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tions. In fact, it was the development
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ble for corporations to
e their operations on a transnational
the first place. Now these same forces
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loss of further jobs
hter control over those that remain.

‘important thing to realise is that the

of multinational corporations and
. associated technology are rapidly
loping tendencies which show signs
becoming stronger. The future wecan
orward to, 10 or 20 years hence,isonein
perhaps the majority of present
loyment has been eliminated.

do smaller Australian capitalists who
ot have the option of moving their
tions “off-shore” respond to this state
ffairs — those that have traditionally
the backbone of Liberal Party support?

: ir only aption is to stay put and try to
etitive internationally by

* Hence, all major fractions of the ruling
ass have a common interest in increasing
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the rate of exploitation of Australian lahor,
and for smaller, indigenous capitalists this
1s absolutely essential if they are to coexist
with their multinational competitors.

So, wlhen Malcolm Fraser says that
Australian labor must become more
competitive, he is not talking about lowering
wages a few per cent. To compete with the
workers of the world's most brutal military
dictatorships, Australian wages will have to
be cut 80-95 per cent.

But, in_ doing this, the conservative forces
necessarily come up against the very
extensive and well organised (if somewhat
conservative) system of Australian unions.
If the Australian economy is to be
restructured in line with the needs of
international capital, then the whole
structure of wages and living conditions
which has been won through more than 100
years of struggle, must be broken down.

Hence, for the ruling class, the act of
restructuring the Australian economy must
take place concurrently with the destruction
of the means by which working people can
defend themselves. It is at this level that we
see the intimate connection between
economic and industrial struggles and the
struggle for democratic rights. For without
the democratic rights to organise in trade
unions, to conduct strikes, to picket, rally,
march, leaflet, speak at public gatherings,
etc., the working class lacks its principal
organisational means for fighting back.

It is in this context of the present rapid
intensification of the struggle between labor
and capital that Queensland must be site
because that struggle has reached 1ts
greatest development 1n Queensland.
Queensland has been the pacesetter fqr
attacks on trade unionism and democratic
rights.

re I go on to examine the listof attacks
0nB§£;ocr§tic rights I'd like to look at some
basic features of the Queensland political
economy which show why these attacks
occurred in Queensland first.

Australia has been dominated by
industrial capitalism gince before the
depression, but in Queensland the
manufacturing sector was secondary to
primary production up until 1966 whu‘l the
Queensland government proudly
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[n 1971, the Co-ordinator General
Works was reorganised and putinto
er's Department. The Co-ordinator
1 became the top public servant and

er, through the Co-ordinator
‘directly oversees all major projects

4, the Premier established a
. Review Committee in his own
nt. This allowed the Treasurer of
Gordon Chalk, to be overruled and
ury was reduced to an accounting
led to Chalk’s retirement in 1976.

nclusion to this logic is that the
Party changed its name to the
Party in 1975 and projected itselfas
e conservative party of Queensland,
2 of representing both rural and urban
Tt had been riding high in the
\ent after its victory in the 1974
when it captured most of the seats
ost, and came close to being able to

Liberal Party has so far been unable to
arty forces, but the

. In attempting to

ern’” for their rural power base. Sensing
the Liberals have decided to conduct
cornered electoral contests and the
gle seems to be on in earnest.

fortunately, the Queensland ALP has
apitalised on the recent expansion ofthe
ng class. One important reason for this
e destructive role that strong anti-
munist sentiments have historically
ved in the Queensland labor movement.
anti-communism is epitomised by the
ath of extreme rightwing organisations
as the NCC and the League of Rights.
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Ideologically, the only real force o
this has been the CPA and its stregggﬁe\ia":
drastically depleted during the Cold War,

So. far I have dealt with the overall factors
fnr:_:mg a restructuring of Australian
capltallgm and of the specific historic
composition of Queensland’s political life
upon which these forces have superimposed
themselves.

_[1 is this interaction of restructuring forces
with the particular fabric of Queensland
politics which has allowed the rightwing
offensive to take on so quickly here.

We have established that Queensland
already had a long history of repressive
government, a labor movement which was
ideologically conservative and a strong,
extreme rightwing element.

The National Party has a long history of
political dominance and, while its electoral
base is very conservative, the Nationals see
themselves in a progressive role, developing
the State of Queensland.

Thus, when the first signs of the overall
restructuring of the Australian economy hit
Queensland in the form of the minerals
boom, the National Party grasped the nettle
and went allout to encourage massive
corporate investment. As resistance to the
effects of this investment grew, the
Nationals moved quickly to silence it.

In the face of all the facts, ar;;i ag?n?t

reat public opposition, the state
governmpent allowed thegiant CRA to build a
powerhouse at Tarong when the contract
should have gone to & smaller Australian
consortium  which wanted to build at
Millmerran.(3)

here have been many attacks upon the

Iivr];ng conditions of Aboriginal people for the
sake of minerals concealed beneath their
land. In country areas of Queensland.Bkmks
are likely to be herded onto reserves an
for cheap labor, while in the cities they are
subject to brutal police h_aru.ssment. This
state of affairs is legislatively enco
through the infamous “Queensland

Companies like Comaleo and Utah have
had railways, townships and entire ports
built for them (at publie expense) by the state
Comalco’s Gladstone alumina
rtedly gets some of the world’s
cheapest electricity (0.5 cents/kh.). 1 say




dly because the exact figure is a
secret.(4)

The sale of a large tract of land on the coast
near Yeppoon to the Japanese
millionaire/industrialist Twasaki, attracted
‘mass, public resentment.

In its attack on working class
organisation, the Petersen Government has
many means to divide and

suppress working people.

The patriarchal nature of Australian
society 18 reinforced through an education
system so conservative that a small,
auniﬂ:mng Pressure group headed by Rona

loyner can silence even slightly progressive
material like MACOS and SEMP, Twelve per
cent of Queenslanders have more than 9
years' schooling, compared with a national
average of 18 per cent, Forty-three per cent of
16-year-old Queenslanders are still at school
‘compared to 57 per cent nationally. ]
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new e £ itati

) l:mdby physically e: qualitatively
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& exposed Petersen’s real intentions
hey are most blatantly obvious — on
reets.

movement has scored some observable
slitical wvictories. Notably, it strained the
lition relationship to the point where 13
erals crossed the parliamentary floor
the destruction of a pub called the Belle
ue. The movement helped remove “Right
Work” laws from the political agenda
e the beginning of the campaign the
ional Party strategy of moving into
tropolitan electorates has been
pletely defeated through the loss of the
ts of Wynnum and Redcliffe. (A 12 per
t swing was recorded against the
ational Party in Redcliffe.)

‘Also, it has built a stronger and more
active left in Queensland and has helped
ild an understanding by the left nationally
f the nature of the rightwing assault. There
e been over 2,000 arrests to date and over
00,000 in legal costs.

I think, the Australian political experience

recent months has completely borne out
ie analysis presented so far. Nationally,
lere has been a rapid escalation of the
iling class offensive.

Recent eventsin Western Australa (astate
onomically most similar to {_:]ueensland:
ave been a kind of political deja vu.

' The arrests of unionists which sparked off
" a national stoppage were initially portrayed
as a foolish blunder by the Court
vernment. In 1977, the move by the
ﬂt&r&en government to ban street marches
- was seen likewise.

E The law which allowed the arrests of
. Marks and Carmichael was one piece of a
~ host of undemocratic legislation.

The 1974 “Fuel and Energy” Bill gives
~ state-of-emergency powers (o the West
" Australian government to intervene in
industrial disputes in these areas. Recent
changes to the Police Act make interference
with state government property an offence
punishable by six months’ jail or §1,500 fine
This manoeuvre directly resulted from
protests against a new alumina refinery. The
Education Department has been ﬁlvt’lﬂ
powers similar to those of the Morals
Committee for assessing graduating
Queensland teachers.

e

QUEENSLAND POLITICS 7

Other big sticks in Court’s legi d
.‘ajre;enul_include the Flour Act rllcé'?{';?laattl;:
I-;‘a-sentla!s Foodstuffs and Essential
(-nn-lmwchtiss Act (1979) and the industrial
Arbitration Act Amendments Bill (1979)

(‘lear_l_\,u the Court government is
conducting a multi-faceted anti-democratic
assault similar to that seen in Queensland
over the last two years.

