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Until quite recently, the study of race relations in Britain
vas 1im§ted to three main approaches. There was the study of racism
as an ideology. This was often narrowly defined by writers such as.
Banton {(1). to include only 'scientific racism', i.e. a systematic
thecry postulating the genetically determinate superiority of one race
and the innate inferiority of another. There was the study of racist
attitudes, which took diverse forms, most notably the problematic of
'prejudice' and the so-called 'stranger hypothesis! (2)ﬂwhich saw
racisﬁ‘in terms of individual pathology or immate, transhistorical or
'natural"human characteristics. And lastly, by extension, there
was the study of discrimination: the individual behaviour that followed
from gaﬁist beliefs. This last current sometimes aporoached something
li:e an anatomy of societal discriminationy but the latter was seen
largely as the culmulative effect of individual acts of discrimination.
_ The limitations of these idealist approaches have been demeonstrated
theoretically by marxists and left Weberians alike., They have been
shown to be completely inadequate to the problems of explaining the -
eccnomic and structural basis of rac1sm, the relatlonshlp between race
and class, and the role of the sta e and 1ts institutions in reproduc1no
a racially divided society. It has fallen in the main to Marxlsts,
near-marxists and 1eft Weberians to analyse the structural basis of
racism, the existence of which was illustratec dramatically in the
empirical findings in the two P.E.P. reports. (3) The latter measured
racial discrimination in employment, housing and education as‘barying
between massive and considerable, and their fihdings have made it
difficult for any further séfious research in féce relations to confine

itself td“attitudinal factors alone.

Slnce then a crow1ng oody of Marx1st theory of. rac1a11y gtructured
5001et1es has emerﬂed, (Hall and Slvanandan cn Erltaln, Cestles. and
Kosack, N1k011nakos and Gorz on Eurone, and Wolpe on South Africa (&) ),
whlch, from an analysis grouded in Marxist uheory of polltlcal econony,
has sought to tackle some of these problems. Some of their work has been
subject to criticism within a broadly Marxist and left Weberian terrain.
The protagon1sts in these debates have approached the suogect from
dlfferent theoretlcal perspectlves, but 51gn1flca4t1y they have addressed
the same problems. These might be broadly delineated under four .

headings:

1) the role of immigrant labour in the soé¢ial relations of production:
the political economy of race.

2) the intersection of race and the class structure.
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3) the rcie of the state and its institutions vis-a=vis race.

L)Y +the role of racist ideologies.

The debates are often very similar to othér classical debates in and
around Marxism in’that, at one level of abstractioh; they are about

the relations of determinacy or relative autonomy that subsist between
the thHree levels of the social formation: the social and economic,

the political, and the ideological. Not surprisingly,’ then, the arguments
that are made against certain Marxist theoriés take familiar theoretical
formsi The most important of these criticibms, and thosé that will be
examined in this paper, are put forward by thé left Weberian,John Rex,
the proponents of the 'internal colony! thebfy, Blaufer and Tébb, and
Gideon Ben-Tovit,  Their criticisms are similar in each caseand, as'I
will try to show, there is a degree of converéénce in their own warious

theoretical positions.

The major criticisms of merxist theories of race can be schematically

represented as follows:-

1) that marxism operates a class reductionism - in this case that
marxism subsumes the specific forms of racial structuring in various
societies under what it takes to be the basic class rélations énd their
fundarental contradiction, that between capitél and labour, ~_

2) that marxism adopts an instrumentalist view of the state whereby the
state is seen to act unproblematically in the interests of captal and

at its behest, |

3) thet marxism treats ideoloéy purely as the expression of class
interests, that the analysis of the specific and rela{ively autonomous
mechanisus of racist ideologies is vitaiateé'in a marxist analysis which
ig alleged tc amount to an economic reductionism. The classic instancé
of this is said to be the 'ruliﬁg class conspiracy' theory of ideology,
vhich présenté racism as a philoéophy propagéted cynically by the ruling

class to divide the working class and justify the super-expPitation of

subordinate racial groups.

The debates are in fact by no means'meréiy set ﬁiecés of theoretical
contest, although the critiques of marxism are often made in easy schematic
forms which frequently céricafuréuand'miéfépresent the positions in
question. This is true of both Rex and Bén;Tovim, as T will show. However,
this doesz not obviate the fact that the theoretical arguments are vital,
that they address the most historically specific and concrete problems
in race relations, and that they are in fact advancing our understanding.

This meper will argue that, although these critics have put: forward
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very pertinent arguments and forced critical revisions in marxist
theory of race, the subsequent develcrments that have been made in the
emerging marxist analysis prefigure a theory that is more adequate in

many respects than the alternative formulations of its critics.

To make the issue clearer I will stért with the work of the
black American sociologist Oliver Cromwell Cox and the criticisms that
have been made of it. His major work 'Caste, Class and Race' (5) is
yuite monumental in its range and often contradictory in its theory.
However, it is always made to stand in for marxist theory of race as a
whole and said to represent its guintessential errors. John Rex and
Gideon Bgn-Tovim both use some of his cruder formulations as an oceasion
for a Vicarious attack on a whole range of marxzist currents,: and Rex:
in rarticular. invariably generalizes his criticism of Cox to criticise
ell merxist writing on race. Cox's main errors are seen to be three-
fold., Firstly, in the estimation of both Rex and Ben-Tovim (6), his

theory of racist ideology is a 'ruling class conspiracy! thesis.

Ben~-Tovim quotes Cox as saying:
‘race prejudice 1: a social attitude propagated among the public by
an exploiting class for the purpose of stigmatizing some group as
inferior sc that the exploitation of either the group itself or its
resources or both may be justifieds.os. the capitalist exploiter will
devise and employ race jrejudice when that becomes convenient,'
Secondly, Rex criticises Cox for reducing race to class; for representing
the ﬁbde of expioitation of blacks in America as typical &f that
experienced by the white working class and thus 'failing to notescoe.
that that exploitation (of the white working class) is essentially the
exploitation of free labour in the labour market, whereas the exploitation
and oppression of the negro has resort to many forms of compulsion other
than purely market ones'.  Not only .did Cox pay’ inadequate attention
to the specificities of racial exploitation, he also avoided the question
of the racial -division of the.working class.  This crucial evasion
was accomplished on the one hand by stressing the sssential unity of
the working class 'by positing an:entirely hypothetical future in which
the worders of the world will indeed unite!, and, on the other, by’
explaining avay present. divisions aé‘the:produet of & ruling class
conspiracy. To Rex, Cox thus utterly !'fails.to explain the actual
motivation of poor white racism.! (7) Lastly, hotli asthors have
criticised Cox for holding to a theory that racism was entirely the
product of capitalism, and its rise contemporaneccus with it. . The latter

criticism is quite correct and Cox's denial of pre-capitalist racism,
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particularly classical slavery, on the grourds that it was based on

an ideology of white cultural superiocrity not biological superiority,
is spurious. As Cox himself points out elsewhere (8), racism can -
take different idolegical forms, (at present western BEuropean racism
takes the 'cultural superiority'! form most frequently), and different
ideological forms can achieve similar effects as necegssary conditions
for exploitation of various kinds within different modes of production,
This particular'error, however, is not as critical as the first two
which are at jhe very heart of the problem: of theory today.

