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RECONSIDERING MARXISM. 

by Bruce Jesson. 

A NEGLIGIBLE INFLUENCE IN NEW ZEALAND. 

This year I have been doing a course on Ma1·xism at, the Auckland WEA, 
and t>his is the firsti of a series of, articles tiha~ has grown outi of bhati course. 
My aim is tio provide as comprehensive an accounti of Marxism as possible. 
I will briefly cover the economic, social and politiical background of Marxism, 
and i,➔s intiellect.ual origins. I ill trace tihf:; development. of Marx's tihought.i. 
_and will explai11 the main cone • s and some of bhe areas of difficulty. And 
I will sketich tihe subsequenti development> 'of Marxism: tihe Second, Third and 
Fourth Internatiionals, some of the independent tihinkers and schools of tihoughti. 
tihrough ~o tihe disintiegratiion and renewal of the lasti couple of decades. 

The tirouble witih such a comprehensive approach is tihat, I will inevitiably 
get outi of my depth P as I move int,o tihe specialisti areas of philosophy, 1 eco­
nomics and histiory. (Some readers may be able tio help me in tiheir partiicul­
ar fields of intieresti.) S~ill, I have tio ttake the risk. There isn'ti much depbh 
of knowledge of Marxism in New Zealand. Itis influence has been negligible 
here. All that we have really had is the dogmat,ic and unat,l;iractiive t,radition 
associatied witih bhe Russian Revolul:tion. This has detierred a lot of people 
who identiify tthis traditiion witih Marxism as such; and has caused many others 
tlo immerse tihemselves in doctirines !.hat often border on the absurd. There 
is of course much more lio Marxism ~ban t,he codified beliefs of S~alinism and 
Trobskyism - and a comprehensive tireatment of Marxism is tihe best way of 
showing i~. 

A comprehensive tireabment, of Marxism is also the best way of showing tihaL 
ib has been t;he only sustained al:jtlempti t.o develop a radical theory of capitialism. 
Marx is by far tihe most, impressive of tihe radical tihinkers: rigorous, sophisti­
icatied, syst.ematiic and exhaustiive. Marx has dominatied radical thoughb for a 
hundred years, noti because his ideas are necessarily tirue, buti because he 
defined tihe problems and provided some of tihe conceptis thati have been needed 
for a cri~icaJ analysis of capitalism. Marxism has been tihe framework for a 
centiury of discussion, debabe and conflict. abouti the natiure of capitalism; 
Even competing politiical tiheories, such as anarchism, have been dominated by 
it,. In a sense, Marxism is tihe self-consciousness of ~he socialiatt and commun­
ist. movements. It, is tiheir accumulatiion of thoughti and of reflectiion on exper­
ience. Everything about t;his tiraditdon is open tio questiioning and doubtt. Few 
of Marx's own ideas survive enbirely unscailhed. However, Marxism can't be 
ignored as a body of t;hought,i witihout. stiartiing from scratch. 

Marxism•s negligible influence in New Zealand is more a commenti on New 
Zealand socie~y tihan iti is on Marxism. Hi isn 1~ justi a matit,er of tihe radical 
impulse being weak in New Zealand. Iti is equally tio do witih the New Zealand 
aversion l:io abstiracti t.houghti, 11New Zealanders reek litjt.le of general ideas 
and greati principles. n wrotie Andre Siegfried in a 1902 assessment of the New 
Zealand workingclass. This has been an enduring featiure, not only of New 
Zealand societiy bu~ also of New Zealand radicalism. Our lack of inberesti in 
ideas has even in tihe pasti been a source of considerable self-satiisfactdon; 
activism has been t.he testi of radical commitiment, no~ bhoughti. Marxism of 
course is a highly abstracti and complex systiem of tihoughti, and could hardly 
flourish in an environmenti of colonial pragmat.ism. 

Marx's t,hought has been known about. in New Zealand since at leasti tihe 
1880s, when William Pember Reeves wrote about iti in tihe family newspaper, 
the Lytitielton Times. One or t.wo New Zealand inbellectuals, such as Willis 
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Airey and Bill Sutch, have shown some signs of a Marxis~ it1fluence. Buti as 
a rule Marxism has functioned in New Zealand in its o~her guise, as a philos­
ophy of polit.ical act:ion. The r,?.latiionship bet,ween bheory and actiion has· 
always been a problem for Marxism (and I will writie aboub i~ in more det,ail 
later in ~heae articles). Clearly. Marx intended tihab his t{houghti should have 
a politiical impact, bul much of what he wrotie is tioo abstiracb, and complex 1:,o 
be .o.f any immedi.tt-e political UBf.~. In prac~ice, Marxis~ politiical movementis 
have had difficulty. reconciling the~ conflictiing demands of theory and politdca1 
action. New Zealand is an ext.ire·me case where an obsessive and unsuccessfuJ 
act1ivism has jm;t about cancelled out, theory alllogetiher, 

Marxism 1s hist,ory as an org~ised politiical movementi in New Zealand goes 
back tio the forrna~ion of tihe Ma:rxian Association in 1919 and ~he Gommunist1 
Par~y in 1921. Thati is, Marxism was esbablished here as a by-producll of 
tihf~ Russian Rcvolutior; - which was a bad sign, because it; showed ~hat, New 
Zealand lacked the radicaliE,m and tihe intc11cc~ual resources t,o establish a 
Marxistt politiical movemcnti of itis own accord, Before tihe war, Marxism had 
been one of several influences in t!he Social Democrat.de (formerly Socialis!:i) 
Partiy and on 1:ihe leaders of Lhe Red Federatdon of Labor. In 1916, tihe Social 
Democrabic and Red Fed leaders helped form tihe Labour Par~y, and any Marx­
is~ lnflminc(i was absorbed and disappeared wi~houl:i tirace. This lefl:. a vacuum 
on the Left, tio be filled in a few years by the Communist Par~y, and il:t meanti 
thati a Leninist. conformity could be imposed very easily in New Zealand. Un­
like Europe, or even Bribain and the United Sbaties, 1:>herc was no already­
existing natiionaJ Marxism to complicatie tihe spread of Leninism. There were 
no local Marxist leaders bo be won over t.o Leninism, or discredited, no exist­
ing Marxi_sti orga11isat;ions to be spli~ or absorbed. Leninism had no compet.itiors. 

The early Communist, Partiy was cst.Hblished on l{he fringes - lil:ierally - of 
New Zealand society, in tihe same West, Coasti coal-mining communil:iies tihati a 
decade or so oarlicr had nurbured ~he Socialist, Pa:rtiy and tihe Red Federal/ion. 
Isolation; hardship and a senrie of cornmunib.y generat.ed a class awareness in 
~hese townships tihati was rare for New Zealand. The Communisti Part,y emerged 
on. tihe Coast out of an cmvironmenb of solid trade union acbivism; and this 
associ?ilion of communism and militianti unionism has contiinued ever since. The 
link between t:ihc two seems logical enough, buti tihe similari~y of Marxism and 
militant unionism is deceptive, Bobh use tihe rhetoric of class s!:iruggle: buti 
bhe strength of Marxism is it;s sweep and tihe facti t,hati iti is a theory concerned 
wibh the \Vhok of capitaiis!:.i societ:y; whereas unionism, militant: or moderatie, 
has a more restric~ed outlook and n much n:irrower focus. Trade union 
actiivism fostiers a g1·ossly simplified form of Marxism; liha!:i is oft.en combined 
with a defensive, dis pa raging Hb~itude to the complexitiies of political ~heory. 

• Perhaps this pa.rtly explains the appeal of Leninism, because it boo is nn 
action-orienti~d. gr0risly simplified form of Marxism, Howeve1·, tihe most obvious 
aM:ractiion of Leninism for New Zealand comrm.tni::1l:i1} has been ibs identdficat.ion 
wil:ih tihe Russian Revolution, Evidently, tihe existence of .a tangible alterna-
4ive has fulfilled some sort, of <.'mot-ional need for New Zealand communistis -
a feeling of cert;ainl-y perhaps, or even the promise of a ut 1opia. At, any rate, 
loyalby to Russia (or, when ~he movernen~ splintered, China, Cuba, Albania) 
has been a dominaLing feature of New Zealand communism, There 'Nas a t.ime 
when tihe case both for and against, Marxism was ,n·g1.,1ed entirely in !:terms of 
the Russian experience, Ati one of the crisis poinl:s in Lhc hisb.ory of the 
Communist. Prirqy of New Zealand, following bhe rev,~latiions abouti Stalin in 1956 
and t-he invasion of Hungary, many of i~s members left - not because t,hey 
had changed bhefr minds about. Marxism, but, becausr~ they had losb, faith 
in bhe Sovii:."':b Union, 

H ls temptiing even now l:;o int;erp:ret t-he communist experience in New 
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Zealand from an int,ernabional perspectiive. During tihe decades of Stialin's 
rule, communism in New Zealand gave tihe impression of functiioning as an 
insignificanti party wit!hin a ')monolithic world movement. Since tihen, tihere 
has been a series of schisms t.hat have seemed very much a mati~r of com­
peting inbernatiional loyalties. 

Yeti in some ways i~ is positively misleading to concentiratie .on tihe Russian 
(or Chinese etic) connection, because it hasn 11:i made much difference to left~ 
wing act 1ivity witihin New Zeahrnd. The existence of various socialist home~ 
lands has provided a focus for loyalt,y and a bedrock of faitih; but the revolu-
1:iionary exp'erience of tihese countries is irrelevanti tio New Zealand. Similarly• 
Leninism has functiioned as something tio believe in; but.i local communistis simply 
ignore tihose aspectis of Lenin 1s tihoughl:i (for ins(iance his crit.ique of ~rade 
unionism) bhati !:they find inconvenient. 