The Fraser government has extended its
nation-wide front of union bashing laws with
the Commonwealth Employees Employment
Provisions Act (CEEP), the Commonwealth
Employees Redeployment and Retirement
Bill (CERR), Industrial Relations Bureau
legislation, new ASIO Acts and the latest
amendments to the Conciliation and
Arbitration Act which brought protests from
Deputy President Staples and all 25
commissioners

These measures have accompanied
economic policies which have already
significantly reduced the living standards of
Australian workers.

Since 1975 the real value of wages has
decreased by more than $25 per week. Partial
indexation has pushed down the wages
share of the national income by at least four
per cent. Social welfare programs have beeq
drastically cut. At last year's Premiers
Conference, the states received, in_real terms,
38 per cent less for welfare housing and 20
per cent less for works programs.

Figures for the NSW economy suggestth_at
this state will be $900 million down in
revenue, forcing it to borrow beaﬂly on the
overseas (multi-national dominated) money
market.

Meanwhile, tax concessions to the piggest
corporations rose from $280 million in 1974
to over $900 million in 1978.

Even at official government level, tl'_:e
realisation that unemployment is growing in
direct proportion to the Siestruct'mn of jobs in
manufacturing industries receives de facto
recognition.

Nationally, the working class response to
these economic and anti-democratic assaults
has reached levels unprecedented for many
years. We have seen national stopwork
action over the West Australian arrests.
Telecom workers have taken national action
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éngment‘s proposed legislation is
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Under present Queensland laws,
have already been geared to make
available only in exceptional

 legislation is passed, only women in
ent danger of death will be able to
gal abortions. Pregnancy as a result
‘or incest will not be considered
t reason for an abortion, nor will
e to rubella. All this will be done
he liberal pretence of attempting to
ckyard abortions. The government’s
" seems to overlook the fact that
abortionists are only able to
if abortions are not freely available.

le this rightwing offensive was
:d indirectly through the election of Ed
to head the Queensland ALP, Casey
consolidated his own position by
ting and attacking the socialist left,
undisguised “red baiting” as an
cal cover.

A\ member of the Right to Life
sation, Casey tried to “out-Joh” Joh,
nting a petition to state parliament
for the closure of the Greenslopes
n clinic.

has failed to show any real opposition
: Essential Services legislation and has
ed to support the strikes by power
ers which prompted the legislation in
he first place.

a period when the expansion of the
workforce, combined with mass
tment of the state government, offers
or a militant base of support, the ALP
tegy revolves around recapturing the
ervative rural vote, which it lost over 20
ago.
~ Again Queensland represents only the

ost advanced phase of a process which is
sing on nationally. | am referring, of course,
) the growth of the right wing in the labor

N
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muvemcpt and particularly in the Labor
Party. Pa; example, around Australia, the
conservative press has given full auppc:rt to
Bob Hawke in his bid to take control of the
federal ALP. The capitalist press will always
support members of the labor movement who
talk in terms of “the national interest” rather
than from a class point of view — they find it
far easier to allow the labor movement to be
neutralised through rightwing leadership
than face an all-out confrontation.

At .lhis_ point, I want to turn to a brief
examination of the fate of the civil liberties
movement.

To commence I should say that the
organisation of the Civil Liberties Campaign
Group is now essentially dead. There are
several contributing reasons for this, and we
must cast our minds back over a year to
understand why.

December 7, 1978 was a climax for the
movement. Over a year of rallies, marches
and arrests had finally forced the
Queensland Trades and Labor Council to
sponsor a confrontation over the street
march ban. On thatday, prominent ALP and
union officials from around Australia came
to Brisbane to spend a night in the watech-
house. Members of the state ALP were
noticeably absent, reflecting the threats of
their newly elected leader, Ed Casey.

At this point, it was fully expected thatone
or two more such confrontations would force
the government to repeal the anti-march
laws. However, pressure from Casey was
sufficient to force the TLC (who are hardly a
group of raging revolutionaries at the best of
times) to back down from further
confrontations.

This produced enormous Qemoralisation
among people who had campaigned long and
hard for trade union support. The March 15
demonstration was called off and the April
28 rally voted against marching. Sectanan
infighting was rampant and a section of the
movement argued that the Civil Liberties
Campaign Group (CLCG) should focus the
thrust of its attention against ALP leader, Ed
Casey.

This approach has been consistently
argued against by those in the CLCG who
believe that most Queenslanders see the
Petersen government and not the Labor
opposition as the principal enemy and that
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wve an embattled National Party,
ing to beseen as the one political force
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ment and modernisation of
land. But itisin a growing void as the
stress the mining and manufacturing
places it increasingly out of step with
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jtself faces growing international
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OWS.
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ed to compete with the Nationals

ally in an attempt to wrest power from
. But, the Liberals are still caught by
w, Brisbane-based support and by the
that although the excesses of the
al Party offend the morality of many
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atic assault by the Nationals is
al to the economic survival of those
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As the need for a working class counter-
ensive to the Erowing rightwing push
pcomes even more obvious, so does the

P—N.
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vacuum of political leadershi
counter-offensive. i

I believe that the only possib!
leadership is that of ﬂybl?{lﬂd allelisfl?lr;: g;
forces, including progressive sections of the
Labor Party, communists and other sections
of the left. For these groups to work together
effectively will entail a reduction of the
sectarian mistakes of the last two years and
the only way to achieve this is through the
common acceptance of a realistic analysis of
Queensland politics.

Such an analysis should lay the basisof a
left strategy, one part of which would be
mutual assistance by campaigns for
democratic rights in most states and
nationally.

The Australian left cannot blind itself to
the reality of Queensland politics.

For as long as that state is seen as a
laughable anachronism, the politics of
Queensland can only deteriorate and therest
of Australia can only become more like
Queensland.
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1. Indeed, much of Australia's post-war

economic history can be explained in terms of

the hegemonic struggle between contending

British and American capital — a struggle

which American capital won in the 1960s.

Earlier this year, the Petersen government

received wide condemnation when it

threatened to introduce a political watchdog
into the State Industrial Commission who
would oversee the activities of the other five.

This was directly precipitated by a State

Industrial Commission decision to grant

higher wages to rural workers.

4. One of the major partners in this Australian
consortium was Thiess Holdings. After
denying Thiess work on the big powerhouse
contract, Petersen has turned around and
attacked the bid by southern-based CSR to
take over Thiess.

4. In the last three years, the state government
has taken both the Electricity Authority and
the Water Board from the Brisbane City
Council and placed them in its own
departments. These were attempts to
centralise the production and distributi of
power in anticipation of the expansion of
energy-intensive  industries, arly
aluminium smelting.
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- Milton Friedman

or at least this is the argument of three

b Labour Party economists writing in a recent

Fabian Tract on The Politics of Monetarism
2 1gnific: development 1n
The most significant develop
economic policy over the last two or three
years has been the conversion of almost
everyone concerned with the management u}
the British economy to the doctrines o
monetarism’’, the three authors say.

“This development has had the full
support of the financial establishment and of
the Conservative Party, as well as that of
most of the leading figures of the last
Labour Government.” Thatcher's victory
has not, therefore, meant any vital changein
direction, they argue. The monetanst
consensus simply continues to prev ail

The same thing is likely to occur n
Australia. Any future Labor government
here would no doubt face this same sort of
consensus in Treasury and throughout the
public service, among academic ecg\lls>llll-‘15
and among those “experts” paid directly to
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put the views of the owners and controllers of
our economy. One purpose of taking issue
with the monetarist consensus here and now
18 to make it harder for the Australian Lahor
Party to be captured in the same way its
British counterpart was

Since Professor Friedman has been selling
this consensus so successfully over the last
few years (even converting the five
economists of the Nobel Prize Committee of
the Swedish Academy of Science, who
awarded him the 1 Nobel Prize in
Economics) we may as well start by looking
at his version of the theory.