That Cbx held to a consp;racy‘theory of racism is beyond much
doubt, so is the conéentiqa %hat, in itself, it is an iradeguate
explanation of the-origins of‘racism, although from Cox's standpoint
in America of the L4Os (9a) it. had considerable credibility., When
appiie¢ to the presemt western capitalist states it is less than half
the story. Racism imr this present context is both an ideological
nechanism, often ercouraged By the ruling class for justifying the
super—exploitation-of.blacks,;and an effect of the particular racial
forms in which minoritjies aré-exploited; those effects being the
fragmentation: of tbe-wvrking_blass, both in terms of its short term
material interests and its consciousness. The important point, however,
is that for a dominant racist. ideology to gain purchase on popular
copsciousness, it must work on-the grounds of real obiective divisions
within the workinghqlgss. It.was these that Cox was unable to explain
and Rex is right'tomascribe this to, aiongst other things, a theoretical
class reductionism on;Cox's behalf. However, Coxls class reductionism
is by no means a classic case-of marxist economism. In the first
place, Cox's analysigfof caste systems in India is quite the opposite
of an economism: in fact it ig scarcely grounded in economic analysis
at ali. In the second place,,Cox pays considecrable attention to analysing
the specific, qualitatively distinctg formg of economic exploitaticn and
political oppressionhguffered;by‘blacks im America. This involves him
in extended and complex discussion of, for exauple, the ideological role
of lynching (if one can speak.of such a practice as ideological even
in one of its;aspeets). In the third place, Cox is well aware of the
racial divisions in the working clasg (how could he not be) and in his
analysis of poor white racism conclydes 'the poor whites themselves may
be thought of.as the primary instrutent of the ruling class in subjugating
the negroes.’ {9a) Divisions in the working class are thus addressed but
inadequately explained in terms- of ruling class conspiracy theory. That
is to say, these divisiohs are held to be artificially mdufactured by

ruling class propoganda and are not based on any real, objective class
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The reason why Cox cannot explain the divisions witbih the working
class adequately, and is thus fofced back on to.the theofy of cohspiracy,
lies irn his analysis of class to which Rex has already pointed;‘ (Alfhough
Rex's summary of Cox's theory of class is caricatured). Cox's ;nalysis
of class is not a classic econowmism. His theory of social class is, '
in fact, anyempiricist stratification theory. !The social =~ class
grédienf is a status continuum. We think of. it as:including discrete
strata.onlylfor.thg_purpoges of analysis and comprehension.! (10) Social
class to Cox has no objective definition, let alone at the level of
eéénomic and social relations. . 'The population is not objectively
differentiated into classes'. = !'Social class is, in fact, what people
think it is.; Social class,. then, is a continuum of status positions,
perceived subjectively,‘and thus has no objective definition. A social
éiass is not orgaﬁised and has no collective class consciousness. If
social class is defined in this way, there is no problem regarding the
}elationg of the:bléck and white working class. Qualitatively distinct
modes of exploitation do not separate them since class at 'this level
is not defined in terms of economic and social relations. Nor do
divisions in consciousness have any salience in this analysis,since it
does not expect to find class consciousness in social classes. Thus,
although Cox is aware of the divisions and qualitative distinctions, they
ére ndt held to be pertinent at this level. On the other hand, political
class‘is defined as the Qrganised class, displaying class consciousness.
In.this theoretical disjuncture between social class and politicai class,
the clagsic hegelién distinction between class-in-itself and class-for-
itself is reproduced. Hcwever, Cox does not even follow the marxist
usuage of this distinction since he does not define social class
according.tp objecfive social and economic determinations. Instead,
what there ié‘of objective determinacy in his theory, is imputed in
.lukacsian fashion to the class-for-itself - the political class:

'as a function of the economic order, the (political class) has a
potential existence, but as a result of agitation,'it becomes organised
for conflict,! (11) A ;evoluntiqnary class consciousness is thus '
imputed to the political class, but the basis for this unified cons-
ciousness is given very slender objective cornditions in the social

rela tions of that class, as social class.

Cox's failure to analyse the divisions in the working class and the

basis of white working class racism, is a product of thig theoretical
|
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disjuncture between social and political class. The concept of social class

is emptied of obhjective conditions, the racial structuring of the social and
economic class relations of the working class being consigned to, and

lost in, the empiricist plurality of conditions and fectors which constitute
it. The specificites of the social and economic classﬂrelations of blacks
are appropriated theoretically only at the level of 'political class!, and

then subsumed under the typical capital labour relation:

'Here, then, are race relations; they are definitely not caste
relations. - They are labour-capital-profit relationships, therefore,
race relations are proletarian, bourgeois relations and hence political
class relations.! (12) The specificity of the relations by which race
and class are ariculated are regiétered by Céx at the empirical level,
but abandoned at the theoretical level of political clégé. The problen
of the racial division of the working class, and that of racism, is,
allowed to slip through the gap between the conceptsl§f'socia1 and .
political class. Racial division is seen as the prd&dét of'thécfissufe
between social and political class; working class raéisﬁ is merely the
failure of the social class to achieve revoluntionary ébnsciousness as a
class-for-itself - a political class. Thus Cox sees.theJlesser degréé of racisn

amongst workers in the northern states merely as an index of their higher

class consciousness.

The political consequences attendant on this theoreticalrdisjuncéﬁre are
clear. The theoretical and political implications of.the objective racial
divisions in the working class are not analysed, but instead a nnity is
imputed at the level of political class which is largely abstract, the
ﬁobjective conditions for that unity not being made cleare Thé.politics of
race are totally subsumed under the politics of class struggle: 'fgciéi
antagonism is essentially political class conflict.' (13) Thus Cox denies
the separate interests of the black struggle, and refuses the possibility of
black self organisation and black leadership. Blacks in America, he Sé?s,

will tail-end white leaders, since 'negroes are auxilliary in the american

struggle for power.! {(14)

tever the complexities and contradictions of Cox's work as a
whole, Rex's coriginal criticisms, that Cox reduces race to class re}ations,
does hold. The failure to grasp the specificity of race reldions and.the
precise mode of their articulation to class relations ieftua theoretical and
political lacuna which various theories and pclitical prograrmes have tried

to fill. Rex's work contains amongst the most important of these theories,

but before. going on to consider ther,
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it may be revealing to dwell brlefly on the work of several otrer

¢

writers who have propagated the notion of the 'internal colonv'
‘This work provides an 1nuerest1nn 3uxtapos1t10n to {c’:a+ of- Cox, not

only because it can be seen as grow1ﬂc out of this crltlcal

theoretical absence in Cox's work, but also becausé it dates from an
America twenty years on from that which Cox wrote about, and a race'
relations situation con‘s‘idcyar'astblycharmer1 after the political develop—
ments of the Civil Rights Movement and the period of Black Pover activism,
" Robert Blauner, whose article *Internal Colonialism and ane‘*o revolt'
‘was published in 1969, traces the concept of internal co-gnlalism back

to the late 50s when it wan current among black acyivists. (15) 1t

was SUESeﬁuenfly more systéﬂaﬁiéally developed in a book called 'Black
Powet? written by Stokely Carmicha@l and’ Charles Hamilton, published in
1967, (16). |

Blauner's starting point is the in&dequacy of the class reductionist

viewpoint."He says: 'Important as are economic faétors;'the pover of

race and racism in America cannct be sufficiently exnl&ined‘through class
analysis.! (17) Through the development of int rﬁal colonialism theory,
however, he claims it can. The latter's gives hope of becoming a frame-
work that can integrate the insights of casts,’ané racism, ethnicity,
culture and economic exploitation into an overall conceptual schema.! (18)
By positing a colonial relationship hetween blacks and whites, it
‘clearly gives a basis, byAanalogy with national liberation movements, for
‘a prograrme of autonomous bilack political organisation. Such was its
value to black power leaders. The common denominators between colonialism
pfoper and internal colonialisir are seen to be racist ideolcgy, political
oppfession of blacks by whites, the téchnological supefiority of whites,
and white cultural imperialism which, through the period of slavery,
destroyed the African culture of the bléck slaves and continues to sub-
ordinate Hegro American cultLre. 'ﬁ conmon process of social oppression
- charac¢terized the racial pavternp in Lﬁevfwb contexts, !says Blauner,
'despife the variation in poll»lcal and social structufe.' {19) In nmany
ways, the analogy and its extéﬁéed development in botﬁ Blauner'!s article
and Tabb's book 'The'?oliticél'Economy of the B lack ﬂhetto'.(?O), provides
many usefulvinsighfé. It coﬁéentrates on tlie goe01f1c forms of po11t1cal
oppression and economric exploitation of blacks in the modern netropolis;

it draws out the historical origins of modern racisn: in coloniglism and
continued pertinence of that histery, and has a creat ceal to gay about
iife in the ghetto in America and its prox 1nate forms in 3r1ta1n, parti-
cularly the forms of social organigation in the ghetto which have provided

the material base for a black cultural revival and associated politics,



-8 -

both in America and, more recently, in Britain.