Lefti-wing politiics in New Zealand has been derived from a politiical culture 
wit;h which we feel much more comfortiable - tihe Britiish. Radicalism in this 
countiry draws on a typically-Brit+ish mix of influences: liberalism and non­
conformism, ChrisGian socialism, Fabianism, Labour Partiy reformism, militianti 
tirade unionism witih a politiical gloss. Ali mosti, tihe influence of ~he main 
communisti powers has distiurbed tihis mix. For inst;ance, in tihe late ~wenliies 
and early tihirbics tihe Communisti Partiy adoplled the Cominbern's hard-line 
aU1itiude tio tihe Labour Par1{y and moderatie tirade unionism. Subsequentily, 
this was regarded as a par~icularly damaging experience, buti il.:t did have a 
basis in atititudes that were common at; the tiime. Similarly, in tihe la tie 
sixtdes and early seventiies, tihe Communisti Partiy wenti bhrough a phase of 
anarchistic militancy, in response l:io tihe Cultural Revolution in China. But 
there was a 'local basis for it too, in the exuberanti acbivism of t.he probest; 
movement. 

The colonial or1gms of the New Zealand Left. have been so obvious as tio 
atitiracb no comment. The bookshelves of older radicals are crowded witih tiiMes 
from Lawrence and Wishar~, Victim· Golfancz and tihe Left Book Club - alongside 
t;he unreadable tiomes from ~he Foreign Languages Publishing House in Moscow. 
(The equivalenb for some of my generation has been New Left, Books.) For 
t1he firs~ 1:/hirty-odd years of itis existence, the Communist Party of New Zeal­
and belonged t.o a Brit.ish Empire grouping of communisti partiies (and ati no 
point in itis history has it:! challenged bhe link witih Britiain). In 1:ihe fift.ies, iti 
adopted a progn.1mmc called The New Zealand Road tio Socialism which was. cop­
ied from tihe Britiish equiva1ent, The Bribish Road bo Socialism. 

Australia, with it,s more industrialised economy, has also been an import.ant, 
channel of 1eft:-wing influence. Several of the Red Fed leaders were Austral­
ian. The early .Communist Party of New Zealand was part of t:ihe Australian 
Party, which contiinued bo play a big brat.her role up tim t.he sixties, There 
has as well been a spor.1dic American influence on the New Zealand Lefti, going 
back (again) uo t:he Red Federat:ion and ib,s borrowings from t,he syndicalism 
of tihe (American) West.ern Federation of Miners. 

There is a pat,wrn to all this. The various deficiencies of t.ihe New Zealand 
Left. are all relat.ed: it,s obsessive and unfruit,ful actiivism; its lack of any 
capacity for independent thought; and analysis; itis colonial inadequacy; itis 
semi-religious faith in tihe various communist regimes. Each of these is a 
symptom of tihe local tiradH:iion of colonial pragma~ism and of the New Zealand 
a version tio a bstiracti thought,,. 

The particular failings of t.he New Zealand Left didn't, st,and out so defin­
itely during the Stalinist era, because the whole of t.he world movemenb was 
smothered by a Russian-imposed conformity. (Even tihe non-Stialinist 
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Left had t1o func~ion in a poJi~ical climate determined by the vagaries of 
Soviet policy.) But. the rnonolitihic unitiy of tihe internatdonal communisti move­
menti quickly cracked aftier tihe death of Stialin. The snrains were apparent; 
eyen in the fifbies, witih Eastieirn European philosophers developing humanisti 
int:ierpre~a~ions of Marx, and with a mass exodus from Western communisti 
part,ies after tihe invasion of Hungary. The na~ional and ideological conflicti 
betiween Rusi:c;ia and China also began in t.he fifties; when in, became public .in 
1962-3 iti sel:i off a process of disintiegration, rele<1sing pressures ~hati musb 
have been building up for decades. 

During t.he. sixties and seventies, naLional communis~ parties stiarted assert­
ing t.heir au~onomy: ~he besti-known examples are those of Eurocommunism • 
buti t.h~J most consist,ent case is just, across t.he Tasman, where tihe Communist. 
Party of Australia has established a positiion of complet.e independence. Otiher 
forms of Marxism flourished, mainly Trotiskyism tio sliar~ wil:ih. buti also the 
almosti-forgotiten heritage of Westicrn Marxism. Marxist! t,heory experienced 
sometihing of a rebirb.h, stiimulated by tihe effortis of tihc French communist 
philosopher, Louis All:ihusser. 

The last; ten or twen~y years has been, for Marxism, a period of disintiegra­
~ion and renewal.· New Zealand has experienced ~he disintiegration, but noti 
much of ~he renewal. 

In 1963, tihe Communist, Partiy of New Zealand, alone among Westiern commun­
isb partiies • decided bo support. b.he Chinese partiy againsf.l tihe Russian. As a 
consequence ill suffered a much greatier upheaval ~han at.her partiies. His 
history since then has been one of conl:dnual defecl.iions and splitis. To starti 
with, bhe conflict was witih supportiers of the Sovieti Union: in 1966 tihe CPN Z 
Ios~ mosti of its ~rade union influence v1hen bhe pro-Soviet, Socialist Uni~y Part.y 
was formed. Subsequentily • divisions appeared among the supportiers of Maoism, 
wibh tihe mosti damaging of t.hese splH,s occurring in 1970 when i:,he CPNZ lost 
itis entiire Welling~on Disb:ricti. The Party has been shedding individuals and 
groups ever since• ·~ill i~ has now :reached bhe stiat,e of being one of ~he small­
est of a number of lcfti-wing sect1s. 

This splintering of tihe Stialinis~ ~raditiion was pa,·a11e11ed by tihe appearance, 
for the first. ~ime iri New Zealand, of the main antii-Stialinisb form of Marxism -
Trobskyism. In 1967, tihe Socialist Actiion League was formed, and quickly 
became importiant, in tihe anM-war movementi; and i~ has since been joined by 
a couple of much binier Trotiskyisti groups, the Socialis~ Labour League and 
fihe Communisti Lefti. 

There are about1 seven or eight lefti-wing sectis operating in New Zealand, 
and the fratricidal strifo - especially among the Maoist, g•:roups - has occasion­
ally seemed positdvely dement1ed. Often, this strife has seemed t;o be abou~ 
competing· intenrnt.ional allegiances more tihan local differences, and tihere has 
been a no~ica ble reluctiance to use tihe si~uatiion bo esl:iablish any measure of 
independence, Thus• tJhe Socialist Unity Partiy is nol::orious· for it•R blind foit.h 
in the Soviet, Union, Similarly• tihe various MaoisL groups used bo competie 
frenetiicall y for !the favour of China• although bhe sitiual:;ion setit;led down aftier 
the pos~-:Mao leadership in China repudia~ed Mao and broke witih Albania. A 
group called t,he Prepara~ory Committee for t.he Formatdon of the Communist 
Partiy of New Zealand (Marxis~-Leninist) ended up wi~h Lhe Chinese franchise. 
The Communist Party repudial~ed both China and its own Maoisti past;, and 
tiransferred itis 1oyal!iy l.;o Albania. And the Workers' Communist League was 
left, in a posit.ion of relabive independence, more by defauH.1 iti seems !:than by 

·design. Trotisk:yism hasn't. had any equiv.:ilent Revolut.ion of its own t,o ident-
ify with. (AH;hough the Socialist Ad,ion League is an uncritical publicist for 
Cuba and Nicaragu::i, and stipport,s the Soviet; Union on all issues of importa nee.) 
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. Buti the Trot,skyist, groups all value l:iheir overseas connectdons, and tihey all 
rely on overseas parent1 organisatiions - for literature., articles t,o reprinti, 
tiouring celebrities, and even to some ext,,ent for their politics. 

If tihe various communist groups could ignore their conflicting inilernabional 
Ioyalbies, !:they might,' find that, tihey acbually have quite a lot, in common. 
They are all activist, organisatdons. Most1 of them are acbive in t,he unions. 
They all campaign around ;J range of liberal causes, Nearly all supporti the 
Labour Parby. Their immediat,e aims, as well as bheir ultdmate goals, coincide 
on m;.rny poin~s. In a more rational polit:ical atimosphcre, they could mos~ly 
opera tie as different, tendencies within tihe one pai·t:y. 

There is no prospect of them doing anyt,hing so sensible, if only because 
each group has its own hist,ory - which includes ib; conflictls wil:ih bhe obher 
groups. Hiabory divides bhe groups in another way tioo: each g.roup expresses 
some era of New Zea1and 1s politiical histiory, and t,his causes somfJthing of a 
generation gap. The Communist, Partly, tihe Preparat,ory Commititee and tio a 
lesser extent ~he Socialist, Unit1y Part,y all have a flavour of the l:ihirtiies -
especially llhe Communist, Parby which is unrepentian~ about its S~alinism, The 
Socialist, Unitiy Partiy has also been marked by t,he fifties, with leaders like 
Bill Andersen and Ken Douglas deriving t,heir habitual caution from their 
experience of the 1951 wat,erfronb, defeat. A younger generation of communists 
is represented in the Socialist Act,ion League and t1he Workers' Communist, 
Le<1gue, bobh of which developed oub of the st.udentt protiesti movement, a~ 
Victoria Universit:y in the late sixties (SAL) and the early seventies (WCL), 
These two groups express the period when world communism was disintegrating, 
and appear less rigid and dogmatiic l:(han t.he other groups. 

Yet, across the generation gap, between bhe elderly and tihe middle-aged• 
there is an unbroken tradition of act.iv ism, pragmatism and anti-:-fotellectualism. 
Despite their universit,y origins, botih SAL and WGL are absorbed in tihe .day­
t,o'.""day problems of pracbical polii:dcs and show litl\le awareness of. t,he intellect,­
ual ferment, that has occurred in European Marxism, Some years ago. Socialist• 
Act,ion book t,his anti-int1ellcctiualism tio the exbremc of physically transfe1·ring 
its actiivitiies and. its membership from tihe universit,ies Lo the declining freez­
ing indust:ry - 'a turn l:io the workingclass 1 I tihink tihey called it:. 