From the Horse’s Mouth

“In its most rigid and unqualified form the
quantit eory asserts strict proportionality
between the quantity of what is regarded as
money and the level of prices,” Friedman
writes. “Hardly anyone has held the theory
in that form, although statements capable of
being so interpreted have often been madein
the heat of argument or for expository
simplicity.”

“Virtually every quantity theorist has
recognised that changes in the quantity of
money that correspond to changes in the
volume of trade or of output have no

. L : :
IS CAPITALISM WORKING?
N2 S | :
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teelf. Something else, apart from the
the monetarists consider, must be at
his “something else” was recognised
ago as 1810, in a famous report of a
Committee of the House of Commons
' High Price of Bullion:

, committee pointed out that “the mere
al return of the amount of bank notes
ation cannot be considered as at all
g the question whether such paper is
ot excessive ... the quantity of currency
no fixed relation to the quantity of
vdities and any inferences
ng on such a supposition would be
y erroneous.”

committee concluded that: “the
wve currency of a country depends on
ickness of circulation ... as well as the
erical amount’ and that “all the
mstances which have a tendency to
‘ken or retard the rate of circulation
ler the same amount of currency more or
‘adequate to the wants of trade.”

it is the “wants of trade” that really
er, and the velocity of circulation of
ey merely adapts to this, there is little
‘of the monetarist position. But this point,
gnised so long ago, is not the only one
leads to problems for the quantity
Ty.

The other term in their equ:
onetarists have difficulty wit!

e money supply. Everyone knows there are
different ‘'definitions” of money which
include or exclude different sorts of financial
assets as money, TANging from 8 NATTOW
nition which includes only cash and
* bank deposits, to wider ones which include
progressively less “liquid” assets. Now the
~ question of which definition to use might
seem just a technical one, and has been
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treated this way by the monetarists.
However, it is not the technical difficulties
the monetarists face that we want to
highlight; rather it is the fact that any
attempt to control the money supply under
one particular definition, in violation of the
“wants of trade”, will make that definition
irrelevant.

Nichnlas Kaldor, in his critique of
Friedman, has made this point well using a
parable: “Every schoolboy (and, we would
presume, every schoolgirl — T.0'S) knows
that cash in the hands of the publicregularly
shoots up at Christmas, goes down in
January and shoots up again around the
summer bank holiday.”

Kaldor acknowledges that nobedy, not
even Friedman, would suggest that the
December increase in note circulation is the
cause of the Christmas buying spree. “But,”
he asks, “there is the question that is more
relevent to the Friedman thesis: could the
‘authorities’ prevent the buying spree by
refusing to supply additional notes and coins
in the Christmas season?”

How could this be done? One way, Kaldor
suggests, would be by instructing the banks,
for example, not to cash more than £5 at any
one time for each customer and ti)okeep_dwfn
the number of cashiers, so as to maintain
reasonably long queues in front of each bank
window. “If a man (sic) needed to queue up
ten times a day, half an hour at a time, toget
£50 in notes, this would impose a pretty
effective constraint on the cash supply,” he
concludes.

But would it stop Christmas buying?
Naturally there would be chaos for a few
davys, but soon all kinds of money subatm:lti.:a
would spring up: there would be a rush tojoin
the Diners’ Club and everyone who c,ould be
“trusted” would get things on “credit”. Those
who are not so “trusted” — Kaldor suggests
this applies to the mass of the working class
_ would be paid in chits issued ma!:ead of
cash by, say, the top five hundred businesses
in the country (who would also, for a
commission, provide such chits to other
employers).

These five hundred firms would soon find
it convenient to set up a clearing system of
their own, by investing in a giant computer
which would at regular intervals cancel out
all mutual claims and liabilities. Once this
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v can this be, if increasing the money
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a nation, it is not at first disperst into
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of manufacturers or merchants, we shall
wpose, who have receiv'd returns of gold
silver for goods, which they sent to
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ur; and this 18
izan, who

h

N

ECONOMIC NOTES 1%

“He carries his money to market, where he
finds every thing at the same price as
formerly, but returns with greater quantity
and of better kinds, for the use of his family.
The farmer and gardner, finding, that all
their commodities are taken off, apply
themselves with alacrity to the raising of
more; and atthesame time, can afford to take
more and better cloths from their tradesmen,
whc_:sg price is the same as formerly, and
their industry only whetted by so much new
gain. ‘Tis easy to trace the money on its
progress thro' the whole commonwealth;
where we shall find, that it must first quicken
the diligence of every individual, before it
encrease the price of labour,”

Tt is this effect, on real income, that Hume
wants to highlight. Since real incomes have
increased, prices do not go up by as much as
the increase in money supply. “The prices of
all things have only risen three, or at most
four times, since the discovery of the West
Indies,” Hume notes, but the increase in the
amount of gold and silverin Europe has been
much greater than this. The reason? “More
commodities are produc’d by additional
industry, the same commodities come more
to market, after men depart from their
antient simplicity of manners. And tho' this
encrease has not been equal to that of money,
it has, however, been considerable, and has
preserv'd the proportion betwixt coin ar_l‘d
commodities nearer the antient standard.

Hume explains the case of a shortage of
money by reversing the argument, and
paints a picture that is becoming more
familiar; “A nation whose money decreases,
is actually much weaker and more miserable
than another nation, who possesses no more
money, but is on the encreasing hand. The
workman has not the same employment
from the manufacturer and merchant; tho’
he pays the same price for every thing in the
market. The farmer cannot dispose of his
corn and cattle; tho” he must pay the same
rent to his landlord. The poverty and
beggary and sloth, which must ensue, are
easily foreseen.”

Easily foreseen, perhaps by David Hume's
readers in 1752, but not by Milton
Friedman'’s in 1980.

— Terry O'Shaughnessy,
May 4, 1980.
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t 1s, there seems to be a definite
ationship between the form it takes and
ligious ideology in particular.

With this in mind, the concept of a
pmosexual can be introduced. A
homosexual, as distinct from someone who
commits a homosexual act, is someone
pse mental structures have as a common
feature the choice of a sex-object of one’s own

ological sex; this relation could exist in the
conscious, in fantasy or in the act. (3) As
d put it:

AP b ST,

What decides whether we describe
someone as an invert is not his actual
behaviour, but his emotional attitude.(4)

or this to be the case, there must be
mething in the social formation to enable
he transition from homosexuality as
activity to homosexuality as a social role. It
s here that the link begins with the situation
of women. Whether consistent
homosexuality (among men, that among
women having less chance of social
folerance on an historic, world scale) is
tolerated or not is related to the particular
" mechanisms for social control of women in
each society (male-bonding as socialization
Lin the case of the pederasty of the Ancient

Greeks, quasi-women in the case of the
Amerindian berdaches).

With the development of capitalism, this
emergence of the distinctiveness of the
homosexual took a higher form. While some
content of the oppression of hun}osexuuls 18
not specific to capitalism (especially. related
to patriarchal and Christian ideologies), the
form it takes is quite specific and 18 bound up
with capitalism’s past, present and future

e T Wi P I A S s, A

development.
The phenomenon of the hox:;nwx;l)al \?tthra\
istincti identity and sub-culture
distinctive identity i o

integrated into the mainstream o
and subsidiary to the dominant culture was
made possible historically by urbanization
which drew large numbers of people
together, decreasing the isolation and sense
of deviance evident in pre-class societies.
Urbanization enabled new patterns of
family life, sex roles, courting and sexual

.
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E:elhavmﬁr. Prior to the rise of capitalism, in
irope homosexuality was institutionalized
only in certain closed communities
nunneries and monasteries, knightly orders,
royal courts.(5) But as early as the mid-1500s,
male homosexual beats existed in Paris(ﬁ)'
a‘nd male homosexual brothels existed in
France and England early in the eighteenth
century. But then urbanization was not
sufficient, Industrialization accelerated the
process of urbanization and caused havoe to
traditional kinship structures releasing
homosexuals from many of the social bonds
of less complex societies. This enabled the
transition of the homosexual as subordinate,
deviant and individual to homosexuals as
subordinate, deviant and mass.