However, despite the purchase that thé idea of internal colonialism
has at the ideological and political level, it does not proyide the ﬁasis
for an 'overall intellectual schema' such as Blauner proposes. The_'
analeogy between the internal colony and the colony proper gannot be
sustained when other levels of the social formation are consideredv(except
in certain specific historical situations e.g. South Africa:f and these
authors are rarely historically specific). . The ghetto cannot be considered
as a uﬁit apart either geographically, economically or politically in the
sense that the external colony is. Whatever the ﬁarticulqrities of
business in the ghetto, it must be seen as part cf the national economy,
whereas the metropolis/colony relation is essentially a relation between
two modes of prdduction, one in a position of dependence on the other.
Similarly, whatever their distinctive character afforded by their location
in the ghetto, the public institutions there are part of the national and
local state apparatus. When it comes to describing these sccial and
economic relationg, internal colonialism ig no more than a metaphor.
Furthermore, on the crucial questién of the articulation of race and class
relations, the theory is inadequaté% As VWolpe §§ys: 'The theory of
internal colonialism is unable to explain the rélationships between class
relatiqns and race or ethnic relationé. As a consequence, the latter
relatioﬁs come once rmore to be treéted as autonomous and in isolation from
class relations.' !'To this extent, 'he adds, 'tﬁere is a close convergence

between internal colonialism and conventional race relations theory.! (21)

If Cox's work tends to subsume race relations under class relations,
and reduce ideological and cultural factors to expressions of economic
inferest, whilst thé internal colony theorists have abstracted race from
class relations, and emphasised fhe autonomy of ideological factors (at
the expense of econoﬁic analysis),_John Rex's work can be seen as occupying
a midway position. His work invaeriably gives due weight to the specificity
of race and cultural relations, whilst not abandoning economic and class
analysis. He éayS in his most receat book: 'There has tc be a theory of

the imterpenetration, overlap and conflict between class structures and

race relations structures,' (22) and his writings, taken together, da

approach such a theory.

In many ways Rex's project would seei broadly in line with that
foil§Wed by many modern marxists (23), who, in an explicit attempt to
avoid economic reductibhism, attenpt to analyse the social formation as-a

‘tcomplex unitj' of eéonomic, political, and ideolocical instances

articulated in complex but precise relations of determination and



kO]

dominance. Rex pays full attentlon to all these levels and is not
oblivious to the impertance of +be1r structural inter-relations. In his
analysis of racist ideology, he expllclfy rejects the idealism of writers
such as Banton and subscribes uO wha is fougkly a meﬁerialist view, emphasising,
in hls words, fthe dependence on these hellef systems (i.e. racist 1deologle )
on underlylng s»ructures. (2k) He is also resolutely opposed to parsonian
funct1onallsn on the grounds that he believes conflch models of cep1ta11st
societies to be more accurate than concensus uoaelg. All of which, parti-
cularly in the llght of the c'olld grouxdlng of hls mheory in economlc
ana1y51s, makes it, at first 51gkt surr tﬂau he takes SuCh palns

to dlstarce himself fron what he takes to oe Lhe narxlsu mode of analy51p.

An 1nﬂec1ate explanatlon for thls mlaat seem LO be ohat Rex exaagerates

his differences with marxism as a wqole; by 1mror1ng, to his cost, recent
marxist work, to whlch hls theorctlcal pOSltLOS” are Qthe close, and
concentrates solely on certain econom1stlc currenbs w1th1n marxism,

to which his theory is indeed opposed. Theﬁ ;s ao-gay he caricatures

marxism as a whbie'bj tak ing econoﬁistic marxism tc represent all marxism.
This is, as I demonstrated in the case of Cox, the form his debate with
marxism commonly takes. This procedure is ceftainly confused, but it is
no accident. It is symptomatic of the real differences that exist between
Rex's theoretical problematic and all marxisig;‘ The fact is that, although
Rex combines elements of a Marxist and Weberian approach, the synthesis is,

as Hall points out, 'secured in an es sentlally Yeberian terrain.'(25)
The strength of Rex's position can be seen from his analysis of the

South African situation. To put it crudely, Rex, because he is not entrenched

in the crude eurocentiric categories of some marxist analysis, can demonstrate

the specific effects of the ra01a1 coe*“adlc ions in that society, in a

to @ demonstration
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way that marxists heve often failed to do. TLis amount
of the primacy of the racial contrad1ct1ons with respeCT to the cla551c
cepiﬁél/Iabour contradiction. Rex's contentloz is that the latter is a

eurocentric category, ihedeaﬁate to the aﬁelysis of a country such as
South Africa,h It is'the c*“uboorn adnerence to bLe prlmacy of this notion
en the part of mafiist wblch Rex argues, becev11a thelrva ttempte
understand Soeth'Africa. Although Rex reaches the pos1t10n that racial
struggle‘is dominent in South'Africa, and trat class struggle is strictly
subsidiary, he reaches this conclusion without abandoning ar analysis of
the social relatjoﬁs of production., On the coutirary, hig argument is

based on the assertion that in South Africaqtﬁere is 2 dual labour market -
one for blaeXs emtt ome for whites - and tﬁo categories of labour: free white

and unfree “lack labour, These aro both es,eﬁ ial ingights about the

" socsBl relationsg of procuctlon in ooubn Africa, and, as Rex correctly
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points out, are not easily elicited from a simplistic belief in the

13

invariable primacy of the capital/labour contradiction. As he says:

g

tThere are a number of different relationships to the meanc of

production more subtle tharn can be comprehended in terms of a distinctiion
between owners and non-owners and.....cach gives rise to a specific
class situation.! (26) lNow, such categories can, in fact, be derived

t" theory of social relations of procuction, vhen itie existence

Zrom maryrist

of two modes of production within a single stete ig posited, and such a
possibility would not have been anathema to Marxz. Tolpe, in fact,

develops a theory on just such a propogition, aralyging the relations

‘bhetween the dominant capitalist mode of production, and the dependent

~ 7

pre~capitalist wmode in the subsistence economy of the reserves. (27)
It is not my purpose to zialyse the debate any further, or to say whether
Rex's or Uolpe's formmlation is the wmore adeguate. The point I am trying

to make ig that Rex's method, well grounded in economic analysis, but

from a theoretical position well clear of marzism, has allowed certain

ingights into the gpecificty of racial siructuring that force important

Such is the virtue of left weberianign when it comes to the
analysis of the articulation betveen race-and class. 7The shortcomings
become apprarent when we consider the westé}n.captialist metropolis ~
in this case Britain. Crudely, the problem is that, vhereas it may be
fair to poék the priuvacy of the race contradictior over the capital/
labour coniradicticn for South Lfrica, the same cannot be snid for
Britain. Sivanandan puts it with characteristic acidityv: !llarxist
theory must adjust itself to the fact ﬁhaf there is ir South Africa
oinly one reified class of proles (sic), and they are all black -
'tie majer contradicticn in Leth Dritain ang Awmerica is still the

classic capilalist one between tlie bourgeoisie and the prsletariat.!(zﬁ)

-3

o he falr, Rex does not analyse the race situation in Britain as thoughi:

3, T,

it were Scuth Africa. THowever, when he opens his early hook 'Race
Relaticng and Sociolofieesi Theory! (28) with the question as to 'whether

At

se in vhicl: Mrace war' is not a wowe imnortant central

P
[}
]
&}

there is
gtructural and dymawic principle than cless war,! there is already a

c.*'ez.se in which the answer is impliciﬁ in his theoretical problematic. The
reasor for this is that weserianismbinvolﬁes arspecific_form 6f theoretical

rluralisw which, vhen it comes to the analysis of class tends towards a
culturalist cmphasis on ideological determinations, rather than on social
and econoric cnes. A culturalist reading cf the relations between the

. - . : . . P )
hlack and white working class will 1nev1tably_tena tevards a theory of two,

racially distinci, classes. This ic Pecause at ithe ideolegical level
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points out, are not easily elicited from a si upllst1c belief in the

invariable prlmacy’OT the capltal/labour contradiction, As he says:
here are a number of different relationships to the means of
productlon more subtle than can be comprehended in terms of a d1st1nc»10n
between owners and‘non-owners;andge...each gives rise to a specific
class situation.! (26) lNow, such categories can,>in fact, be derived
from marx1gt theory of social relations of productlon, wvhen the existence
of two modes of production w1th1n a single state is posited, and such_a
possibility would not have been anathema to Marx. Wolpe, in fact,
develops a theory on just such a nrop051t on, analysing the relations
‘between the dominant capitaliét mode of production, and the dependent
pre~-capitalist mode in the s.451stence economy of the reserves. (27)
It is not ﬁy purpose to analyse the debate any further, or to say whether
Rext!s or Uolpe'u formulation is the more adequate. The point I am trying
to make is that Rex's method, well grounded in economic analysis, but
from a theoretical position well clear of marxzism, has allowed certain
ingights into the specificty of racial structuring that force important

revisions on marxist theory,.

Such is the virtue of 1éft webefianism when it comes to the
analysis of the articulation between race and class. The shortcomings
become apprarent when we consider the western captialigt metropolis -
in this case Britain. Crudely, the problem is that, vhereas it may be
fair to poé& the primacy of the race contradictior over the capital/
labour contradiction for South Africa, the same cannot be said for
Britaip. Sivanandan puts it with characteristic acidity: '"lMarxist
theory must édjust itself to the fact that there is in South Africa

nly one reified class of proles (sic), and they are all black.'! However,
tthe major contradiction in both DBritain and America is still the
classic capitalist one between the boprgeoisie>and the proletariat.'{28)
To be fair, Rex does not analyse the race situation in Britain as though
it were South Africa. However, when he opens his early book 'Race

Relatiocns and pocloloxxcal Theory! (29) with the question as to 'whether

there is not a sense in wvhicl: "race war' is not a weore important central

gtructural and dynawic principle than class va;, there is already a
gense in which the answer is 1rp11c t i“ hi beoreulca; proo;enatlc. Tne

.

reason for this is that weberianism avolveu a spec1f1c form of theoretical

pluralism which, when it comes to the analysis of class tends towards a

culturalist emphasis on ideological determinations, rather than on 5001a1

and econoric ones. A culturalist reading of the relations between tne

black and white working class will Lnev1tab1y tend towards a theory of two,

racially distinct, classes. This is because at the ideolegical level
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racial division is so dominant within the working class.

Rex's position on race and class in Britain is not, in fact,
quite as simple as this. The zbove describes a theoretical tendency only,
Vhat then is Rex's substantive analysis of the position of blacks in the
class structure? His most frequent designation is that of underclass.
In classic weberian fashion, he sees classes existing in each of the
market situations, and in each of the primary markets: employment, housing
and education, he sees the position of blacks as that of an underclass.,
'In a narrow Weberian sense, we may speak of clasg and underclass in each
of the aliocative systems, such as employment, housing and education, but
class and underclass formation takes place acrscs all these sectors.! (30)
Rex's descriptions of the various mechanisms which operate to put most
black pecple at the lowest positions in all of these areas are very
comprehensive and often genuinely improve our understand of how ingtitutiocnal
racism works., His extensive analysis of the position of blacks in the
housing market is probably the most important instance of this. There are,

however, two major problems at a theoretical level,

Firgtly, if there are as many class structures and class struggies
as there are market situations, the notion of class loses all its force.
It loses all the explanatory power that Marx discovered in the cdncept
by virtue of what he called the 'force of abiraction'!. If we are to
talk about different classes in each of the various market situétions, then
unless we can discover 2 relation of determinacy between the various
markets, and the classes therein, the latter can no longer be thought of
as classes, but only as a plurality of status groups. Rex is aware of this
problenr but says that such relations of determinacy carnot be preved.
He claims this with regard to the underclasg position of blacks, despite
his own empirical demonstration of the replication of that position in
each éphere. By way of a nod towards this mradox he says: !'Although
there iz more subdjective awareness in Britain than iz most other societies
of the interdependence and unity of various situatiorsof class conflict,
s still the case that actual behaviour ig situationally determined,

. -

i
so that there is a multiplicity of separate experience of class conflict.!' (31)
Thus there is no theory of determinancy existing between different market
situations. 7The consequence is a plurality of class structures where

class ceases to be a fundamental category.

What does it mean to say that class is a fundamental category?

This is a crucial point irn marxist theory and one where it is in clearest

contradistinction to Weberianism. In marxism, class is, first of all,
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defined by the relationship to the means of production. This is itself
is complex and is not nmerely a question of u.mership or nonownership as
Rex.assumes. The place of a class 'agent! in the social relations of
procuction involves a number of otﬁer factors which relate to control
of the labour process and the social division of labour in general. it
is on the basis of these relationships that class is saic¢ to be defined
principally at the economic level. That is not to say that it is defined
solely at this level. As Poulantzas says: 'Harxism states that the econonic
does irdeed have the determinant role in a mode of production or a social
formation, but the political and the ideological also have a very important
role.' (32) He goes on: 'it may be thus said that a social class is
defined by its place in the ensemble of social practices.' lowever, this
multi-layered determination of class is not a pluralism as in Veber. It
is a complex unity where the principal determinacy lies strictly in the
economic relations. There are two main points here: 1) class is a unity,
albeit a complex one, involving both relations in preduction and also
those in distribution and the otlier spheres -~ Rex's markets. This is
clearly distinct from Rex's plural notion of class. 2) This unity is
constructed in dominance - the dominance of production over distribution,
and the economic over the ideological. This is clearly spelt out by llarx

in a famous section fror Capital vol. III:

'The specific economic form, in which unpaid surplus labour isg pumped out

of direct producers, determines the relationship of rulers and ruled, as

it grows directly out of the production itself and in turn reacts upon the
determnining element ....ee.it is always the direct relationship of the owners
of the conditions of production to the direct producers - a.relation always
naturally corresponding to a definite stage in the development of the

methods of labour and thereby the social productivity - which reveals the
innermost secret, the hidden basis of the entire social structure, and witl
it the political forﬁ of the relation of sovereignty and dependence, in
short, the corresponding specific form of the state. This does not prevent
the sare ecoronic base - the same from the standpoint of its main condition
- due to innumerable different empirical circumstances, natural environment,

racial divigions, external historical influences etc. from showing infinite

cradation and variation in appearance.! (33)
¢ P

In this quote liarx holds together both sides of theeguation.
Both the fundamental generative and determining class relations at the
economic level, anc the specific &ariations that result from particular
empirical factors - most pertinently here - race. It is the latter that
Rex grasps most securely - the specific, qualitatively éisctinct, effects

of racial structuring on class. And being = sophisticated Weberian, who
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traces the connected structural operation of warious social phenomena,
‘not least the economic ones; his analysis of the black underclass is by
no means a mere empiricist additicn of statistical disadvantage in various
sphefes‘- it demonstratee correctly 'that the difference between the
ninoritiesJand the (whité) working class is not simply quantitative but -
qua11tat1ve. (34) Nevertheless, it is Stll; 1nadequate from a marxist
p01nt of view in that Qualltatlve dlstlnctlons are drawn w1thout an
adequate prior analysis of the conpleu structural determ1nat1ons, principally
economlc, which constltute class, and therefore an emalysis of the worklng

class whlch revesls 1ts essentxal structural un1ty, into whlch qua11tative

4

rac1a1 dzst1nctzons are wrought.