I know from personal contact, thab some of !;,he people in t,hes<:.i groups do 
have a private interesl:J in polit.ical t.hcory, but are diffident: about, displaying 
it publidy, lt 5eems tihat, Lhey have made a judgi:rn1enti tihati i;,here is no aud­
ience for tiheoretical discussion in New Zealand, and t.hat; politics in any case 
is about, action, What tihi~ indicates is that, pragmat,ism hasn't. justi been 
a deficiency of a part,icular era and of partiicular gi·oups, but, is deeply-root:ed 
in New Zealand sodet,y. It, also means t,hat anb,i-int.ellect,ualistn permeates bhe 
New Zealand universiby system, rendering iti incapable of c:ont.ribubing any 
tiheoreLical coni:,ent to radical politdcs in New Zealand. 

We 11, maybe l am over-stating the problem slighbly. Despite everyl:!hing, 
there have been flickerings of intierest in Marxisti. tiheory. Between 1978 and 
1981 there were four annual Marxian Politiical Economy Conferences. The first, 
was exhilaratiing for many of the partiicipantis. It, was as though a long-suppress­
ed need was ati fast, being recognised and met,. Subsequentily the conferences 
deticriorat.ed - nob because of any lac.k of .an audience, buti more because I).he 
supply of tiheory dried, up, Some of the papers t,hat wei-e present,e<l to these 
conferences were printed by David Bedggood in Red Papers on New Zealand, 
which appeared in three volumes and has been the most, uncompromising aUiempt, 
at publishing indigenous Marxis~ theory so far made in New Zealand. 

David Bedggood has also written tihe only book t!ha!'.! has al;,temptied a Marxist 1 
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appraisal of New Zealand - Rich and Poor in New Zealand. Unforbunat.ely. 
it hasn 1t been a part.iicularly successful book, aU,rading a scatihing review 
from W. H, Oliver in The List.cncr, bu~ not. receiving any comparable defence 
from the Left. The probl,2m, I think, is tihat, 1:,he book was rejed,ed by bhe 
activist Left, as 1ac:ademic', and by t,be t1heoretically-inclined Lefti as tioo dog­
matic and too dose tio being a creed for act:ivisbs. Eit,her way, Rich and Poor 
in New Zealand has beer, a victim of New Zealand ant-i-int>ellectmalism. (I don 1t• 
intend t,his as .an off-hand dismissal of bhe book, and will consider it in more 
det,ai] 1at;er in t.his sc:ci•:s.) 

In recent y_ears, t.hen~ has been a not•icab1e increase in in~erest1 in Marxist, 
t•heory, alLhough tihen: is now no org:rnisat,ional expression of iti. Lit.tile 
pocket:s of Marxism have qevcloped in several of our universities - Auckland, 
Massey, Victoria and Cantet·bury - largely as an extension of the Marxism 
t1hat has become fashionable in Brit,ish, Australian and American utiiversitics. 
The difficult•y wit•h a development of t,his sort, is Mrnt, it, hasn 1ti emerged from 
New Zealand needs, and doesn't, have an indigenous Marxist- t,raditdon Lo relate 
bo. ConsequenUy, there is t,he danger of insularity, It, is tioo easy for indiv­
uals, or even JiU,Jc groups of Marxists, to become pre-occupied wit,h problems 
bhat, inheres!:, Uiem in t,he inl.iiJrnatdonal 1it1erature, and t,o remain uninvolved 
in the politics of the fr own country. This self-a bsorpt,ion also in hi bibs contact< 
between Marxists in U1e difforenb universities - or even wit,hin !:,he same univer­
sity, if Auckland is any example. (The New Zealand Cult,ural St,udies Workins 
Group Journal is about t.ihe only at,~empt• at: int,cr-univcrsit,y communicat.ion 
Lhab I am aware of.) 

An insular, self-absorbed, narrowly-academic form of Marxism is more like­
ly to vindicate the dornina11t: anbi-int,ellectiualism t-han counter iti. The point-, 
obviously enough, ii:; relevance. During t,he sevenl:iics • New Zealanders dis­
covered that t,hcir society was much less sbable than they had always imagined. 
Suddenly, our economy w,1s shown to be among the moBt fragile in tihe 'devel­
oped' world, Traditional political loyalties st,arted t,o break down. Bigotry 
surfaced. In 1981, politdcal vjoJ.encc erupted. A process of social disint•egra­
tion has also been evidenL during l!he last 1 decade. Socia] and racial divisinns 
have become mot·e obvious, aggravated by unemployment.. Family patterns 
have been changing: tihe trraditiional nuclear family is becoming more tihe excep­
tiion than the norm. Drugs and unemployment have combined to create a 
definite criminal :,1ub-culturc in New Zealand. 

Wit.hout, rc,ally being ;1w,~re of it1, we have, been Jiving through a time of 
rapid and fundamenbal chan 12,c, especially when compared wil:\h t,he decades 
immediately preceding it, Unlike earH,_.i- periods of change, tihe countiry is 
not moving in any obvious directiion - v;hich is perhaps why we haven 1L really 
be·en aware of how fundame1rnal l:ihe process is. Taken singly, each of bhese 
changes has a stiraighbforward logic. Bu~ tihe combined effecti is chaotic and 
bewildering. Take11 togebh•~r, !:iheRe changes are just, manifest,at,ions of conflictis 
that, ;:ire basic to our entiir~: society. 

Nnne of Lhe polit,ical pnrt,ies has responded with polici<.,s thaL arc appro­
priate bo the scverit:y of t,hc counbry 1s problems. (Excep~ possibly for the 
New Zealand Party, and it h<1s responded with cenLuries-old dogma.) Nor 
has anything of imporl:tance c(;me out, of the universitfos. Apparently, the 
(mbfre country has been afflicted with a paralysis of t•houghb; which isn't 
surprising considering t,he tradition of complacent pragmatiism. 

Iti is this sit,uation tihat, est.ablishcs bhc relevance of Marxism, in at least 
two ways. Marx.ism is concerned wit:h the development, of society as a whole -
and therefore corresponds to t,he scope of New Zeaforid's problems much bebber 
t•ha n the fragment.ed disciplines of the un1ven1it,y, such as philosophy, econom­
ics, polit,ical science, sociology, anthropology and hisb,ory. And Marxism is 



The Republican, Augw:;t 1984 -10-

a bheory of conflicti and change, and has as ibs subjec~ matiber t.he sorb of 
turmoil t.haq New Zealand is currentily experiencing, Botih of tlhese featiures 
of Marxism can be traced !:;o t>he influence of tihe Hegelian dialectiic. In tihe 
modern contiext, these tiwo featiures of tihe dialectic - the concern with tihe 
development of societiy as a whole, and bhe emphasis on conflicti and change -
provid(~ a useful inti.elluctiual framework for examining a disintegratiing and 
fragn,entied socieby such as ou1·s. Th<' noveltiy of this intellectual framework. 
in New Zealand at least, is lihab it, is not iust, concerned wilth tihe various 
process~s _of change - economic, politit:al ~, soci,d and cultiural - bub wi~h bheir 
inticrconnectiion. 

Marxism may not have discovered a political base in tihis countiry yeti, buL 
iti docs have bhe compensat,ion of a definit1e int,ellect,ual role - and no rea] 
compctit,ors. This int:eUectmal role is simply a product, of t.he circums~ances 
that. <iffect us, and it, will become clearer as l:ih!'>. processes of change,accel­
crat,c, Pt!rhaps bhe surprising thing a bout tihe lasti decade is nob how much 
change has occurred, but, bow lit,t,le, (There may have been some hyperbole 
in my earlier account of the country's decline. The process so far has been 
one of deteriorat,ion :rather than catiast.rophe.) We have been spared t;he full 
effecti of our economic: dcbacle by t,he magnanimity of the worlds' bankers, 
and ~his has soft,ened t,he politiical and social repercussions. However, Muldoon 
i's now predicting tihati tihe world economy will entier a full-scale depression 
witihin tihe next: year or t,wo, If he is right,, tihen this countrry is going .tio 
experience a crisis in the fullest sense of the word. In tihe meantime, tihere 
is an obvious need for a t,heoret,ical appraisal of the processes tihat, seem 
destined bo result in such disastrous oubcome. 

This is where The Republican fits intio tihis potit,ed history of Marxism in 
New Zealand. Publication of Thil Rephblican covers tihe same decade as New 
Zealand's disintiegratdon. Nntiura y, ~ e process of disintiegration has pro­
vided tihc magazine with its subject maU,c:r. More t.han any otiher radical pub­
lication, The Republican has focussed single-mindedly on a Marxist analysis 
of t,hc poJit.ical and economic convulsion l.).bati has been dominat,ing life in t-his 
counti"1·y. The main benefit, of this is ~hat iti has estiablished thf1 beginnings 
of ,;n indigenous Lradit.ion for isolatied Marxists, scatitiered around the country, 
t;o rehl t,e Lo, 

Somcbimcstihe Marxist n.zt.ure of this ,inalysis hasn 1ti been notiiced, in some 
cases because Lhere are people who can 11;. recognise a poliqical theory unless 
it hits tihem witih polysyllabic jargon, but, also because 1:ihe conceptis are often 
buried in 1.ihe analysis. In t•his series of art,icles. I int,end writing explicitly 
abouti Lhe concepts; which means shiftiing the emphasis away from New Zealand 
but wiU ciarif y the methodology t.hat I ha vc been using. In one sense, t,his 
sedes will be a vindicatdon of Marxism. Bu 4 at t,he same time, I am going 
t.o be complet•ely rutihless about, it, cu~t;ing away the dogma in order tio 
uricovet· tihe conccptis t.hat have ;:1 lasting value. 

( This series on Marxism will cont.inuc in !:.he nexti issue. wiqh a discussion of 
the polibical and intdlccbual origins of Marxism.) 