Following Weeks, we can discern three
aspects of the development of the
homosexual under capitalism.

A distinctly homosexual role,
conceptualizing homosexuality as a
condition which characterizes certain
individuals and not others, was a relatively
late development, being fairly generally
recognized in Britain by the late nineteenth
century.(8) There is some evidence that a
male homosexual role emerged from the late
seventeenth century — associated with an
embryonic sub-culture, a particular mode of
behaviour (often transvestite) and slang. But
the critical formative period was the late
nineteenth century; the term
‘homosexuality’ itself was not coined till
1869 and entered into English currency only
in the 1890s.(9) The increasingly complex
male homosexual sub-culture in cities like
London and Dublin was paralleled by
developments in cities like Berlin. Although
lesbian organisations are reported to
have existed in France in the late eighteenth
century, lesbian sub-cultures did not
generally emerge till the turn of the twentieth
century, in Paris and Berlin.(10)

A medical model of homosexuality
emerged at the same time, though its roots
were earlier. This idea of homosexuality asa
‘disease’ both supplanted and supplemented
the earlier notion of it as a ‘sin'(11),
according with the bourgeoisie’s rational
and ‘scientific’ ideologies more than the
feudal-religious conception.

There was a development of homosexual
self-image and identity. Fitting in with
the demands of British capital in the 1880s as
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basis of sex. With sexism, divisions
de between people on the basis of
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are supposed to determine a
personality, ability and behaviour.
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ed with either sex’s ability to get and
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ist society, then, is not necessarily
al. Sexism is necessary but not
ent for patriarchy; patriarchy is not
ary for sexism.(12) Theoretically, a
chal society might be just as sexist as
archal one.(18) Historically, there is
clusive proof that there have been
archal societies preceding patriarchy,
site the strong tradition that this view
ad in the socialist movement following

‘recognition of the confusion over the
rd ‘sexism’, and to stress the immediate
em of patriarchal-sexism, many
inists and radical homosexuals use
iarchy in preference.

If one takes patriarchal government to
| Be the institution whereby that half of
the populace which is female is
~ controlled by that half whichis male, the

principles of patriarchy appear to 0e
twofold: male shall dominate female.
elder male shall dominate younger.(19)

is marked by its ubiquity
roughout all social relations;
ifferentiation within each sex along the
es of more masculine/less .masculme:_ its
undation on thesexual division oflabor; lt]z:
maintenance and reproduction throug!
kinship structures, ideological ap_pargtusu;;_
and the state; and by the nl‘trlbunoritc.r
gender roles according to biological sex. hm
" with this latter feature that we see tl 3
uncture of patriarchy an

" heterosexism. Here is the interconnection
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hetween. the oppression of wome aﬂg the™
oppression of homosexuals: ho sexual
oppression is structurally tied “the

oppression of women. Indeed, the pri
site of homosexual oppression is not in the
homo/hetero distinction but in the relations
between women and men.(20)

It has often been stated that the sexual
division of labor in the capitalist mode of
production is not historically specific to it.
Such a division predates the division based
on class and continues to be reproduced in
the post-capitalist societies. However, under
capitalism the sexual division of labor has
acquired particular forms which are
economically, politically and ideologically
specific to it. These specific aspects can be
seen with reference to two broad areas within
the production process: commodity
production and the domestic unit. A
woman's position is by no means the same
within these two areas; her subordination
and exploitation on the factory floor do not
necessarily correspond with her
subordination within the family. However,
there is a tendency for a women's
subordination within the family and
workforce to reinforce and maintain one
another. A women’s ideological subjection,
her relative political and economic isolation
as a house worker, follow her into the
workforce to facilitate the reproduction of her
subordinate position within the larger area
of socialized production.

The separation of material production
between its socialized form and private
labor performed mainly by women within
the home, institutionalized patriarchy as a
part of the capitalist mode of production.
Part of the consequence of this was the
perception of the family as separate from the
economy and personal life as a separate
sphere of life divorced from the larger
society. For socialists, the consequent
tendency was to see personal life as an
entirely subjective phenomenon, having
meaning only for the individual.(21) One of
the features of the feminist and radical
homosexual analyses of society has been to
stress the role of theindividual (‘the personal
is political’), and thereby contribute to the
development of a fuller understanding of the
workings of ideology and power.

Important here has been the examination
of familial ideology, and the connection

3
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mal, the form it takes being explained
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chological explanation that Freud
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s, including crude distortions of
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lany socialists have accepted
oanalysis as a science, but in so doing
noted that there are many aspects of
ud which are “decidedly culturally and
ally specific, and thus in the last
ince, ideological”.(30) For radical
Josexuals, psychoanalysis can make two
tributions to a critique of heterosexism:
refutation of a biological basis for
lusive heterosexuality, and a fuller
erstanding of the acquisition of
der roles.

t.l“l‘eud says thatin all of us throughout life,
libido normally oscillates between female

ividual to respond erotically toany sortof

stimulus is basic in our species. One of th;
" most basicdistinctions between humans an
other animals is the human capacity to
choose our own sexuality. Humans can
dispense with the equation. sexuality =
procreation.(32) Patterns of hnmosexuahg
~and heterosexuality represent learn d
behaviour., Nevertheless, all sorts o
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pressures ensure that heterosexuality is the
choice of the great majority. §

Theories that people were born
homosexual were discredited by Freud's
discovery of infantile sexuality. This
discovery itself opened up the arena for the
discovery of the initial acquisition of gender
roles. From the fact that each individual
effectively possesses traces of the genital
organs of the other sex, Freud concluded that
each individual carried the psychological
characteristics of the other sex.(33) This was
a biological reductionist view whereby
femininity and masculinity are equated with
passivity and activity in the psychology of
people.(34) In fact, ‘bisexuality’ in terms of
feminine or masculine gender roles depends
on cultural and social factors, which
explains the different manifestationsit takes
in different social formations. For a
capitalist society, the central site of
socialization (and of immersion inte
patriarchy) is the Oedipus complex: if all
goes well, the ‘bisexually’ disposed child will
emerge from this phase in her/his sexual
development as a properly constituted
female or male, and with appropriate
cultural and social values.(35) That
heterosexuals learn their gender roles at this
early stage is to add to the understa_ndmg of
the hegemony of patriarchal ideology,
through its operation in the unconscious.

With both of these contributions to a
critique of heterosexism, I have simply
asserted the position. In the former area, a
fair amount of work has been done by
bourgeois sex researchers; in the latter area,
there is much still to be done since the
question of the value of psychoanal_yms f(!r
the left was raised by Juliet Mitchell's
Psychoanalysis and Feminism.

Towards a Response: Gay Liberation

At the end of 1971 a Gay Liberation group
split off from the CAMP in Sydney and
quickly established itself as the dominant
and most vital homosexual group. A group
with that name now only existsin Perth (and
it was not established until 1976), those in
Adelaide, Canberra, Newcastle, Melbourne,
Brisbane, and Sydney having folded, but
Gay Liberation gave its name to the whole
homosexual movement, as well as a certain
militancy, structure, analysis and
‘image’.(36) Gay Liberation attracted the
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upset the process of production unlike
lesbians, since the sexual division of labor is
kernel to the operations of capitalism .., and
male homosexuals do not have the same
importance as lesbians regarding
reproduction of children since they are
physically unable to bear children.(43)

; The latter point seems to place too much
importance on the fact that homosexuals do
not reproduce in explaining our oppression.
While the need for reproduction of the
species, within prescribed kinship
structures, was and is an impertant factor in
enforeing universal heterosexuality, a role
for deviants has been provided in a number
of societies historically, and the connection
between sexuality and procreation has
become less relevant under late capitalism.
Moreover, it has always been and still is the
case that both sexes are needed equally for
conception.