Th1s weberian refusal of thc pr1ncipal determlnacy that 11es 1n the
relations of product1on has a double effect. In the flrst place, it
ylelds a plurallty Qf class 'structures' without any notion of the deter—
m;nate structure of the Vhole. Thus, although the class Lormatlon is
said to constltute a structure, the word structure has little theoret1ca1
value s;nce it carries with ft\no notlon of the principles govern1ng that
j‘structure. It is merely a discr1 ive tern s1an1fy1ng an 1nd€te”_1“"2t
arrangement of elenenta. Given this p'urallst understanding c¢f structure
there follows the second consequence which we might call culturalismin-
the-last—lnstance. S1nce Rex denies that there is any underlylnq determinacy
govern1no the structure, when forced to define a class he falls back
upon the cu1turallst definition of clase as class consiousness. This
1s because amldst this indeterminate nédley of claus indices, the empirically
verlflable exi stence of class consciousne;s - seens’ the surest basis on
wh1cb to deflne class in such a way that it may contain some kind of
generallty, This is a characteristic Weber1an solution 51nce Weberian
nethodolony doces not allow for,xhe p0551b111tv of the ObJeCtlve analysis
of any soc1a1 relat1on outside of the sbc1al actor's own perception of that
relatlon.' mhls of course }eads to a theoretlcalmrela£1v1sn wbere\blass is
what people think it is. h \\\\

Although Rex's dun methodology allows ohly for_tﬁe existence of a
.pluréiity'of market.clesses, thus logically pre—emptiug an enalysis of
class in general, 'Cglonial Immigrants‘in eﬂBritish Cityf does not stop
at such a pluralism; Here Rex and his co-author, Sally Tomlinson, do
attempt a general enalysis of the class étructure. In order to overcome
theoretical difficulties the Weberian concept bf the 'ideal type! is
introduced. There are then said to be two ideﬁl typical fclasses! amongst
the workers: the white wﬁfking class and the black tunderclass!. The

ideal typical white worker is portrayed as a iebdur aristocrat with priviledged
M . 8 \\

\
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*ob securlty and a healthy share 1n the beneflxs of . the welfare state.
The 1dea1 typlcal black worker has an inferior position in the labour market
and does not part1c1pate equaliy in the welfare deal. This distinction
oetween the white worklng class and the black 'underclass' is buttressed by
the assertion that tﬁef each have a separate class consciousness. Here

Rex and Tomllnson 1ntroduce »helr major thegretical, 1nnovat1on ~ the quasi
Marxlst concept of an 'underclass~for-1tself' . The white working class
kthus has the con501ousness of a class schooled in and fattened on colonialism,
,Tnot only urrecenably 1ncorporated into the canltal1ct systen but also
1deologlcally opposed to the olack undcrclass from vhose exploitation it
‘beneflts. The black underclass has its own 'underclass' consciousness

formed in the knowledge that it is exploited by the entire white social
_strpcture. Although some evldence_is given for the distinctioo between
‘white wofking class and black undeéclass at an economicklevel, the theory
rests heevily on the distinctions drawn between black and white class
~consciousness. This is in line with what I said above about Rex's_inhereot
tendencyltoward culturalism. ‘

There are several criflcisms that might be made of this analysis,
Firstly the‘chafactefieation of the typical-white worker as a !labour
arisfocrat' is deﬁonstrably false, sharing with much liberal theory a
ythlcal belLef in widespread social moblllty and 'eaoourge01sement'
together with a compleue negleot of the position of women. Secondly, as I
will affempt to show in the negt seotion, ekclass analysis which starts
from the economic and social relatioos of production demonstrates the
fallacy of the assertion that blacks from an unuelcluss, outside the working
class, wnateve; the qualitative unlqueness’of t“elr pos;uxon wvithin it may
he seeﬁ to be. yThe notion of blacks;forming a clasg loutgide! the class

structure is in fact, theoretically inccherent. 8ince the term !structure!

is necessarily inclusive, it is only possible to talk of a class tout-side!

the class structure if the tern Istructure! is empiied of its theoretical

content. This is what happens 3- Rex!s analysis.

Thls class analysis has serious consequences for the analysis of

the pollolCo of race rclatloﬂs. In the1r chapter 'vorkloﬂ class, underclass
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éﬁdyfhird world revolﬁtion' Rex and T0ﬂ11nson nresent two alternat1ve
scenar1os for the polltlcal future of black in Britain. One is
'opt1nlst1c' the other 'pessimistic' and both, I would argue, suffer

fromfghe.mlsconceptions of the class analysis which inform them.

In the 'optimistic' scenario a picture is drawn of the integration
_v°f blacks through gradual penetration into the class structure and
ubseqLent equal part1c1pat1on in the 'welfare deal!. This would be
an 1ntegrat10n where cultural autcnomy would be vouchsafed by vigorous
independent ethnic associations and pressure groups. The implication
is that with the aradual penetratlon of klacks 1nto the class structure
what they call'the ‘race relations problem! ceases to ex1s The false
assumption here is that_penetratlon 1nto}thelc1ass structure would
secure éocial_mobility and freedém from explitation. It is faise_
because the black commghity is‘éiready in the ciass.structure, The
expléitétion and lack of’social mobility from which it_suffers testifies
to the exploltatlon of the worklng class 1n general. The exploitation
of blacks 1s a partlcularly 1rtense, ra01a11y mediated, form of the -
class exp101tat10n to wh1ch the entire worklng class is subject. The
idea that raéial 6ppressioﬁ ceases when the minority croup enters the
class structure isthe American myth of race relations - the 'Irish
immigrant to president in three genefations' story - the celebration
of social mobility in a 'free society! whlch is a sick joke to the
Aaerlcan black. When Rex postulates that Asians have a stereotypical

1Jewish future' he is courting this myth.

The aﬁthors' déscription of the process by wvhich thig might be
achieved‘isveven less convincing. They see the position of black
peopie being improvéd by 'decisive action°9..o.taken witptthe support
of all the major political parties to stop racial inciteﬁent, to attack
racial discriminatién and to give West.Indian and Asian descended. men
and women a sense of citizenship'.35 This, when the current government
is confemplating the legal exclusion of many blacks from citizenship.
The above line of thought has led one recent critic to complain, with
understandable irritation, that this is merely 'yesterday's liberal's
program!. Indeed, after twenty years of state collusion in racism, the
suggestion that current governments will now begin, in a period of
deep economic recession, to attack racism with any kind of vigour, seems
somevhat naive. It is only possble for the authors to conceive of
his because they wrongly view governmental racism as purely a matter of
electoral pragmatism. The desire to gain the racist vote may be one

fector in government policy on race relations but it would be dangerous
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to suppose it to be the only one. Racism is also inextricably linked
with canxtal's search for profit and, as the follow1ng analys1s will
show, racism is still profitable. Wxthout enter1nr 1nto the debate
about the relation of the state to capxtal, sufflce it to say that the
government is bound to reflect this and is currently do1no so with
incredible singlemindedness. The refusal of these authors to take
stock of the primacy of this relation between racism and cap1ta§

ser*ously undermines thexr understanding of gove”nment pol1¢y of the

state in general.