AVAILABLE FROM REPUBLICAN PRESS, P.O. BOX 22-263, OTAHUHU. 
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In t.h~~>?t ::irtichn;, I 'At'il.!. be doing li tth more- than popularising 
ide~s th~t have been floating around for a docade, or two 
internationally, I>.lth,:,t:gh these ideas are in a eense the most 
contemporary, th,~y also r·(~sc:h back through the histm:y of Marxism to 
ite bcgi.nninga. Much of thi:1 r-ecent disouss ion has been a re-evaluation 
of Marl.:. And there has b~+~n ren~wed int~rest in lesser-known figures 
in the history of: Marxis:, {Lucacs, Grainsci, Benjami.n, Adorno). To 
si1nplify things a litthi, there h: a du1rt on the opposit:~ page that 
&ttempt!1 11 Narxist ~itmealo,Jy. Fol1m;in9 George- Lichthflim in 'The 
Origins of Socialism', the ant$c~dents of Marxism are related to their 
political ,,nd economic Qrig.in;.:. in the French and the Industrial 
Revolutions. The, dir.~ct pcliU.cal influenc~s on Marxism are the 
egalitarian r,epubliear, tr,'lc\iti of the French Revoluticn and the 
t1topian socialir;m that grip intellectual lif:-a in the 1830s. 

' ' And. the ch!:t.rt mirrors the growth of European socialism in the 
Nint!!teenth Century, and th<~ revolutionary convulsions .?:nd the spread of 
communism in tht? 'fwQntieth C1.antury. 

Nov~rtlK:ile,:;~ 1 thh~ :;_~; an into.:dlectuel outline, not. a political 
e.nd the dominating figure ~apart from Marx) is gomeone who was 
poli.tically activer nor even a socbli0t: Georg Hegel, Professor 
Philosophy at the Oni•:.:irsity of Berlin from 1818-31. 

THE INFLUENCE OF JmGEL. 

one 1 

not 
of 

He,gel 's philor;ophy do;;ii?!~t.ed the int~l.lectual mJlieu of Marx and 
Engels' youth, nnd hl:d a form~tiv<.:· influence on both of th0m, although 
in different wu~;s. T int~nd conc;antrating on thl! influence on 
Sngels r for my own polt tical r~o.:Jc,nf:. .E:ng~ ls was the piirson 
raspor1~ible for intt·cdu::inq the philosophy of d:Lalectical materlalism 
into MsrxiH'!I. '.l"hf.;:,1 i,:., no statcm~nt of dialectical m~.teri.aliern in 
Marx r a wo:i::·l:, Mi,'.i 5. ;; ,,•;,,r.m 't .i.mport,:nt in Nineteenth Centuyy Marx:tsm. It 
was il'l'i}?'.)rt.,mt ti:F:n<:h in Russian Marxii,nr., and after the Russian 
Revolution .tt p:7c,v.:6,}d th0 phitoaophical b1uds for the dogmas of 
com1:1uniem. Gener.-,1t.ions of cont:!'lmd.ets have bft~r. ~-chooled in thiH 
philosophy. DialecticaJ. mnterl~l:i.:'lm h1u1 made r~. pexticulArly strong 
impraE;sion on t 1·le n~frl z.z,.,l~rn<l Left b(l:'Csuse of the fascination with 
Chin&1:1e pc,llti,:::c th,it d.:Jve'.icp<!!d ::n th~ nixtie~, Mao popularised and 
dev<i:loped ,Ji:il~cti ;al m~1t~:i:·i,:1l.i.cm in his e6s&y"; c.m philosophy, and 
thase were accept.s:~,1 une;:iti<.:ally by p~ople in ~nd around the Communist 
Party and it£e1 vnriot1r cff-sh<:>ote. 

Dialccticlll m:1t:s1 i.e;Jimn gt.:al tenda tc., be identified with Marxism in 
New Z~aland, and c,:>nt.ributes to :l.te au:"a or dogmati8m and 
narrow-mlrid.,dness. Y~t: it i.t- widely egreed, among specialists in 
philosophy, thet dial"'ct.icaJ rnat~.>:i.'i.li!Hil l!, En9elf; • contribution, not 
Marx I e. And that Eng~lz t()ok i.t word for word frorn Hegir.l. Clearly,, 
there is aom~ untenglin9 to do, b,acaus~ En9els 0 philosophy ie called 
'dialeottcDl rMt 1.1;rillliBm', whereas Heg~l 1 s iE: an ,~xtreme form of 
idealism. !\pparent ly Eng0la, ;md follow.i,n9 him L~nin, simply 
tnisunder.st.ood the nature of th<?. Hegelian dialectic. l\mc>ng others, the 
Italian Mttr.xi6t Lucio Colletti argues this in 'Mar,d.s1n and Hegel 1 

• 

How~ver, this doeon 't enu.:re-ly settl.a th(,~ ntntt'i}r, b0caus~ Hege.!!' s 
philosophy hat:: ae .ttr:; then,e the goal of Rea.son ~nd Preedom in human 
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Induatrial Revolution 
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Germanideali.sm 
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1 
Luxemburg 

I , 
Aust.ro-Mar:idsm, Plekhanov 

I 
Lfirfil'I 

Third tnternational 
Cor.mcil communists, 

,, i . 
Korsch, Lw::acs, Trotsky 

-----,­
st alin 

P,">nnekoek Frankfurt School 

r--·-·"'''' .... , 

Marxii:-it Humanism 

/~dorno 
Horkhelmer 
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Marcuise 
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•• I 
Eurocommuniam 
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'!'his outline of the history of Marxist thought covers the most important 
names dealt with 1n thi!:, se1·i.es of articles, and nhowi::; eonie of the 
cormectlons between them. l\ diagram of thit; sort is inevitably.­
Helective and arbitn~ry - someone writing from a different point of 
vi~w wotdd emphasise different aspects of thh; tr,idition, 



affairs. Solon~ as this goal remains unfulfilled, Hegel will retain a 
lingering rolevance for radi~el politics. 

Hegel I e. phllo;:;ophy tends t.o be incomprehensible to the modern 
com11:d.,,,ua11i&s8, if or;ly bef.'!;m1;;~ the themes ,:n:e ba~d.cally religious, At 
hif1 wt:i.rst, H('!gel :l.i:, obsc\.1r1J t~nrl theolo9ict'.l, 1rnd can be categorised as 
115ome sort of panth(;liBt, 'Cha~ h;, he doef.m 't b~lieve in a revealed god, 
external to th~ world. lastead Reason (a 6ynonyni for God) is the 
eubst.r.n.c,, of thl; ~1orldr and thn world t:hf, •~mbodimer,t of Reason, Reason 
qixi&ts itt space 1;1:::; netuxe, whe:rce :i.t is HnGonRc:Low.;: and implicit. And 
it e:d.st.s 111 t:1.mE, M; SpirH ~Kind, a~pe-nding on the transltition) . 
The <::St,,rnc:,'?: of Spi:r:it is fr'<!iedc:,n. The co,n:·se of bistory .is th~ 
~elf-di:welop!tl0nt: of. Spi:f:it, it!:' g:.:,t1l of self~-consciousness. So that 
history i.& nothing more than the progres~.. of the conscioua:mieas of 
freedom. 

Thi.s <'.!ppcars to be nothi.ny more than theological gibbe.r:isht 
appropriat,,, to f.J. moro re:ligious age- th,H't ~:mn1, tind it is treated as 
such by crit..ic1:- likf.1 Colletti. However this is 8 miaunderstand:lng. 
Hegel doer; ~·:ot. ,.:oly on religi.ous fld.th, but on philosophical proofs . 
. l\.cc:ordin0,"ly, th,1 th0ological exter:ior of Jiegel 1

$ system can be peeled 
eway, ::.ea.ving " rstiona.l t1rgument. The world a1:; th-? embodiment of 
Rc.ason cu1 b.?. n-~stated as simply merming thb.t xeeltty har. t:. rational 
structure. That ia, n6ture is subject to scientific lawai and history 
isn't jus1:. ;i S(;,'.,·,:~nce of unrelat.ed eve-ntr;, but exhibits l.i. .t'.!ltional 
process - b:11!' <".'2'v~lopment of the ic\0!1 r::f fr<:1edrJm. Yet Hegel' a 
philo1:1ophy r-:,tr,a.:I M, ide1,1l:tst in t;h~l strongest sense~ of the tern., even 
when ratrippecl of: the trwolog1cai ext~:d.or, R~i'I !.Hy h.: t.re-ated ae an 
e"pr88sion of t:ln:.1ght, \,ld.ch s,,?ems absm~d from a matter of fact, 
meteriaU~;;. point: of vie-1,1. 1 t is sfo,ply common sense tht,t tha univorse 
exists inder,,.,.nC:t:r:U y of hum,:,:r: consciouon,,,ss. However Hegel iim' t 
particula:i:-ly i.o.U:!:(!:ste,~ in a reality th&t 1.rt. ~x,;ernal to human 
consei.oulitnet;r,, nor. ;,.i.i,th the mi.tur,i.l world c.1s Buch. Hia .!.nt.ereat is in 
human hist,;;1;'/1 r~l1tt.t,:-:1. j_,::; only ;.;1:.levant: to th,.? ~1~tent: that. it belonga. to 
human e:xp~:c:..encc. ,fitbin thin •~·onte;-tt, HC!q~l •s 1.d.a,alism is not ao 
!H?lf-evid~n,: l.y eb'.,lit:d, Bi.story i.1:1 not.binq rr.c:r~: than hum,rn activlty. 
And the :soci'?!ty we live in is I!! wot·ld of our own cr.e<':!tion •w even if we 
are unaw~re of this. 