The former point corresponds to the
statement by du Beauvoir that

what gives homosexual women a
masculine cast is ... the whole group of
responsibilities they are formed o
assume because they dispense with
men. (44)

De Beauvoir uses this to deny the gender
subversion in the sexual activities of
lesbians. Walsh commits the same mistake.
She says:
Lesbians are appressed because we are
women. (45)

Heterosexual women in their sexual activity
do not generally subvert heterosexual gender
identity. If lesbians are only oppressed as
women, and not doubly oppressed as women
and homosexuals, then what is the point ?f
talking about them as lesbians? If all that’s
at issue is the role in the production process,
then any ‘masculine’ woman might well be
{and often is) subversive, irrespective of
whether she is heterosexual or hoqwexual.
In attempting to minimize what lesbians and
male homosexuals have in common, the
apparent challenge to gender roles in the sex
act (albeit in different ways), Walsh obscures
the difference between lesbians and
heterosexual women.

The argument about the relation of
lesbians and male homosexuals to
patriarchy has been more forcefully put by
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‘more obviously pushing a ‘class
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or that other struggles have been
ed as more socially important than
of homosexuals — many radical
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feminism made more of an impact, the line
" softened. This did not prevent the eruption of
" a debate inside the AUS in 1977 about the
anti-homosexual practices of Maoists,
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China and by the homophobia of Maoists
internationally.(53)

And in spite of the apparently more radical
rhetorlc, the sectarians on a practical level
fh“ see the question as one of civil liberties:

sexual identity or personal characteristics
of the individual are not the concern of
others” (54) Like Pierre Trudeau, they want
to keep the state out of the bedrooms of the
nation.

Radicals, on the other hand, want to take
the affairs of the bedroom publicly into all
aspects of daily life. Said the Lavender and
Red Union, a socialist homosexual group in
Los Angeles, the position of homosexuals
could not be simply understood as a question
of democratic rights:

one must analyse the continuanceof gay
oppression and sexual repression in
general and its ties to the nuclear family
and morality that springs up from it.(55)

Thus the political significance of the
homosexual movement is not simply one of
another marginalized grouping seeking
recognition of its humanity, but of its
potential to challenge established
sexunl mores and the repressive
function they serve. The sexual practices
and personal identities of homosexuals, less
tied as they are to gender identity and sex
role, are lessons for a political practice whig:h
can breach the hegemony of capitalist
QOedipal sexuality.

The State, and Liberation

In May 1978 a survey of 2,000 people
showed only 29 per cent strongly opposed to
equal treatment in law for homosexuals. In
1977. 33 per cent in a survey were strongly
opposed to the legalization of homosexual
relations between consenting adults; in 1974
this was 39 per cent, in 1967 64 per cent.(56)
What happened through the 1970s was a
gradual general erosion of public hostility to
homosexuals, expressed in a weak liber:
tolerance on some legal questions. This has
accompanied the depiction of explicit and
implicit homosexual imagery and practices
in the mass media (the Don Finlayson
syndrome), homosexual law reform in South
Australia and the ACT,(57) awareness of the
potential of a lucrative market among single,
petty bourgeois male homosexuals,
ex ion of the commercial gay scene

the alleged non-existence of hom
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of land have been brought back
Jtivation and the first harvest has
been gathered. Together with
tional aid, which is becoming larger
ter distributed, this has averted the
f famine. Though there are still
problems in the food supply, this does
er the fact that the alarmist reports
appear so frequently in the Western
‘have more to do with psychological
e than with news. The situation has
eirreversible,inthe sense that no force
world is any longer capable of putting
ts of Beijing or any other power back in
addle in Phnom Penh.

e does the Heng Samrin government's
angth coms from? In the West it is often
med that this regime is only held up by the
port of the Vietnamese forces.

he Pol Pot regime, barbaric as it was, was
le to prevent the creation of a resistance,
ch began as early as 1975 Though
cibly repressed, this resistance
ertheless managed in about mid-1978 to
rm itself into a solid organization, notably
mong officers and political cadres of the
v. President Heng Samrin is himself one
these officers of the Pol Pot army who
ised that Pol Pot’s political line was
ading the country straight into total
termination. Then the National United
ont for the Salvation of Kampuchea
UFSK) was set up and the present
overnment was formed from this
organization. The base of the Heng Samrin
‘overnment is this vast opposition to Pol
‘Pot's reign of terror, it is the gnm
‘determination of the whole population never
again to let the agents of Beijing a:nd the
" imperialist powers return to power. For that
would mean a new massacre followed by
another war against Viet Nam.
Why are Vietnamese troops still stationed in
Kampuchea? And how long will they stay?

The Vietnamese forces came firstly to
pursue the Pol Pot troops who had attacked
Viet Nam, and then at the request of the
NUFSK to help to save the Kampuchean
people from genocide. Now the routed Pol Pot
troops have regrouped in Thailand, wllajere
they are fed and equipped b_\'chlng‘ rO-
American forces, the Khmer Serei are also
based in Thailand. The Khmer Rouge and
Khmer Serei are recruting among the
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refugees, and combine to form a real counter
as 1 are trying to get back into the
country in order to unleash civil war and
nverthr_mv the government of the People'a
Repub!ic of Kampuchea. This government,
which isin the process of consolidating itself,
asked for help from Viet Nam and an
agreement was signed in February 1979
between the two governments. Under the
terms of this agreement, Vietnamese troops
will stay in the country until the day when
the Kampuchean governments asks them to
withdraw. The day when the Kampuchean
government will be capable by itself of
resisting the threat of the pro-Chinese and
pro-American forces, it will ask the
Vietnamese forces to leave. All the
Vietnamese hope fervently that this day will
come as soon as possible: Vietnamese troops
will not stay a day longer. But as long as the
Kampuchean government has not made this
request, no force in the world can oblige them
to withdraw. Certain governments have
pressurized Viet Nam by cutting off
economic aid, China is threatening to make
war on us. Viet Nam will accept any
hardship and sacrifice to keep its
commitments to the Kampuchean people.

Why such stubbomness? Hasn't Viet Nam
had enough of war? And isnt aid to
Kampuchea a very heavy burden?

Viet Nam has to send to Kampuchea
workers, technicians, doctors, and
a variety of fields, to help our
Kampuchean friends defend and rebuild
their country. The Pol Pot men destroved
even families’ crockery, even school
stationery. We have had to send foodstuffs,
medicines, cooking utensils, exercise books,
pens and pencils, although our people also
suffer serious shortages of food and goods.
Our government has no difficulty
convincing the Vietnamese people to make
these sacrifices, because for every
Vietnamese person to defend Kampuchea
and help it to rebuild, is to defend and help
Viet Nam itself.

It is said that the Vietnamese and
Kampuchean peoples are motivated by age-
old feelings of mutual hostility.

It is true that in past centuries the
Vietnamese and Kampuchean monarchs
were often at war. In the 13th century, an
Angkor king tried on two occasions to invade

troops,
specialists in
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olitice have two principal
ide at home, and war to the
Viet Nam in foreign policy.
. came together to cause this:
Pol Pot—leng Sary—Khieu
pup’s own political line, and
Jeijing’s projects. Briefly, it could
1t the Pol Pot group is made up of
ts with a mixture of ideas, leftist
nalist, often lunatic; the political
and material aid of Beijing
tely gave them the means to put
strous program into action, This

ing the great Angkor Empire,
from Viet Nam the entire lower
elta, including Ho Chi Minh city;

rying out a radical revolution,
sing in the most brutal way
ng which they believed to be the
‘the old society (money, commerce,
religion, science, etc.) which led to
jassacre of intellectuals, Buddhist
5, artists and even sportsmen.

ealise these visions they had to raise a
rmy and force the entire population to
ay and night on huge projects, mostly
tion; anyone who opposed this crazy
was mercilessly done to death.