Se wach for the_'optipistic' scenerio. The 'pessimistic' version
which, it must be said, ;he authors brefer, predicts the continuing
exclusion of blacks ffom the elass structure and the consequent ,
growtin of black aeparatism. Whilst a discussipn of such a possibility
is a welcome change from old liberal predictions, the theoretlcal *
coherence of the analysis put forward here is again marred by the
class analysis which informs it. The problem here is the assertion
that‘there is an 'underclass-for-itself'. The expression is used
to describe the 'situation of immigrant minorities, who do not share
in the wclfare deal, but who, instead of forming an 1nert or socially
dispairing social res1due, organise and act in their own 'underclass'

interests, after relating themselves to colonial class positions.'35a
Eleeﬁherc the authors go furthee end predict the formation of an
'underclass-for-itself;iwith Black‘Netionalist politics and forming
aliiances with the third world against the entire white metropolitan
class structure. The authors!' someﬁhat anecdotal analysis of the
political organisation of blacks in Handsworth and elsewliere, however,
completely fails to convince that this kind of organisation constitutes
the formation of a 'class~for-itself'. This is not to say thet the
recent political inifiafives that we have seen inside the West Irdian
and Asian communitees are not significant, nor that autonomous black
organisation is not an essential part ef a successful strategy. Such
ergénisatioﬁ, however, seems unlikely to_sﬁcceed in isolation. The
possibiiities for black struggle»in Britain cannot be uqéerstood in
isolation from their articulation with generalised class struggle.
Working with a theory of a black 'underclass~for-itself' encourages

this kind of isolated analysis and can thus only be of limited predictive

and strategic value.

Rex aﬁd Temlinson's politicalyanalysis‘is ambigous to the
point of being centradictory. Their dizzy oscillation between
'Optimiemt and "pessimism!, intecrationalisc and separatisa
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provides a sad comﬂentary on tnelr bellef that: 'the institutionalisation
“of soc1oloay as a discipline makes pous1b1e a ceftain degréehqf movement
between perspectives and hence a mdve along the rcad to objectivity!.
(356) These contradictiphs db not add up to a liberal integrationalist
politics, as some have argued, but there is & danger that, when all
'is.said and done, they resolve’fheméélvesvintc Wotli'g more than a

kind of minimalist separatism mixéd in with with a dose of radical
liberal reformism. Both:thesé political tendencies derive, I would
“éfgue, from an erroheoﬁs class analysis and in particular from a
misconception that the authors share with fintegrationalists'. This

is the notion that the problem at the root of racism isthat of the
exclusion of blacks from the ciass structure. Tﬁe argument of this
paper is that the 'problem! is that of the specific moée of inclusion
of blacks in the claés structure and the specific racial form 6£

class exploitation to which they are subject. To see it otherwise is

ct

o be open to dangerous misconcéntions about political strategy. It
is not only the false hope of liberal reformism which is dangerous
but equally the advocaCJ of a clack separatism that is in any case
strlctly w1n1mallst'in'itg aims. VWhen in 'Colonial ImmigrantS..eo!
the authors write: '6ur emphasis is probably toward saying that the
immigrant minorities should maintain their independence of the
orgaﬁisafion and structures of the working clags until they can have
full and equal participation with other workers! (35L} they are close
to saying that blacks should abstain from the traditional struggles of
the labour movement and rely instead on ethnic associations and pressure
¢ roupse This would be a minimalist and potentially divisive programme.
Divisive in that black abstention from‘trade union struggles would

only exacerbate existing splits (and be thoroughiy retrogrgsgive,

especiaily'in the light of the exemplary rcle played by the Asian workers
in‘barticﬁlér, in recent diputes), Minimalist, because it envisages

no mere_than the 'entry of blacks into the class structure! and there-

fore an equality cf exploitation with the white working class. BNot

only this unlikely tec bebachieved by such a political strategy,

but even if it were, it would signal the end of neither exzploitation

nor of racism.
RECENT MARXIST THEOQORY
1. The Political Economic of Race
In the firgt part of this paper I examined some of the problems
with the early marxist theories of race, as exampled in the work of

Cox, and noted the pertinence of criticisms made of them by Rex and

others. I examined the latter's own alternative formulations., These
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in turn, whi st addressino the most crucial problems, and in some
‘cases shedding new llcht on them, vere found to be theoretically inadequate,
particularly on the question of the articulation of race and class. It
was suggested earlier that some recent marxist”dudies'have approached a
more adequate theorization of this and other issues. The following
sections will consider some of this work.,.Tnere will be three sections:
the first will consider the role of black labour in the British economy;
the secdna will reconsider the position of black workers in the class
strdcture; the last section will briefly draw some conclusions from th@s

regarding the role and origins of racist ideology.,

Marios leolinako has said: 'The study of racism is a study of
its po;itical econony., ! (3?) Yell, such a study will not, in itself, be
adequaté; but it is probabiy the best point of departure. The following
analysis will draw principally on the theoretical work of Castles and
Kbsack, in their study of European nigrant lebour, Sivanandar, who has
applied a similar analysis to Britain, and Ceri Peach, vhose seminal
text: 'West Indian Migration te Britain: a Social Geography' provides an
invaluable starting point for a study of the political economy of black

labour in Britain.

Peach comes to four main conclusions, which are crucical, not

only for an understanding of the dynamics of West Indiar emigration,
but alsc for an appreciation of how capital berefits from black
immigration. These conclugions are that:

a) Emigration from the West Indies after the war was determined
primarily by the 'pull factor' of labour shortage in Britain, and that
other factors such as growth Qf popﬁlafionAin ﬁhe West Indies, high

unemployment, the closure of the American emig#atioh route after the

1952 lMcCarren-Walter Act, were ninor: merely !permissivel, not Oywamic

The rate of mlgraulor from the Uect Indies up until the 162 Common-
wealth Immlgratlon Act correlates exaqtlj, Lven by the quarter, with the
labour requirements of the British economy. Thig sﬁggests what is probably
a téhdeﬂcy in all emigration that is prlhariiy net political but economic

n origin., DNamely, that it is extremely sensitive to the availability

Jede

of employment in the country of immigration, a tendency arcuaaly ﬂore
effective ip regulating immigration than legislative controcls of the

sort we have seen in the last twenty years.. :
c) Black immigrant labour not:only solved the problem of labour shortage
but ensured the most advantageous distribution of lahour for capital

whereby blacks Iecame employed in those jobs which white workers were
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unwilling to fill,
a) " The distribution of black settlement in Britain shows a tendency for
blacks to settle in areas of labour deméﬁd, but alse a counter tendency
by which they settled predominantly in areas of decreasing white popﬁlaﬁion.
Thus, both economically and revldentlal_J, black iémicrants acted a
'replaéement population!, going intc non-growth indust rleg and settl
in towns with declining white'populaulon and almogt invariebl y, of course,

in declining inner city aréas.