In its th1:1olostca:l fonn 1 Hcg(,l' s ph5.lor::iophy if. &bout an odyssey of 
Spiri:t:, whi,.:J, i.s ,:s".:rc,mgetl f:rom itfi. 0b:jectiw, ex.ii:-tence :i.n the worldr 
and whc:.,~,e a.:'!.,c. is ., ::l!conci:U.<Ct:i.on with .;.t~;r•lf. rn human terms, this 
refers to the lo~:,,; of the. unco,,,Jc:i.our; harrnc:,ny that ones? existed. between 
the indivichwl l4nc'i socie,ty. (Heg,d ick>-ntifi.er:; th:i.s harmony with 
anci<!!nt Gre(>,ce, t.ut. Mao:d. society could serve as ~ New Z~aland 
example..) Th~ deve .. opment of .!ln individual:i .. stJc consciousness me&na 
t.h1c1.t we now exp~:r.i~·,·!c~ society ,.11;; al :l.e·n and oppt'esc.1ve, even though it 
is only the concretisation of our own activity. Society itself ia 
f:t·agrnsnted .i.nto cor.tf1'!1ting 1nt£•rr.:.t~t.s, And ~~o the qoal of hiHtory is the 
return to hen1ony, but this time at a ccnscicrus lev>:?l, th:r·ough an 
awarene~e that t11f, qonls llnd interestr, of the :tndi v1dual coincide with 
thoee of soci~ty an e whole. H,Jgel int,;,naeo this ee trn a.cceptance by 
t.he ih<Uvidual of an oppressive rt,8Hty. But it could al110 be 
interpret:Gd as a Cl;;ll to x:evolution. (This .is the-! meening that Herb&rt 
Marous~ atreseea in 'Roason amd Revolution'.) Hegt'!l' s philosophy viewe 
humsnity au h.tat.o:d.cal and hj sto:ry ,,a human. It ia a p<;•rspective that. 
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has proved fascinating for c:riticB 
influenced as impreGf.d.•re t;ange of 
Nietzaho, Kiark,,gaora, S£tre .... 

of weat0rn e:oci.ety, 
thinkera: Proudhon, 

and hao 
Bakunin, 

Dial~ctical thought 5.:'3 c,~ntr~~l to H~g0l? ,i. phi.lcr;ophy i.n t.hllt the 
odyaslly of Spirit - tlie C:tlnflict oetwt~en hum:m c,.,n8t~iousn~ss and social 
reality, subj•::ct c,nd ob:l<c~t - is ,,,.,hat t~ie rii,{kcti(~ comzist::s of. Heqe,l 
develops the dialecti.c in hi.s. Logi(.;: 1 , '\:;here 1.t eppears es a dialectic 
of concepts. Om; concept (,::,9,, B~ing) nem>:rate~ .i:tr:; oppoa:l.te ('11.g. 

Nothingness), requi):ing a third concept {e.g Becoming) to rer:;olve the 
contradiction. Hegel vis,.;..;-.lises this dio.lecti.c of conceptaaB unfolding 
in history - which follows from his view of history as the development 
of consciousneos. Acoord:tr,g1y, t;i•e syf.•b::m or concepts doubles as an 
histo~ical p:roc,'!SS, th-ar<', belng no rigid 1,:eparation between 
philolilophictd thoui;_;ht and hit-tod.e:al reality .. 

Thi0 coincid,,r;c.-. l:::ilt',;1':~n thought and re.;.lity provideei the bridge to 
the materialist dblectic the:t EngelB i.nt:n?duced into Marxism. Reality 
can be vie'Wea a.a being d:J.al~ct ical by nntu:re, r.md dialectical tho\1ght 
as being the appropriate, exp:;;-~sr,d.on oi thir:i. In this respect" Hegel 
distinguiGheo b~t:.~x~~n t.wo way;;: of thinking which, borrowing from K-,nt, 
he calls tJnde.rst.snding and R'"'.r:,son. lJnderstanding lr1 the method of 
thought of eommon !!iem:::2 and the naturaJ f.;ci<H1c~e of Hegel I s time, and 
j,s roughly equivalent to th'11 pc1sitivism tha~ has don,in-".ited the social 
sciences of our cwn tin1;2. Und'!.::·str::1.ndin9 {poei tivism} works from 
irnn1ediat~ i:aality, fl'.·om the i1.:clat<:d f-,ct and from self-sufficient 
phcmomcrna. !t Co:t"r~sponil.s to the fr.-,"'9mr.mtat:i.on of modern society 1 

unl.ik~ Reason which expressec the dynttmistn of r.eali ty, and grasps both 
the d.iversity of reaJ.hy and th~ uncierlyinq nnityfy Thie difference can 
be :e:-elatod to the cone,a_i;,t 0£ 'l'otali ty. Understanding/R('~ElOn analyses 
soaiet.y pieot-mei,l, wh11tr!-!'t,:;; Rcr,f'on und<Jrstands th~ part£ in relation to 
the Whole. How~ver the ~hole ir: a procesi:, it :1.s hit.-ttorical, end can 
only be gr,.H,p~d tln:our;;h ~ r:;ysterri of thought, not fl'.·om itnmediate 
exper.tence. consequentl!' th~ ,::oncept of 'totaJ.ity is not just about 
r~lating the p~.rt:s to th~ Who~c-. Thf.:: Wholi is d theoretical system; so 
that th~ Ci>!H:-e-pt.. of Totalit'! :l.R abo1.tt the importonc~ of theory a£ 

against empirlc,'!11 d_:;~te or in•J.n♦:1.:Uate exper1'!'nce. 

FROM HEGEL ·ro D!M.,ECTlCM, MA'l'FRIALISM. 

Engels' ~tt~;.1.pt to -.,atablh,Ji a rnaterlal.i.st dialectic involved a 
inisunderet5ndin9 abcut th~ :1.d6ntity (in Hegel 1 F sy.stem) of thought and 
reality, and of tha cUstinct:ton between Und~:r:·standing and Reason. 
Engfll~ di1;carded what: h,~ s,'lw er.s Beg~l •s idealism - . the derivation of 
the dial{'ctil'.." fx:om cc,rw~;::,t@. In th-!! proces!>, he discarded some of 
Hegel' s most important itHJi(.?.btu: th-;.:z cruciel. role of theory; nnd the 
active role of humlln consciousness in history. Instead, EngelG 
attetnpted to establi!'!h th"I dia1ectlc l!!mpirically, which cannot b~ done. 
Univ8rsal 1Aws of Beitig cam,::-it: b~ aertv~ci by empiri{~~l m~thods (wh.tch 
i,s, the potnt of H~gel 'r"' d.Let.i.r:ctJ.cm between Understonding and Reason). 

Engel11' d.:i.5c,;raidon of. t};1:1 diedectic .tn 'P,nti···Duhrin9' is eketchy, 
f:t:agmfJntnry etid littl-e mN.-~ than ;rn in11xw,trished v~rsion of Hegel. ltt:i 
main problttm i:,; the att<>...ttpt t(.J tu;;tablioh tb~ r."\:i.alei::tic aitt a law of 
Being applying equ.slly to i~.:<tur~ .rmd trnrnan •ic,cii,t:,,, to calculus, 
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physics, barley grains i1nd thought. Engels seems to imagine that these 
examples constitute some sort of proof, but in themselves of course 
examples prove nothing. Ulti11tately the lawB that En9ele 1 oitea are a 
me.tter of lcugic. It stands to re~son that . . , , 

Engels maintains that change is basic to Being and that movement is 
a property of matter. 'I·he origin of char-.ge is internal conflict. Any 
entity contains within iteelf its own contradiction, this being the 
driving force of a procegs of e~lf development (e.g. the contradiction 
between Cap1tal and I.abou:r is tho driving foree within capitalism). 
Change occurs through a process of negation, whereby one phase of 
development is euperced$d by tha next, 

Engels has been trellt~d harl!lhly by professicmal philosophers. In 
particular, the idea of a dialectic of Nature has received scathing 
treatment. The obvious objection (especlally from an empirici.st 
Viewpoint) ifl to the idcaa of universal laws of B~ing - which by their 
nature are beyond the range of human experienceb There is also an 
obvious objection to Engels' assumpt on that the laws of change are the 
same for Nature as for human society - r even that the same laws apply 
to different types of human oooiety. Moreover, many of Engels' 
aseertions appear nonser..rdcal or arbitrary - e.g. the assertion that a 
grain of barley ie negated during germination. 

Within the Marxist tradition, the most frequent criticism is of 
Engels' treatm8nt of Hegel. Hegel waa e systematic thinker and hie 
system can 1 t be wrrenched apart without desti:oying its coherence. The 
dialectic can't logically be separated from the idt,aLisrn. (This iP: the 
crux of rny own rtrgUZ'M,~nt. ) Colletti hes argued thi.0 point most 
"trongly, by maintoining that the dilllecti.c is integral to Hegel I a 
theology. According to Colletti, Hegel's vision of a dynamic, 
inherently contradictory .~e.elity is intended to demonstrate the 
insubattmtiality of matter and the exitltence of God. :r think that 
Colletti overstateri the case. Hegel• s po:i..nt is tha1:. matter cannot be 
the eource of philosophical truth, not that it doeP:1n't exist. 
Nevertheless, Coll~tti. is basically right, inasfar os the dialectic is 
very clove to Hegel'o idea of God. Moreover, Regel•s dial~atic of 
Nature do0s logically imply some sort of pantheism, Hegel visualises 
the dialectic ae a process whe:i:-eby an entity st:d:ves to achieve ite 
potential. In human society, the drivlng force of thii,: process is 
human rnotivation. But what could this driving force be in Nature, 
without oome divine praeence? 