Beijing, the Pol Pot clique was an
trument for attacking Viet Nam from the
uth and thus facilitating a Chinese attack
northern border. A firm hold over the
Pot regime, plus the crushing of Viet
n, would allow Beijing to establish its
ination over the whole of Indochina, and
ce to advance towards all Southeast
y where 20 million Chinese already hold
ortant economic positions. In 1975, Pol
possessed six divisions of 5-6,000 men
1, with no artillery, armour nor aircraft.
ijing furnished arms and advisers to bring
is army up to 23 divisions, providing it
vith heavy armaments and aeroplanes.

" One can see why from May 1975 Pol Pot
began to launch the first attacks on Viet
‘Nam and why for four years he consistently
" refused all offers of negotiations made by the
ietnamese. Certain of Chinese support, he
believed he could defeat Viet Nam.

The events of January 1979 are easy to
~ explain: in December 1978 after the great
floods which had ravaged our country,
Beijing thought that Viet Nam was
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V:e;numee woman and child
killed by Pol Pot forces.

completely worn out and set the Pol Pot
troops at the attack, while Chinese troops
were being concentrated at Viet Nam's
northern border. The Pol Pot attack would
oblige the Vietnamese forces to look to the
south and give Beijing a pretext to attack
Viet Nam on the northern border. Deng
Xiaping received Washington's sanction for
this. Both Beijing and Washington under-
estimated the strength of internal opposition
to Pol Pot and the vitality of the Vietnamese
revolutionary movement.

Some would reproach you for your alliance
with the Soviet Union, your membership of
Comecon. Perhaps China would not have
attacked you...

Imperial China attacked us frequently
over the centuries. France attacked us in the
19th century, although the Soviet Union did
not yet exist. The USA attacked us although
we had not yet signed a treaty of friendship
and co-operation with the USSR and were
not yet in Comecon.

Our alliance with the USSR and our
membership of Comecon are the logical a.nd
necessary consequences of the general line
which our people and our Party have
followed for the last 50 years. Inthelong gnd
arduous struggle that we have been k_-admg
against the imperialist and reactionary
forces, the revelutionary and progressive
forces of the entire world have been our most
precious allies. The Soviet Union has since
its birth constituted the strongest support for
the liberation movements of colonised
peoples. Today, not only for Viet Nam, but
also for Cuba, for Angola, for Afghanistan,
and for all the other peoples of Asia, Africa
and Latin America, the existence of the
Soviet Union and other industrially
developed socialist countries, allows under-
developed countries like Viet Nam to skip the
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‘China to dictate our foreign policy The
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al occasions of inflicting a second
unishment upon Viet Nam, We are obliged
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Let us not forget either that Beijing is
utting very strong military pressure at the

os-China border, and that all the former
' partisans and mercenaries of the various old
- pro-American parties have regrouped 1n
China. Attempts at subversion of the present
being made in parallel
with this military pressure at the borders; the
possibility of an attack against Laos should
not be ignored. As at the time of the fight
against French and American imperialism,

Lao government are
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Viet Nam and Laos have to co-ordinate their
efforts. Laos has only 3 million inhabitants
in an extensive territory with very long
frontiers: the Lao government called on
Vietnamese forces to helpit defend itself. For
Vietnamese fighters and technicians, to
defend Laos, and aid it in the economic and
technical fields, is to defend and aid Viet

Nam itself.
In the present conditions our policy is to:

_ seek to negotiate, letting escape no
opportunity to find a peaceful solution,
accepting any compromise so long as it
does not sacrifice our independence and
sovereignty. Wedid thisin 1946 and 1954
with France and in 1973 with the USA; |

if combat is forced upon us, we shall take
up the challenge and fight to the end for
our independence and freedom. Either
they will notice in Beijing that it is
impossible to crush Viet Nam and will
change their policy, as happened in
Paris and in Washington; or, in the long
term, the Chinese people themselves will
force a change of policy towards Viet

Nam.



:ﬂi\“&::_ :\lims Poulantzas,

lost one of its leading

f_}lgloah ofa communist, a
who made a major
of marxist theory.

'ﬁe‘imsAﬂstralianLef:
consider to be a
arz, “Poulantzas
). The article is
b it is marked by

and worse, the author
death to launch a

ind of minor philosopher whose

arisian fashion”. Although the
fer at the end of his article to
rit, we have also been warned that
thusserian has about as much
humanist stalinist™!

r that this article is quite
te and that, even in other
s, its methods would be at variance
ples of marxist debate. It in fact
f the worst traits of the work of left
n Australia: an insular and slightly
gance combined with a tendency to
the objects of the criticism. Such an
n enly havethe effect of closing off the
v of informed discussion.

that Beilharz’ article demands some kind
We cannot discuss the pros and cons of
work, nor its relation to the work of
. This would have to be the task of a
epth article. Nor can we provide a
gh assessment of Poulan tzas'
ents (or, indeed, of his deficiencies).
we will simply attempt to provide an
e “appreciation” of his work by
g his contribution in three important
) his analysis of the capitalist state; 2) his
s of the new petty bourgeoisie; and 3) his
ns on democratic socialism.

capitalist state

tzas’ work first became widely known to
nglish-language audience with the
tion of the spirited debate with Ralph
nd and the subsequent publication of an
h translation of his first major book
I Power and Social Classes. In both cases
tral concern was with developing an
uate marxist theory of the capitalist state.

ist analysis of
extremely backward.

od, it can be argued that in the strict sense —

ich understands the “capitalist state as a
oncept which needs to be thearetically produced
ich an analysis wasin fact non-existent. Most

arxists tended to rely on a traditional, vu_lm.\rised
te in capitalist societies 15

t" of the capitalist class (or
tion of the capitalist class) to be manipula
ceording to the demands of that class. Insofar as
~ there was any kind of attempt to move beyond thui_
¥ rapective, it mainly took _the form o
mssimilating traditional bourgeois conceptions
hich treat the state as a set of institutions
inhabited and governed by “glites”. In th.e latter
case, analysis tended to be reduced to tracing the

“...-A

- NICOS POULANTZAS AND MARXIST THEORY 39

personal interconnections of the elites i
different institutions of the state and :Il:ttazclil;t;::
a whole. Poulantzas referred to these as the
conception of the state as a thing and the
conception of the state as a subject. His great merit
lies in the fact that he was able to avoid the false
dilemma posed by these two alternatives. He was
ablg to develop a conception of the capitalist state
which does not fall into the error of treating the
state as a mere instrument but which nevertheless
retains the marxist emphasis on classes or, more
correctly, the class struggle.

: In developing his theory of the capitalist state
Poulantzas returned to the classic texts. But he did
not return directly to the analysis presented by
Marx in Capital; instead he took up the
fragmentary political writings of Marx, Engels,
_Lenin and Gramscl. He justified this approach by
invoking the useful but ambiguous coneept of
“relative autonomy”. Drawing on the work of
Louis Althusser and Etienne Balibar, he argued
that the articulation of the elements of the
capitalist mode of production entails a separation
of the political and the economic in which the
political is constituted as a relatively autonomous
sphere. He argued that because of this separation
it is possible to construct a distinet marxist theory
of the political sphere without direct reference to
the economic sphere.

Whatever the merits of this procedure — and we
think that the notion of the separation of the
political and economic does represent an
important insight — it allowed Poulantzas to
proceed directly to a sophisticated analysis of the
capitalist state in relation to the specific character
of class struggle. He began by concretising the
concept of “relative autonomy”’ so that it now
referred to the necessary autonomy of the
capitalist state inrelationto the bourgeoisie.
Thus, he argued that by virtue of the nature of the
capitalist mode of production the hourgeoisie is
inevitably dividled and does not possess an
inherent unity which could somehow six_npljf be
expressed atapolitical level, in the cap‘i!.a!:st state.
Instead, extending Gramsci's reflections on the
role of the bourgeois political parties, he arg
that it is only through the capitalist state itself
that the bourgeoisie is organised and unified. In
other words, it is only through the capitalist state
that the bourgeoisie is truly constituted as the
dominant or hegemonic class. But in order for the
capitalist state to operate in this way it is
necessary that it should enjoy a relative autonomy
from the given components or “fractions” of the
bourgeoisie — this relative autonomy is therefore
central to the very nature of the capitalist state.