Capital requires not only that the labour sunply shoula matclh
total demand, but also that it should be distributed accordlng to where
it is'needed. Black immigrant labedr thus not only nvovldea the cruﬂe labour
power ‘for which the economy had such a tﬂlrut it also orov1ded it where
‘it was most needed.: The occupatioﬁél distfibutién_o; *hese early Dlack
immigrants is well summed up by Sivanandan: 'The jobs wvhich iicoloured
immigrants’ found themselves in were the 1argelj unskllled and low-
staiubfoheé'for which labour was unavallaale or whlch white workers were
unwilling to fill-in the textil and EIOthiég industries, or as waiters,
porters and kitchen hande;"(S)) That picture of the occupational dis-

tribution of the early imm igrant ﬂorker= largely pertains today and is ‘
manifested with even greater clarity in all Ewrepean countries operatlnc

a migrant labour system. In France, Germany'end.Switzerland the occupational
concentration of migrant workers is even more rro:o“ﬁced than in Britain.
in France 30% of all migrant werkers are employed in the construction

industry, and 28.L4% of migrant VOﬁen in domestic service. In Switzerland
1 in 5 migrant women are employed in Hotels or catering and an astonish'
LO% of all faCLory workers are migrante. For Gerrany, Castles and Ko
conclude: fForeign workers tend to be nartlcul:rly overrcpresented in
industries like plaetic S, rubeer and asbestos and eaib;, suone, ceramics
and glass wlere working conditions are unpl eas ant, or in 1udugtr1es llke
textiles and clothing where paj is lowe" (LQ) The overall COﬂClUglOﬂ

of botl Sivanandan and Castles anc MOSack tha» imnjgrant workers ere

@*ly overrepresented in unpop"lar jobs thh had con idﬁs ahdxiow ﬁay‘

is backed up by the findings in the two P.E.P. reports based on eesearch
done in the early '40s and early '705'respec¢i#bly,:however it would seen
that occupational concentration is less pronounced in Briteiﬁ probably due
to greater penetration gained through longer average, length of settlement.
As far as 303 status is concerned, the P.E.P. “epovpy conc; de that blacis
are vastly overrenresentee pronor»1ona1 y to walves in unskilled and semi-
skilled uanual vork, wvastly underrepreuented in v h;te collar work and at
superv1so;y and managerial levels, but increasingly well represented in

skilled manual work,
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As far as earnings are concerned, not only are blacks concentrated in
low paid jobs, butAtheirvearnings comparative to whites in similar jobs
are also unequal., Smith concludes in the second P.E.P. report: ! The
overall earnings.of minority men are 1ower than those of whiteS...esowWlite
nen at higher levels earn gubstantlally more than minority men at the same
level; at the middle levels the difference is smaller but still marked;’
at the lowest levels ninority men and white men earn the same. However,
in ordér torachieve this equality of earnings, minority men at the lowest
levels have to do far more shift work than vhite men, because their
jobs are intrinsically much worse paid.' For women he concludes: 'In
spiﬁe of the substantial inequalities of earnings among men, between
minorities and whites, there are no such inequalities among womeNcsae
it may be that for those who already suffer the. disadvantage of being
a wonan, there is little scope for racial discrimination to have further,

additive effect.' (41)

There are numerous other spheres in which blacks are disadvantaged
and the guantative measurment of this is not really in dispute. The
two P.E.P. reports represent the most comprehensive statistical analyses
to date. To summarize then, Deakin, from vhat is by and large an
'1nyegra»10nalist' and not a left perspective, and who by his own
adimission alvays seeks to err on the side of caution in hisg estimates,

; 2}

concludes that discrimination varies between substantial and massive.

His own summary of disadvantage relating to various aspects of employment
alore will stand in for further statistics, the implications of which are
by now fairly familiar: 'The minority groups are nore vulnerable to
unemployiient than whitest‘they are concentrated within lower job levels
in a way that cannot he explained by lower academic or job qualifications:
within broad categories of jobs they have lower earnings than whites,
particularly at the higher end of the job scale, they tend to do shift
vorkeeoe but shift worlt premiums dq(npt;raise their eernings above those
of whites, because their jobs are intringically badly paid; they are
roncenbraced w1t§11 certain plants, probably those whichhave started to
enploy them because of a labour shortage at some time in the past, and
they have to make about twice as many applications as whites before

finding a job.! (£2).

Such, at an empirical level, is the -Oﬁ'tion of blacl: workers in

tie Dritish labour market. This description, however, barely begins to

dellver a complete ennlahaulon of the role of ipmigr ant workers in the

economy and the means by which capital & "of1+s from +“e1r labour, It is

)

just that black labour solves the problen of 1abou- shortace and



facilities the most beneficial distribution of labour power. : Nor is

it just a matter of black workers providing cheap labour and therefore
higher profits, although this is also often the case, particularly in
workplaces that are not properly unionized. The advantages for capital
go further than this. Firstly, black labour is not only cheap but th
cost of its social reprcduction is also low. Jones and Siith in their
book 'The Economic Impact of Commonwealth Immigration! have estimated
that: 'The average 1rr10ran’ received about 3C% as nuch {(in terms of
state welfare) as the average member of the indigenous population in
1061, and the figure seems likely to be 85 to Q0% by 1981.t (L3) This

is due primarily to ‘the facL thax, for first generation immigrants, the
cost of edacaylon ard tra=ﬂ1ng has been paid. for by the home country.
In adu1u10ﬁ to tbls, blacks re51dent in British recgive less from state
welf are because they terd to live in decaying 1nner city areas, use
underflnanced school and hospital serv1pes, and generally benefit less
from council housing. Another important fagtor, a}ﬁhough this is, of
course, subject tozéradual.change,.is_phe parci 1ar age s»ruc*ure of the
hlack conmunlty, whlch insures a hlcb proporvﬁon of working peonle in
relation to dependents, either not working or doing unpaid work. In
Britain, 90% of black men are economically active compared with 77%

of white mefe 7L% of Westv%ndian women: Qo paid worl: compared with L3

of white women. (L&) Thewéituation is, of course, even more extireme in
Europe where the ratio between working migrants and 'non~working' dependents
is even greater. .. In 1970, 90% of immigrant"wbrkers in Germany were not
accompanied by their fanilies. (45) This situation is very beneficial
for the balance sheet of -state revenue, althcugh more so in ZEurope. than
Britain. For the immigrant popu ulation, not only is state welfare per
capita low, but, proportionally, the no. paying tax :is:high compared

with that of the white working classs

. Given both these factors - the low average cost of dlack labour and
the low cost of the social reproduction of its labour power - HNikolinalos
has argued that the immigrant worlter produces a higher rate of surplus
value than the_indigenohs vorker and is thus highly beneficial tc capital,
the latter always seeking new ways to counter the tendency for the rate
of profit to fall. (46) Technically speaking, this propogition is dubious
since surplus value ig only produced at the point of production and is
neither produced in the service sector, where many blacks work, nor

ugmented by any spin ofi effects from a reduced load.on state expenditure.

M



However, we can make two prqppsitions: firstly, that blacks on average
do more 'unpaid surplus labour! than whités,'and therefore, in Carchedi's
terms, suffer greater 'economic oppression'. (L7) Secondly, that the
national'ecbnomy & erives extra beneflts from the ¢se cf black labour
because of the lower cogts to state revenue, In addition fq thig, ff
has been cocently argued by vaStLes and Kosacikc that other bepéfits
accrue to capital by virtue of the fact that alack labour.oéth ailows”
the survival of laaour intensive ir rdustries, nhlcu would otherwise go
bankrupt were 1t not for the aVal;anllty of cneap 1mmlgrant labour,
andlsécondly, where it is advantageocus to capital, aids the latter in
increasing fhé cépital intensity of production; and thus increasihg the
rate of exploitation. Asiaﬁ workers have been éarticularly instrumental
in this process by virtue ofmfhéir Willingneés.tq do shift work, often
the unpopular bermanent night shift, which alléws continuous opération
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of machinery and thus justifies the capital outlay involved in mechani-
sation. According to Smlth:.'iQ% of black workers do night shift as
against 9% of whites.'! (&8) The wool industry provides a classic
examﬁle of both these pheromena. Ailing from tﬁe strength of foreign
competition and shortage of labour in the late fifties, it survived
bankruptcy only throughtle availability of cheap immigrant labour

at a time when if could nof afford to capitalise, only later, when

capital was available, te buy labour saving machinery which could be
willing to work on the permanent night shift. (49)

The net effect of tﬁéée'Various tendencies is; without doubt, highly
beneficial to capital and the national economy as a vhole. Castles and
Yosack conclude that'migrant labour was a decisive factor ih the boom
experienced by Swiss and German capital in the '50s and '60s. Deakin,
referring to Britain, concludes with characteristic caution that:
'Immicration has on balance proved heneficial to the economy. While the
effects are closely'matched, it would seer that the greatef mebility and
flex10111Ly of *he immigrant population, coupled with'thé Tower burden
of demand placed on tneigoc1a1 serv1cea, are decisive.... it has led to
a fise in the general stanaard of 1living of the domestic ponulat1on and

uror dlnr of the doneotlc porulat:on in the occupatloﬂal hlerarchy

" Such are the quantifiable benefits accruing to capital through the

use of inniﬁrart labour. They seem to justify the assertion that the

majority of black workers form a super exploi ed strata of the working

class, if we understand this term in a broadly descriptive, not technical,

sense. They also demonstrate conclusively tiat capital derives particular
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benefits from the specific role that black workers perform in production,
and, therefore, from those mechanisms, whatever they may be, that put.
blacks in that role. This account would not be complete without some

discussion-of those mechanisms.