Engels' opinions abo,;t phj_losophy maraly reflect the breadth of 
interest of a cultured, Ninoteenth century European g8ntleman, and are 
too sketchy to justify mueh attention. Although Engels' book 
'Anti-Duhring• was enormously important in popularising Marxism, the 
section on philoeor,hy doesn't eeem to have had much immediate J.mpact. 
Xn Europe, at th~ turn of the centu:cy, it wiu, a1Jsumt.1d that Marxism had 
no philosophy of its own and could be attached indiscriminately to 
othe:r philosopM.es. !t wae only in Russia that Engels• philosophical 
fragments were tnken 11erioualy. There, the idea of a materis.liet 
dialectic took off in Hegelien fashion, ae though it baa a life of its 
own, developing in a way tha.t would probably have nppa.lled Engels. The 
initial damage was done by Plekhttnov, the founder of Russian Marxism, 
who coined the term 'dialectical materis.lls111', Plekhanov ~ystematised 



Engels' comparatively haph~zard popularisation of Marxism, turning it 
into an integrated body of theory. Dialectictil materialiam becam~ the 
basis of this system, providing the philosophical justification for a 
theo,:y of th@ entire history of hurn;.tnity (historical materialiam). 

Lenin regarded Plekhanov';.; interpretation of Marxism as 
authoritative (d~apite their theoretical differences}, e:o that 
Plekhanov 's version was absorbed into Mar.xism-Leriini('ll\ the rulirlg 
ideology of the soviet state:. In it:a final form (as "utlined in Soviet 
text books such as 'The Fundttmentals of Ma.rxiem-Leninism'), thiEJ 
ideology :I.s s1mi l.ar in struc-t ure to Hege 1' a philo~iophy. Reality is 
assumed to b@ rational, and govern~d by universal laws of Being. Theae 
la.we are the origin of a dialectic of hist!)ry, movinq frorn a state of 
unconscious harmony (primitive conanunimn) th:cough various forms of 
class society~ to a st~te of coneciouG harmony in ~ future conununiet 
society. Hegel' s theoloqical terminology has been di.scarded, but it 
we.s never neceecaxy a.nyway. ,,.11d some of t.he terms have been changed. 
The dialt\ctic of id«ae has glvt!n way to a history of class struggle. 
The confliet betvroen human conecJ.ouaness i,nd an oppreesive society has 
been replaced by a conflict betwaen t.he forcer:; of production and th~ 
rald.tions of production (in plain language, ~he l(i'vel of t&chnology and 
the p:copl!rty aystem) . nevertheless, the over~.11. system is 
subetan'tilllly Hegelian 1 and the1:·efox·e: on exer,:is~ ;J:n metaphysics. And 
it sh&r4!s H~ge;l' s basic fault of imposing an arbit:r:11:cy pattern on human 
hbtory. 

Dial.ectical materialism has e:v'1in e~rved much the a1'me politic&l 
function ae Heg€'.lian philo~K,phy, pnJViding a philosophical 
ju!ttific&tion fol:' ob~dience to or, oppressiv~ Fi::5t',!. lt ie beoauae of 
this political function that Mo.r:xiam-Lenini£1111 becam~ the orthodoxy of 
th& Left for over half s. century. lt """·s able to replace .lees rigid 
versions of Marxj,sm b1ac,rnse of th~ political authol'.'ity of th6 Soviet 
atatc, impo&ed th:rough the mechanism of the Comlllull:i.st International. 
Ccnver£ely, Marx.iom-r,(!!niniem w,1c an ess€ntibl comJ;,onent of the 
authority of the soviet stat(:t becaua~ of itr:,. prfttensions as a 
isoeio-coernJc c.re~,a (a world view} . It mennt tl:1.r..t. the twists and turns 
of communist policy c.ould hfl juetified by the ult tmoti., laws of the 
unive:iroe. 1\nd it px:ovided itt; ~oherento with that s<?nfle of certainty 
tltat charac:t-!'r;ts~s religi.ous/poHtic:el movQrnentei. 

Mar1tiern~,Leninism w.,es the cre,::;d of St.a.11 nir;m and i.ts influence today 
is larg~l.y rt,;;sidu~.l. ,As e theoretical syatc-m .it is a travesty of 
Mar:idarn ( and even a reg:re!!lcion en H"gel} . Mane 1 1:1 work waa a 
11elf-contein.ed the,,xy of •..:opital.ism, that dE1p€!rids on no external 
philosophy of f!ith<ar the universe or history. Many of the insight€: and 
much of thft comple},ity of M11.rx 1 !it theory originate in, the eubtletiee of 
H~gel*a dialectic - but it is a more sophisticated use of the dialectic 
than t11at of Enge lr,,, P lekb;..no\, (~•r L-anin ,. 

------------------------------------------

_Th~ Flet;_~her C!~"lllenqe _::_:11e,'>l th .-,nd Power in New ZeaJ.;md 1s still avail­
able from Bruer~ Jes,;i::m, PO Box 22·-26 '?., Otahuhu, Auc!d.,:ind 6, for four 
dolV.i..nJ. 
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Labour government . Devaluation reassured , the , ow,ners of , ,capital that 
all would be well and gave them ' a quick few hundred '', million . do l l ar 
bonus as a sign of good faith . This gift has been paid s ubsequently  by 
New Zealand workers in higher prices for imported commodities or the 
imported comporient of domestically-produced goods and ser.vic,es , 

· "  ' ' ' ' •  

. .· 
· '  . : 

A different but necessary approach of sei�ing the ase;ets · of currency 
looters and outright prohibition of <::urrency exports would , of, course , 
fright.i;n big capital even 'further. · '!'his .is  i.nevitable . Ul timately , as 
a peopk , we inust ' own up' to the ia�t that ' we are 'npt aµ under-devel oped 
country any more and that we can form e·nough c api t.al for inves tment
purpo_ses  from out own _ �nnual s u_r:plus _. In order, to :  have a surplus to 
re�invest

· 
· for s ocia1 i'y . , usefiil 

. 
purposes , certaj_n policies , must be

followed . In no particular order and very generally framed in order to 
open up discussion , . . these_ wis e  economic practices must include among
others : '� 

. · 

* substantially reducing the disposable income of the upper c lasses
'( top 30%) by taxation thereby reducing demand-pul l inf lation , 
benefi tting the revenue , __ and ·redu_{:_ing _ _  tµ_e gove�nment ' s own current 
account defiCi t ·; 

· - · · -- · · 

* reducing the proportion of our
exports , the return f9r which is used 
of wh,ich we do not need ;

productive activity devoted 
merely tq · , ·finance imports ,  

t o  
some 

* eliminating was te , thereby reducing the need for both imported
connuodities and our own scarce res ources and the need to turn mangrove 
swamps _into paddocks ; 

· · * progressively ;. ani:l continual ly r educe the
<iTiminate' uriemµloyriiem: , s pread the weal th 
productivity , and reduce indus t rial f atigue ; 

"" control impo:r;ts ,, di_re,ctly s o  as, c ,to 
over-irnp(!rt at full 'emp lowent _ l eve,l s ; 

·.,; bui ld s,trong , self-sufficient primary ,
· economic sectors using NZ resources ·WiselY· · to
needs of our people , etc .

working week 
created ,thr<:n1gh 

both to 
higher 

avoid , the ·tendency to 

seco_ndary ,  and tertiary 
s atis fy the real , ·human 

S teve Bradley . 
Auckl and . 

. ·- ---------- .-- - --------- ', 7--- --- .-- ,--- . , __ _

. l , 

The CORSO kESOURCE CENTRE has Aucklan ' s  l argest range o f  alternative 
press . It_ st.ocks ' Race ,  Gender , ,. , ·: CJ.ass 1 

9. ' Australisn �eft Review ' ,
· '. Peacel�J:lk 1 , 'tfew· I�tern8.ti _onalisi ' � ' Broadsh�et 1 

., _ '. Unity 1 , '- Socialist 
' - .  ·Action I ' .:  ' tribune·• � - , , !h� •·· r�,Bllblican '- · � . I Red Lett�r I . .  ,. ' New Horizens ' ,

' ��drithfY Review ' '  ' N:�_"?_· . 04�_loqk ' ' . ' Af rica Now ' ' ' Sao::cse ·'_ ,, · _,, ' Harxism 
. TbctaY ' '  I SociB.list wo:t'ker Je'view I ' I 

us Ho.nthly Revie� I ' I Tu-.-· ;Tarigata I ' 

. .  •.nored'rums 1
' '  .. ,.Free ra1est:;L�e ' '  : ,·craccU:TJ;t' , I Earth I ; ' Devel{?:ptii�n:t ' ,- - . ' Pan 

Africa 1 
·, 

1 Arnandla ' , ' Overview ' • . : • 
· 

The 'l{esource . Cent re is at 7 4  Pitt S t . , j ust down from ·, - Karangahape 
· kd . , opposite _the free. Farmers ' . bus .stop .

--------------- .------------------------------
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RECONSIDERING MARXISM ( 3 ) . Continuing the serie s on •Marxism started in 
' Issue 5 1 . 

REFORM OR REVOLUTION - IS THAT THE QUESTION? 

by Bruce- Jesson 

In his writ ings about Ninet�e.nth Century Paris , Marx g ives the term 
"Li' bbheme I a more indef.init� but much stronger meaning 'than the

, prese·ht use of I bohemi_a0 1 _ .. 'La boheme 1 .was us ed ini::.erchang-ably by Marx
With I lumpenproletariat 1 , tb cover. " decayed_ -roiies with , dubio·us :me;ans o f  
subsis�e·nc·e : and of. dubious origin , ruined and adve-nturous 
offsh6ots Of the · bourgeoisie , . . vagabor:i.ds , • - discharqea so1diers ,
diSc:h.atged J ailbirds , escaped gal ley s:;t:aves ,. swindlers , mountebanks , 
lazzaroni , _pi ckpocke_ts , trickster s ,  gamb lers ., pimps , brothel keeJ?ers , 
pOrters �· - l i  tterateurs , organ-gr indE!rs .,. .  rag-pickers , knife -gr inders , 
tTnkE!is· /  heggar s � "  ' La boheme re,ferred' to those on 'the mar9"ins o f  
soCiety - 1 1 i.he whole - inde finite disintegrated mass throWn" hithe':r· and 
thither " . (1) 

Among this disintegrated mass were the professional revolutionaries . 
Marx wrote about t0e relationship between :re:volutionary, arid bohemenian 
ifl. a r·�view Of .a couple  .of .bo,oks on,- the Pari sian conspirators : "The 
devEi lopment .of pro letarian conspiracies produce.a , a·· need for a di vis.ion 
of labour .  · :Their members , were · divided into occasional conspirat.Ors , 
cohSpirat€urs d ' occ�s ion , 

, 
i .  e· workers who. cat:l!"'ied . oJl conspiracie·s · 'Only

ln ' addit ion tO the_ir
' 
other emploYment � who , - Only attended the meetings

and kept thems e lves in readiness t() appear at the assembly point upon
o:r;de.tS ' t'r.Oill the l eader ,. and into professional c:dnspirators who devoted 
their entite _acti.Vity to the conspiracy and made ·a living from it . . .  