This approach enabled Poulantzas todevelopan
analysis which opens up the path torich empirical
studies. The concept of relative autonomy impli
an emphasis on what Poulantzas called
“materiality” of the capitalist state, ie the
distinct structure or form which necessarily
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s takes his starting point from the fact
or monopoly capitalism there has been a
"J;e' increase in the number of non-
‘wage earners, i.e. groups such as office
e workers, commercial and bank
, ete. He points out that the development
_I{p'nce with such groups is of vital
ce for any project of socialist
ation. But for this purpose it is
to develop a precise understanding of
ific interests and of the forces which
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tzas takes 1ssue with most previous
on these new wapge-earning groups. He
hose theories which attempt to dissolve
1to either the bourgeoisie or the working
as well, of course, as those theories which
iem as a “third force” in order to prove the
ence of all concepts of class and class
He also contests the theory of the PCF
resents the new wage-earning groups as
ediate strata” between the working class
e bourgeoisie. In opposition to all these
Poulantzas argues that these groups
be seen as part of the petty bourgeoisie.
es that such a recognition of their distinct
nembership is essential for establishing the

basis for a popular alliance under the
ip of the working class.

ist theory has traditionally understood the
bourgeoisie as comprising those who ewn
‘means of production but are themselves the
producers and do not exploit wage labor. e.g.
producers”, ‘“‘small shopkeepers'’.
tzas, however, argues that this is only one
on of the petty bourgeoisie — what he calls the
tional” petty bourgeoisie. He concedes that
new wage-earning groups occupy a quite
ent place within the social division of labor
compared with the traditional petty
rgeoisie. Thus, to focus just on the economic
emble members of the working class
s of production
instead have to sell their labor power in return
es on to argue that the
Jugion of both groups from the ranks of the
~ bourgeoisie and the working class entails similar
effects at the political and ideological levels and
" that this is sufficient to justify their inclusion as
ifferant sections of the one class, the petty
urgeoisie. In this way the new wage-earning
groups come to be designated as t of what is
called the *new” pettv bourgeoisie .
The major thrust of Poulantzas’ analysis of the
new pett;]&]]-urgenisie in Classes in Contemporary
Capitalism is directed towards a more precise
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:;h?::awmun of the boundaries of this group. Here
! s on some of the points made in his
introductory essay on the marxist theory of social
classes. He stresses that he is chiefly concerned
with the structural determination of classes and
tha! this must be clearly distinguished from “class
position™, Le. the specific position adopted by the
class or class fraction in a concrete situation of
class struggle. He also stresses that in marxist
theory the structural determination of classes
cannot just refer to a place within the relations of
production but must invelve an analysis of the
place of the group within the social division of
labor as a whole. In other words, we cannot just
look at the economic relations but must also look
attheideological and political relations
(ideological and political relations of
domination/subordination). He argues that this
last point is of crucial importance for the proper
understanding of the class determination of the
new petty bourgeoisie.

We cannot discuss Poulantzas’ analysis of the
class determination of the new petty bourgeoisie in
any detail. We will just summarise some of the
main features of this analysis. It can be noted, first
of all, that Poulantzas argues that the exclusion of
the new petty bourgeoisie from economic
ownership or possession of the means of
production and the related fact that they work as
wage-laborers establishes a clear division between
this group and the bourgeoisie. The main question
therefore becomes one of the relationship of the
new petty bourgeoisie to the working class. With
respect to the economic level Poulantzas
establishes a demarcation line by employing a
restricted version of Marx’s concept of productive
labor. He then moves on to the political and
ideological level where he introduces a discussion
of management and supervision and the division
between mental and manual labor. What he offers
here is an exclusive definition of the working
class according to which the working class
comprises only those who meet the criteria on all
three levels. In this way, even groups such as
foremen, engineers and technicians who meet the
restricted criteria of productive labor but not the
criteria associated with the discussion of political
and ideological relations are excluded from the
working class and assigned to the new petty
bourgeoisie.

Poulantzas insists on the importance of a
consideration of political and ideological relations
in establishing clear class boundaries between the
working class and the new petty bourgeoisie. But
perhaps the most valuable part of his _nnnly_sm
concerns the way in which he uses a consideration

of these relations to investigate both the
situation and the internal differentiation of
the new petty bourgeoisie. He lays particular
stress here on the division between mental and
manual labor and argues that the new petty
bourgeoisie as a whole can be characterised by the
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that _[’()ulantzan' position is most accurately
(les_crlblzd as one of “Left Eurocommunism”, in
which a commitment to the institutions of
representative democracy is joined together with a
continuing commitment to theimportance of mass
initiative and the building of organas of popular
power (workers” councils).

There remain many problems with Poulantzas’
g:::n('lrption of a democratic transition to socialism,
mclydlng most importantly, the problem of how
the institutions of representative democracy and
the workers’ councils would be actually
“combined” in any situation of revolutionary
crisis. But the issues which he took up were and
continue to be crucial for the future of socialism,
both in the advanced capitalist societies and
indeed in the world as a whole. His extensive
knowledge, his openness to the lessons of
historical experience, and his deep commitment to
the need for truth, enabled him to do much to
clarify the nature and dimensions of these issues.
This, in itself, is a worthy and necessary
achievement.

Conclusion

Nicos Poulanizas made a major contribution to
marxist theory. In the short space available to us
here we have not been able to indicate the breadth
of his achievement. Instead, by summarising his
contribution in just three areas of research, we
have merely attempted to break down some of the
misconceptions concerning his work and to
provide a brief indication of its importance and
usefulness. In this way we hope to prompt people to
return to his writings, or else to turn to them for the
first time. These writings represent an important
legacy which it can only be to our own benefit to
appropriate.

We have concentrated here on a summary of the
ent of Poulantzas’ work. But before ﬁmshn}u.
it is necessary to bring out more clegrly one point
concerning the orientation of this work. The
fundamental orientation of Poulantzas® work was
empirical and political. In this respect he t:l_rl‘:ke
decisively with the previously dominant tradition
in which marxism has tended to be transformed
into a general philosophy; either in Fhe form of an
“gthical” and “humanist” set of beliefs or, as had
heen more commonly the case, in the form of a
state or party ideology in which “marxism
provides sweeping formulae to justify the latest
tactical switch. By contrast, Poulantzas’ wu!'k
represented a return to the classical tradition in
which the chief concern is with the development of
a strategy for the socialist movement by means of
the “concrete analysis of concrete ail._uatinns"‘ In
this way he played a major partin laying the basis
for a renewal of marxist theory. In this respect too,
as well as in the substantive content of his studies,
he has left us an important legacy.

cont
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e events in Atghanistan in the final months
st year and the beginning of 1980 are the latest
lopments in this process going onin the world;

are not inexplicable events arising from
here, unconnected with anything else.

" Cutting through what seems to be first- and
econdhand speculation, the main views o0
Aarons and Freney appear to stem from three
uppositions:
) That the Afghan revolution which began in
1978 was not a genuine revolution or,
alternatively, did not have mass support.
Land reform was talked about —, even
intended, but no real efforts were made to win
peasant understanding and support or to
prepare supplies of seed, etc.
i ivisi the
3) There were no foreign army divisions on
borders or attacking over the borders,

—
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therefore there was no external threat to the
rev_o]ur,mn requiring Soviet military
assistance.

The_Afg}‘\z\n revolution, which began in April
1978, is ;ull in process — it is an anti-feudal
democratic revolution which has a number of
aims; but the central, the crucial, aim of that
revolution 15 land reform — the division of the
landlords’ estates to give land to the peasants, |

As Calaforra puts it:

Let us review what Afghan society was like
an i_hr» eve of the revolutionary uprising of
April 27, 1978...Daud’s regime then turned
against the progressive groups that had
supported it. using the security and police
forces trained and infiltrated by the Shah of
Iran's regime and reactionary paramilitary
organisations. Its target was the People’s
Democratic  Party..operating underground
because political organisations had been
dissolved... The assassination of Amir Akbar
Khyber led to popular demonstrations and the
arrest of other leaders...this led to bigger
demonstrations..fired on by the National
Guard, which killed 200 demonstrators on one
occasion alone.

