner, - | = |

There is the '"wulgar evolution" appraach underlying their beliefs, that
- 1s, human intervention is eliminated -- until the "vital moment" when
the Yobjective laws of history" (seen asnstural laws indersndent of hén)
oreate the perfect pre~determinad conditions for the "upward develop-
-ment" into Soeialism., As Stalin said, "Socialism follows capitalism.
vas surely as night follows day", It's*mechanical approach, Society -

. Isn't an "objective" machine,.

If ‘there'is no diffusion of approaches, if there is only one road, and
only one,  which "objective forces" (seen sehnical . .
development ) have logically paved, then two things can be .done, One,
sit ‘back and wait for the pre-determined moment. Or, reveal this only
true path to the less enlightened with a vigour and dogmatic certainty
that passes.into the realms of religious frenzy. In the "more sophis-

~ticated" (1} speakers this inner certainty of pre-destination takes

the form of a smug world-weary approach, rather like a pedantic school-
. master lecturing wayward pupils.

There can be no "mistakes" in this approach, No activity other than
"talking down" to the unenlightened. Everything is complete, schematized,
wrapped up, so that all that "the poor fools down there" can do is
swallow it,” In its extremity this approach leads to the condemnation

of any activity that does not have Socialism as its "immediate aim'",

Thus for some members the UCS workers opposition to redundancy was
"futile" because"after all, it'd still be capitalism", You see? They
eliminate the actions of real men, and simply see society as an
"objedtive" machine.

A FAITH FOR THE WORKING CLASS

It'd be interesting some time to analyse the Party histdrically, and tie
1t up with the latter 19th century "Socialist" movement, In & curious
-way 1 think Marx was so utterly "far ahead of his time" that "Marxism"

- would have made absolutely no impact if it hadn't been presented as an
alternative (and histérically more progressive) faith than religion, A
"seientific" faith, a certainty "as sure as sure as night follows day".

An anti-dogmatic method was turned into a dogmatic system., The "™Marxists"
stood ‘Marx on his head, Even the word "Marxist" seems to me to have
- metaphysical i eonnotations. Yet, considering the circumstances, I'm not
- .sure-what else could have been done, IF the workers needed a guarantee
that thier struggles were not in vain, that " their day would caome":(or.

a léeast if thé sympathetic intellectuals thought they meeded. one) then

a solidified faith was needed, This was 19th century ‘evolutionary . .
positivism’'~- with a proletarian twiat in ‘the tail, It's .time the Party
honestly approached the problem that ¥arxism" too is an historical
product. But this would place the Party itself in historical .perspectieve.
A child of its times, Can it "grow up "? i v | ;

The airy dismissal of "doing SOméthing hoW? with the cookshop recipe of
"inevitable" stages of -history assuring the''next step" as a cast iron
certainty, just wbn't wash, The so-called "inevitable! stages were























