This C1a'ss 1

·_s pos'i tion in  life conditions its· who'le  character ,from
th'e outset . :  . , The· Proletarian conspiracy natural ly' offers theffi only very

· ·t imit9d and uncertain means of l ivl ihood '. They a-re thErefOre 
continually forced to dip the ir fingers into the conspiracy • s  treasury . 
Many of them p.lso '  come into .d,i:r:eqt col'./.. i s ioh with bou-rgeciis. Soc i�tY in 
gei1era:l afld cu:fc' .a' more . or l,ess g.rilceful figure before · the police 

' cou·rts . TheY are ·impelled into the circ les which Paris ca1·1f
1 

la 
boheme , by thJir _ preca_rio1,1s existence· , whiGh in - regard to f)articli1B.i- s 

is more deiperident on ch�nce than : on the ir own actiOris· ; · by their  
' - i rregular _·_ ;Life , whose qnly f ixed , �tops · are the W1rieShopS the
· conspirator$ ·, Ineeting places ; by the ir inevitable· as soc-i,ation · with a l l  
ki,r;ids or dUb' ici�--s' ;people . Tfl:ese democratic bohemian s o f' proletar ian 
ori-giri." ( there is alsq _a democ.tatic boheme of .-bourgeoi·s or igin• ,  the 
democratic loafers aha bar-flies )  are ther_efore e ither work:ers  who have 
gi yen : _up working and as a result . have become dissolute f · ,  or e lements 
t�at Stem· ficiin . the_ f-urnpenproletariat a�d carry over ail the di"ssolJte 
habits _ 6f this ciasS irito their new l i fe . .  It  can bE! understood ·how 
under these circum�t,ances a couple of  j ailbirds are to be found 
inV"olved in p.linost ·every c,onspl,r,acy trial . 

''The whOle liie o:f these , profe ssional --conspiratdrs bears th�
chiir'actei cif the ·boherne most markedly . "  ( 2 )  

This - bel ieve i t  or not i s  Marx ' s  
comrm,m i s'm , the work ngc l_ass repu_blican movement 
the sans culottes o th�, �rench , Rev:o_,l.ution . .A:'t, 

descriptiori of '' ·French 
that was deS;·cen·ded 'fro� 
its height 'the 'lo;,ench 

Ii"" : : 
1 1  

J.• 
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Revolutiop -generated a social rad.icalism, associated •with Jean-Paul 
Maia't ·-and Jat:qties ·Roux; and even a nascent communist movement around 
Francois Babeuf and the Conspiracy of Equal-:- Filipo Buonarroti, a 
friend and follower of Babeuf_' s, transmftted communism to Nineteenth 
Century France, ·w11e·re ·it generated conspiratorial movements such as 
Blancqui's Societie des Saisons. 

Louis-Auguste _Blanqui was the dominant figure of French communism. 
• In Walter ~,anjamin • s opinion, "It is hardly possible to ov.er_estimate 
the tevolu_tionary prestige which Blanqui possessed . Before 
Lenin .there was no_ one with- a clearer profile in the proletariat. 11 (3) 

Marx acknow-ledged this~ ''The_ proletariat rallies more and more -around 
re'Volutionary socialism, round communism, for which the bourgeoisie ·has 
itself invented the name of Blanqui. 11 (4) And- his_ derogatory comments 
a.66ut the .Eqanquist conspirators in the book review were tempered by a 
tribUte of sorts: "It is they who throw up and command the barricades, 
organise the resistance, -plunder the· arsenals,, lead in the seizure of 
arms and munitions in homes, and in the midst of the insurrection carry 

·out th6se daring coups which so often cause disarray in the government 
ranks. In a word, they are officers of the insurrection.' 1 

This conspiratori~.l _milieu formed the background of Marx and Engels 1 

earlY' }?olit~cal inyolv,ement. In the 1840s they_ belonged to a .communist 
sect, the Leag1,1e of tJ:ie Just- later to become the Communist League, 
which had developed: in the 1830s in the large German immigrant 
comrr'nlnity iii Paris. This _phase of their lives l_asted until about 1850. 
Ec3.rl'y in that }'.ear, .M9rx and Engels were involved with th€l·; Blanquists 
Adam· and Vidille in.a, World-wide society of Communist Revolutionaries. 
1ts· statute_s s_tated.; "The purpose of the society ··shall be the overthrow 
of' t:-he pri-yileged_ cl-asses, the subjugatfon of the?e classes to the 
d'ictatorship of the proletariat by the waging of permanel)t revolution 
pending 'the es·tablish,ment_ of Communism·; which shall be the final form 
of" ·organisatlo~ for the human species. 1

' 

Hdw~ver 1850 was also the year in which Marx and Engels closed down, 
the Cori'tmllnist League, and wrote their boOk review about the communist' 
~o'ns}?iracies. This was prompted by internal st'rife·. ,-. ~bout the, 
conspiratorial 'and un;r-ealistic nature of communist politics. But a 
more fundam~Il.tal reason was MarxJs assessment that there was no 
immediate prospect:·of revolution, because of the gro~ing prosperity of 
capitalism. Mci.rx spent the rest of his life studying political 
eco11orny. When'he ~eturned to political activity it was as an organiser 
of a mass labour movement r not as. ,a: communist Conspirator. 

G·eforg~ Lich'f:heim a~gues that Marx ceased to be a cornmuni?t in the 
earl'y· 1850s a'nd bec.a,me instead the founder of a form _of democratic 
socialism (5). ?;he revolutionary communist tradition believed in the·,· 
need for a revolUtionary dictatorship in order to establi_sh. the common 
ownertship Ot pioperty. This vision ceased to be relevant in industrial 
Europe. But the idea moved East to countries that were comparable to 
revolutionary France,. and in particular to Russia, whe_re it was picked 
up bY Leriiri. 

Although Lichthe_,iff! ov.e;r-states. his case, he 
isn't just that Marx ceased to be a practical 
His theorising abou,t:'.. :i;:-ev,olution mostly dates 

does 0-~ve. a point. It 
reyolutionary: in 1850. 

frOID then too, and is 
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domin·ated···by h"is reflections on revolu_t,ion~ry __ F_ranceo Marx had st,udied 
the p:r·ench convention dur-ing his stay in Paris f_rom 1843-5. And he was 
eSpeCially interested in_ the process by whic(l_ a politic·a~, dem~c_rati·c·· 
revol\Jtion :spills. ·over into. a social, proleta:i:-:ian revolution, which is

1 

th~· stage he ... :thought Ge,rmany was at. Lenin and Trotsky were a7s?· 
fascina'tect· by, revolutionary France, because of the similarity with 
Ru·ssia ··;, arid also ·because France provided a revolutionary mOdet. BUt 
none of this is relevant to the process -of change in a complex modern' 

democtacy. 

AN IRRELEVANT TRAD1'TION? 

It might be asked, what has all this got to do with New Zealand? 
Ndthing directly, ._which is the reason I raise it. Since the impor·t-in<J 
of Leninism in the twenties, a nominal commitment to revolution· has 
existed on the left-wing fringes of New Zealand - politics._. This has 
caused· -nothing but trouble and confusion for the Left ever since• 

Generally., this belief in revolutio1:1 is nOthihg more than an 
unexamined prejudice, derived from the authprity of Lenin. Sometimes 
it is baCked by historical arguments ( 1 there has _never be~_n an example 
of a. -peaceful ··rev-Olution') but this is_ theoretical:ly invp.lid'; history 
never proves anything·. Often the commitmept to r_evolut_1:on_ is :hedged 
with _qualification.: it is conceded that tiiere_ is a possibility _?f the 
revolution- being peaceful., with the bourgeoisie being responsible f6r 
·any violence that. might occur. Not that any_ of this matters too much~ 
because no-one; discusses these things publl.ClY, for fear of the 
ridicule that would ensue. 

The Left's commitment to revolution is nominal, inasfar as' it is 
reluctant to ac·:t~ally defend the idea. Yet in other 'ways· :the 
revolutionary ethos still permeates the strucfur·~ and ideolo_cjy'· • o'f :·fhe 
Left. The concept of a vang.uard party, discipli_~_ed_ and with ·a unified 
will, only makes sense in a revoi'ut'.ioTlary context. In 
non-revolutionary New Zealand .(t -"has produced 'ar{' array of futile s·ectS, 
that exist in _an_ atrnos.~here o_f _para_noia -.--ap(l ... _ secrecy. The damage 
extends· to the. Left 1_s rhetoric, _which ___ i,s ciff ...:.ptitting for· any potential 
New Zealand .audience. And it is _embod°i'ed in a series of political 
concepts,. ,s.uch. a_s that the state is the· organ Of the· ruiirig ClaSs. 'The 
overall effect is to create little islands of semi-r·evoiutioria:ry 
consciousne-ss in ·a sea of mass indifference. 