On April 27, ten days after the assassination
of Khyber, army tanks knocked down the
walls of the prison, freeing the prisoners and
launching the rebellion (Gabriel Calaforra,
Tricontinental, No. 61, 1978)

In Afghanistan before 1978, ahout 40,000 feudal
landlords owned seventy per cent of the total
arable land; more than eighty per cent of Afghan
people are rural. The division of the land among
the peasants, leaving the landlord with as much
land as any peasant, is not like a tea party; as
marxists need to remember, this process involves
the most bitter, the most fierce class struggle
known in modern times. In India today, such
landlords are burning Harijans (Untouchables)
alive. Not because they are seizing land, but
simply because they are claiming a mildly better

deal.

Feudal landlords, through their control of the
land, enjoy enormous power and privilege; they
dominate the lives of their peasant tenants or
labourers not only in the exploitative economic
sense. They also frequently bear the title “Pir”
(Saint) who is the religious and political “guide” of
the peasants under his control. The Pir deprived of
his power and privilege reacts with savage
brutality, and because 98 per cent of the peasants
he rules over areilliterate, he can trick, beguile and
menace many of them into counter-revolutionary
activity under his leadership.

It may be the neglect of the characteristics of
this central feature of the Afghan revolution
which generates the contradictions apparent in
ihe CPA approach. Eric Aarons writes that ™
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Freney expresses the view that the main
Soviet troops wentinto Afghanistan was to
, that the commisgion of this act after
Soviet support for Amin showed cynicism
all the evidence, including that which
adduces, establishes that the Soviet
hip refrained from interference in the
al affairs of Afghanistan. They recognised
orked with the government led by Daoud,
" maintained the same relations with the
lionary government headed by Taraki, and,
ntly not with much pleasure, they
ained the same principle of non-interference
the government headed by Amin

ak Karmal informed a press conference of
ournalists in Kabul on January 10 that he
ed to Afghanistan secretly from exile early
ovember 1979. He met with the Revolutionary
and the Central Committee of the PDP

h already had an overwhelming majority
ed to Amin's policies). The meeting of lh-t.-
slutionary Council and the CC of lh?lPl)}'
eh decided to ask for Soviet military
istance, took place early in December with
imin present. It was decided that Amin convey
request to the Soviet government. The relevant
iet meeting Look place on December 15. Soviet
immediately began movingin. December 27

was only the day of the big airlift.
L There is no evidence or ground for assumption
| Ihat the Soviet authorities killed or arranged the

.
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killing of Amin, The leader of the present
government, Karmal, has stated that Arnin.wma
tried unlrl sentenced by a tribunal set up by the
Revolutionary Couneil and the CC of the PDP, [t
may not have been quite ao tidy, The
circumstances of the death of Soviet Li ant-
General Paputin (who had some responsibility for
guarding Amin) point to a chaotic situation in
which Amin was killed by the members of his awn
party whom he had persecuted.

W!)a\bevur really happened at that point and as
Denis says, we may never know, there is no doubt
that Amin was the central figure in the factional
struggles in the People’s Demoeratic Party which
were so debilitating and helped the forces of
counter-revolution. As Denis recounts it:

..In mid September last year Amin ashed
Taraki to dismiss Interior Minister Watanger
and Border Affairs Minister Mazduryar.
Amin took a military escort with him to the
Presidential Palace.. Palace guards opened
fire...Amin went away, came back with troops,
stormed the Palace and killed President
Taraki..Amin then sacked three Ministers
arreated 4,000 Taraki supporters and executed
a number of military men,

Denis says the evidence points to Amin being a
too fanatical, too devoted, and too brutal
a revolutionary. Putting aside the linkage of
devotion with fanaticism and brutality, what are
we to make of his next suggestion: that the Soviet
|eaders...were not prepared to risk seeing Amin
transform Afghanistan into a central Asian
Yugoslavia? How on earth do we equate too
fanatical and too brutal with Yugoslavia?

In another explanation along wimilar lines for
the Soviet action Denis quotes favorably the
Beverley Male that this Soviet
“save” Afghanistan from “an
nded government with no reason
w could not risk the
anistan and the

opinion of Dr
action was to
independent-mi
to love Moscow...Mosco
abrogation of its treaty with Afgh
expulsion of Russian advisers”

Bearing in mind the internal relationship of
class forces in Afghanistan at the time, one can
only say that if this was indeed Amin’s intention,
that would lend credence to the most sensational
and dramatic accounts of what Amin was about
(accounts which | had been inclined to discount).
Any attempt Lo put such a scheme into operation
would be bound to meet with opposition from a
majority of the People’s Democratic Party, the
Revolutionary Council and at least half the army.
The outcome of the inevitable internecine conflict,
opening the way for unfettered operations by th!
armed bands of the feudal landlords and city
merchants would have been a long way from any
kind of Asian Yugoslavia.

For most references see Afghanistan: Fact —
Opinion — Analysis. CPA publication. Price $2.00.
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In a time when it is often argued that people —
particularly men — seem incapable of taking their
tional lives seriously, Woody Allen would
appear to be an exception. In his last three movies
Annie Hull, Interiors and Manhattan) Allen
follows his exemplar, Bergman, in making
personal relationships — particularly, unrequited
love — the subject of his films, In many ways this
18 quite an achievement to be able to make movies
which modestly vet successfully compete with
Space spectaculars, exploitation pot-boilers, and
flaccid sit-coms of the Neil Simon variety.
Notice that I said “to be able to make moves ..., "
EVEn more remarkable than
hing private life a8 a suitable cage
r o0 the nonart movie house
Merican screen is his confinement of the Eenreto
I:!u OWN private life, In film after film, we buy our
tickets to peer once again into Woody Allen’s life,

10 see, basically, how he!, ti ith hi
e 1 OW he's getting on with his

Now‘as I've indicated, this 18n't necessari
i d:.hmg. and one could describe AIE:': ﬁﬁni

0] itabl;
dt.e!linr_e charitably, alg

in New York, can drag us ':_'ltu hi
life, love, and urban living?

Well, of course, on the surfac

Ympath
thout my

18 disarmingly h
obsessions, prepared to spi .
about childheod repressions, n
of the new and strange, and deepl
home ground, the fascinating
York. But note that the New
Allen loves is only the physical New York fi
people who live in Manhattan
targets: that super-sophi
of inauthentic pseudo-inte
consuming ‘“‘culture” an
producing crap at a rate of kno

self-punishingl

So why not be interested in this opinion
Likeably honest man who lo
and lives in, who hates phi
prepared to suffer the blows dealt b
disaupnintment, rejection and f
heart? Well, once maybe — Annie
have had the working and
through two more films, Is
hitting his targets more squarely — ]
far and away the best of these movies — that the
audiences still come? Perhaps so. And perhap
See a maturing Woody Allen: at |
Manhattan he doesn't get all the good lines
8 protagonist, is as badly flawed as the res
characters. But, most j
ourselves in the Age o

For in Woody Allen’s world, the people don't
take their persanal lives seriously, in the se
attempting to integrate their public and private
demands and needs by submitting them to
TIgOTous serutiny involving, at the very least
careful consideration of what might justif;
demands they are conjuring with. Inst. d, the
consume their lives, submitting the
demands and needs to an endless talkhack sh
effortfully repressing the question that is bugging
them all — what the hellis the point of all this — in
a dazzling display of tolerant diss of their

loody and palpitati emotional guts
Seriousness this jsn t; show business
1tis.

y being their own spectacle
nhattan jockey for room in
the self-revelation stakes, 1
constantly talks: Woody talks
schoolgir loyer about why she shouldn’t 1o L
and how he dogsn’t quite love her; Woody talks to
his best friend about how he (Woody) handles his

ex-wife's preference for a lesbian relationship; the