The stock left:-wing response to this line of argument is that the 
revoi~tionary 'tradi "t;ion is inten).ational, and not limited_ by natl.Oilal 
boundaries. It, is c.ertainly true that Marxism is an- international 
political language that Crosses cultural bar~iers, but this is because 
of the level of abstraction of Marxist theory. It provides a 
conceptual, framework which leaves out of account the cultural 
differences be.tween,cornmunit-ies. (Just as niathematicians, to use an 
extreme .example; can com_municate with_ each other acros'S the cultural 
bo'undari_es .. -) However,_ th_ere are some __ : ~spects· of Marxi·sm that are not 

. interna:tional, but ,;i~e specific to N.~·neteenth Century EU:rope. This 
applies not just to the revolutionary traditio,_n,. but_·eve~- to , Sbme of 
the terminology. Words like •• proletariat I ana 'bou:r-geoiSie I are dated, 
imprecise and lacking a clear meaning. 
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"rt'is ohly' recently ·that the Pakeha Left has akhdwledged that Maori 
p6litics has ··its own goais and cultu·ral h_eritage. T~ere has been no 
equi\Talerlt iecognitibil. of New Zealand's identity yet~ The Left still 
insists ori actlng as thou9h it were p~rt ◊-~ <:n amdrp~ous inteiriational 
Stru9"9"'1e; Which Only makeS it a foreigner_ iri" its own couritiy. SUP 

, conf~reriCes ·.ate festooned with 'the 'banners ·and ic9ns ·at i'evo1:uti0nary 
RuS·sia. The sOcialist Action League has turned into a frie·naship 
society for Nicaragua and Cuba. Here and there, in places like the 
Auckland TUC, there are self-conscious pockets of workingclass 
consciousness that appear totally unrelated to th~ suburban existence 
of the New Zealand worker·. In practice of cOurse 1:he;e are no 
revolutionaries in New Zealand. Everyone makes their compromises, 
sei:t'iing either for•' worthY ·1ibe±-a:1 Causes or the routine of trade 
unionism.· All- ·that_ 'the __ }·_ev01u·tio"nary rheto,.ri_c ha'.s done is e_rect 
bar:rierS: between the. Left 'and ·New Zealand .~oc~et_y_; 2lnd· Within th~ Left 
its·e1£~ between ·re·formist and I revollltio'nary 1 

•. 

Now, I don't want to trivialise the matter. The reformist/ 
revoluti6ri·ary a.igument _does lnvchv·e -a basi_~· issue of 'poli tiCal theory• 
Marxism dea]:s, With social wholeS. All asp·e'c'tS . of Society are 'seen as 

• -b€ing inter-relate_d; _which rile,ans tbat c1?:3-n9
1
e "i:s: ,,s,een in. terms of, a 

to'tal transformation bf" s'ociety. In _contrast, tr~di tional .;La1?our P.arty 
}?reigrnatisril' pr:'efei'S the_ apparent'}_y inore reali~tic a_ppr.oa~h of , i ta!].gible 

·: f)ie·c;ernea'l:_ c·harige ·, . __ From a Marxist point of . vi·ew, . -~uch c~~~ge is 
hecessarl.'ly subVE:r'.t~d by thE ~urrounding capit~lis-t· totali~Y_•; 

However, this theiore'ti~al difference has never ·been deb,a°ted • in rew 
Zealand, and has never in fact been the basis of the division between 
the reformist and the 1 .revolutionary' Left. Members of the communist 
sects ·are ·a$· J,:t"agmat.ic / concrete and • iinear_ in their thinki~,g as; the 
non...:Mei'rxis_t' reforITiists. Nor has .. t_here ·peen any_ disyussi.on_ of l;low a 

89 ct'a.1 tiai{sforrna:tion_ might_ ac't·u·i;l_lly _occur,,,i.n. a country such as ours. 
'Rev'olutiim::aries 1 :ileVer, corisider the proce,ss of revolution or what it 
would conS'ist of·. 1''S'ifr1l1_ariy.·~ _reformlsts never relate· their isola,ted 
reforms to any defini"-t~.e -~is'ion of socialism. 

in the·New Zealand: C:'ontext, the diviSio~S:·'with_in. the Lefi:_hav_e b~en 
_large1'Y artificial,_ dciting to the sp·1it_s _that_. ':Occuried : tJ_i ~hi~ . the 

·, -'EuroP'e~n L·e":ft· iA the wake of the Russian Revo'lu_tion.· "+hese divisions 
'kere '<t.b ·some·~ 1~xtent. artifi'c.ial ir;i Eur?pe _t90·~ b~~ng often _engine·ered by 
the Russian leaders through the agencY of 'the Communist International. 
In retrospect, th~ _pest_ that can be 8~~? abo~t the reyqlutionary/ 
reformist ·~rgUmerit • iS _that both s~d~s W~f_e right. The re~orµiis~~ ·1 said 

''that.· the· revolutionaries would Create bur€auGrqtic mon~tronsi~~ei;,;" and 
·thJy Ch.cr-.· 'And the re,;oiutionaries sa'id t_ha~ -th(;:: ;reforr~~-s~~ 110,uJ,d : sell 
out; and they always have. The result is _the , pres·e·nt : s_tate of 
despbndency and disarray of the interriational Left. 

In New Z_ealand; -·at pie sent, we barely_ 9~,V!;' 9- discerni,Q_le Le}~t. at 
1'a'.11. One Ot the shocks·· of this LabOur 90\(ein_inen_t _has, b-~~r/"f',l)~' W,~':{. t9.at 
'a.·11 have collapsed befbie it:, the uni_o.ns, the, Lal,:,'o.u.:r:., , :_P~ty 
Oiganisation, the Welf,are i~dustry. There hasn I t -1?.eer1: suffici_ent 
Soci'alist consciouSnesS to pro'vide a ,core of resis_tance", 'to the trite 
Certairlties ·of i':i..gh·t-win9' econornl~ ~l}~ory. 

DIS!YJAN:VLING '.['f!E ElARRIERS .. 

Clearly there is some reconstructing to do. • rt· isn: 1 t a rria:t'.ter of 
starting completely from scratch. There ,- :are huridred_s of peOple 
involved in radical-1)9:litic.s and thousands rnore who take an interest. 
-What pr~yen~? this r·aaic~l milieu fun:~tionil1g as· an identifiable Left 
is thE= divi'°sions that criss-cross it. Common action 

-on_, the. var,io_us liberal causes, but long-term 
imposs-~_ble a·cr0_sS the batri-er.s. 

sometimes occurs, 
communication is 

tt" .J,.sn 't PJ?-~Y-the 'reVoliitibnary 1
. Left that erects barriers~ Labour 

Party Sociai{Sts cbn_spire tci· inf lu~nCe, Labour Party affair's, blit don't 
function as part of 'a:· wider socialist movement. '-Labour Network I is 
ayailabl.e to La_bbur Pa.rty rriem9ers ,. rather than to the Left as a whole. 
Many radicals are Sucked--fn by· the issue orientaticin of New· • Zealand 
polities, a1la· .concent.rate Oh some Bpecial int'erest, ·peace, eccilogy or 
whateveru without participating in any broBder movement-. In some 
caSes, s·Ush as femin_ist. and 'Ma:ori separatism, the barriers are erected 
as a matter C)f_· principle, with 'the rest of the radical rnilieu being 
re:9"arded a,s part of the oppressive environment. 

)n ~uck~anq, especially, radical pO-litics is segmented 'into a series 
of s_"elf-.contatned little groups. Some of these grOUJ?S, are influential 
within, t_h~ wider context of establishment •1iberali~m.· But • .th~•y are 
colle.9.t,_iv,ely futile as a socialist alf:ernativ_er ., Sarne, of them· • realise 
thi-?. ;Effo.rts ·are .being made to establish c-◊mrnon, action amo_ng the 
communist sects. However this is too limited, ··beC:ause it leaves the 
mai.q barrier intact. There would still ·remain that pointless division 
be.-~weefl the I revolu~ionary I a_nd reformist Le.ft. 

Now, I a1_n not s0 unrealistic as to expect p~ople to cease what they 
are: ,doing .a_nd fOrm a coinfuon movement, and it _isn I t n_ecessary anyway. 
It wo"µld be 'a sU:t:"ticient· improvement -if peopl-~ just Commlll1icate'd across 
the barriers. R(,-ger ·oo_u(Jlas has at 'l'east provided the Left with a 
common purpose: h_e has imf)elle_d_-·,evE?rydne irr~.o eC:onorniCs. The"re. is now 
a wi,dely-recognised n€ed for an alternative socialist e-conomic 
f)'rogr_arnme_. If _rl;c3.hdled prope'rly; ;·the :-, pro9ess of economic discussion 
~ould_._.proJe' ·more .-imf)_O_itEl.11.t than-_· any :res_ul,ting po,_licy. rt. could involve 
st\ch '. things ~s j_oint • meet'ings, _·the poqlinlJ of ,resources fo':t·' :;r'es·earch, 
pe'ople cont"~ibu-i:in·g to each others rubliqatiol)~. • It ·c'buld ·J?rov.iae the 
interaction 2;nd shared interests that,- would -in itself c6nstitute a 
socialist alternative. 

NO'.!'i;:!;i,; 

_(~) Karl. Marx. 'The Ei(JhtE!enth tBrumaire of .Louis Bo.n:apart,e I. 

(2) Karl Marx. Re.v'iew of. ChehU!, 'LeS: Cons'Pir~.teurs·•.· 'and Lucien de la 
H6dde, ', La naiSsance de la,· Republique en fe;~J,er 1_848·~ . , : , 
(3) ,Walter_ Benjamin. 'Charles Baudelaire: A LyriC Poet in 'the Era of 

Hi_gh C~pi_talisrn. 1 

(4')., Karl Ma.r'X. 'The Class Struggles in._,Franye.' , _ 
(5) Geor9'e L·i~hth~im. 1 The Origins of Socia;lism .. ' 
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