The mechanisms by which social agents are distributed into ‘their
particular places in the produc¢tion prodess are complex. They include
the role of the educational system and all those apparétuses and ideologies
that reproduce the social division of .labour in its ‘specific contemporary
form. This is not the place to consider these complex questions. What
cannot be overlooked here, however, is that legislation which directly
affects the position of immigrant workers, as enshrined in numerous
immigration acts since the first resirictions were imposed on Commonwealth
immigration in 1962. It is apprepriate to consider this here, because
it is by means of this legislation that some of the beneficial economic
effects, considered above, have been maximised. It is Sivanandan's
thesis that all the major immigrantion acts since 1962 have served
the specific needs of capital. (51) 1In brief the tleory is this:
the system of migrant labour, such as that vhich operates in Germany
is the mwost effective form of exploiting immigrant labour in Western

European capitalist countries., This is so because:

1. it ensures the perfect match of labour supply to demand through the
regulatingc mechanism $f immigration control. It ensures the availability
cf a reserve army of labour that can be drawn in and expelled from
productioﬁ (and often the country) as required. This reserve arﬁy thus
acts as a buffer mechnaism to allay the harmful effects of a slump-

boom economys V a

2, It minimizes state expenditure on the social production of

labour power by admitting an already educated adult labour force when

it is required, but at the same time réstricting to a minimum the entfy
of unprofitable dependants.

3s Thrqugh its draconian nationality laws, it makes migrant workers
highl§ proné to‘exploitationq Lack of civil rights and'tpe threat of
deportation often force migrant workers to take a low profile in union
struggles, Castles and Kosack have clearly demonstrated the profitability

inherent in this system as it operates in Germany and Switzerland.(5la)

Sivanandan's argument is that consecutive British legislation on
‘immigration represents a linear progression towards this kind of 'contract
labourt systeﬁ. In this he is quite correct. The '71 Act which limits
the entry of non-patrial i.e.,bléck, Commonviealth immigrants to enfr& to

do a specific job, in a specific place, for a specific length of time,
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has indeed redﬁcéd the sfatué'éf tﬂe ulack 1mm10rant to Lhn* of a
ﬁiéranf. As Sivanandén.pﬁtévit:"There 1s no su thlnc as a "Commonwealtb
immigraﬁi” anymore. There are those who came from the Conmonwealth

before the '71 Act came into force (Jan 173) but these are not 1mm1grants

There are other~ who have come after

3

they ure »et*lers, blacx °ett1eru.
the Act; they are ne1+her settlers nor 1mm1ﬂrants, they are simply mlcr nt
wakefs.i (52) In fact the flnlshlnc touches are yet to be made. The
B EA) elanOQ 1s that they will be in the near future when the new Tory

laws on ﬂat1ona11+y and 1nm1gratlon w111 proagbly GLoollsh Brltlsh

subject gtatus for black Connonwealth 1mnigran ts, ueprlve many of thelr
franchlse, and totally put an end to permanent set‘lement for migrants.

It is the case, therefore, tnax those factors which make nigrants as
opposed to settlers Dart1cu*ar1y prone to ex plrltauion, are néw secured
'ﬂ British leglslatlon- wbereap forrerly, as Slvanandad 301pts out, it
was racial prevualce tba» stood in for ”uropea? s;yle naulopal ty laws
to aubordlnate b’acks, that rac1al suboraldablon is now lely énshrlned
in law, as well as in racialist practlce. his ig, at 1t were,‘the_last

riece of the jig sawe. The pieces are all in place and th e whole

anatoity of superexploitation is revealed.

In fact things are not auite és simple as thaf; This, not because
this ensemble of legal and economic mechanisms is rot successful in
promoting the superexploitation of blacks in Britain, and yielding
greater profit for capital and general advantage to the national
s

economy. It is. But rather hecause in sélely analysing thé way in

which legisletion on immigration has facilitated the superexpleoitation

of blacks, it does not give an adequate account of the complex relations
between the state and capital on the issue of immigration. nis is not
the place to attempt 'a full analysis of this relations shipe Hevertheless
some points must be raised, since it is on account of the above thecis
that Ben-Tovim has charged Sivanandan with holicding an tinstrumentaligt!
view of the'state, whereby the latter is seen to act purely in tlhe
nterestg of capital. (54)

In reality, despite the inherent economic logic in the legislative
drift toward a migfant labour system, this legislation has not perfectly
represented the needs of capital. State legislaticn has, necessarily,
reflected other, political, interests as well, - Sivanandan is, of_Course,
fully awvere of this. . He sees the '62 Commonwealth Trmigcration Act
primarily as a result of racist political pressures which had been
mounting ever since 153, and the Hotting Hill riots, not least in the

right wing of the Tory party. - iowever, he also argues, and this is less
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acceptadle, that the anti-immigration interests of the racist‘pdlitical
lobby coincided then with thé interests of the ‘economy, which had no
further need for unskilled immigrant workers. This is highly debateable
for. two reasons: firstly, despite rising unemploymént, centinuing
localised labour shortages did, most probably, make unskilled immigrant
labour atiractive and necessary to' various sections of industry. Secondly,
if less immigrant labour was required than hitherto, it did not require
legisiative control to achieve this reduction. As Peach points out,
primary immigration would probably have dropped in any case as a result
of diminishing lapour demand. Hugh Gaitskell opposed the contrals in
the Commons in December '61 on these grounds, and the fact that not all
the vouchers available in the first two years following the Act were
taken up, suggests that both he and Peach were right, Primary immigration
was dropping and did drop without the aid of controls. Whet the threat
of controls did was to cause a panic wave of secondary immigration to
beat the ban., This was far from being in the interests of capital,
"since secondary immigration, consisting of dependants less likely to
work, is not so easily put to profit.

4

There has always been a certain lack of fit between sirictly
economic interests and dominant politicai interests when it comes to
immigration. This can be shown both historically and in the anomalies
and contradictions inherent in the-currént situation. An interesting
historical parallel to the '62 situation can be found in the behaviour
cf the post war labour Government in respect of immicration, At that
time Britain was faced with a major labour shortage that made immigration
vital. However, far from turning immediately to the obvious source of
reserve labour in the Commonwealth, the Government first prevaricated
over Polish settlement, and when that was conceded, only admitted West
Indians with extreme reluctance. . In 1945 the prime minister was sending
letters to displaced poles in this ‘country urging them to 'return home!
‘and it was not until the Polish Resettlement Bill of February 'L7, that
a sizeable number of so-called 'Buropean voluniery workers'! were let in.
(55) vhen the Empire Windrush arrived with LCO jamicans aboard in '48,
the reaction on the part of the Labour Government seems to have been
one of mixed anxiety and embafassment. As one Labour ministry official
put it: 'It may become extremely embafassing politically if at a time
of shortage there should be nothing but discouragement for British
subjects from the West Indies while we go to great trouble to get foreicn
workers.! (56) The message was loud and clear. All immigrants wvere
undesirable, even when indispensable, and black subjects were more so
than white 'aliens'. If econocmic hecessity won through in the end and

inaugurated a pericd of 'laisser-faire? imvigration, it did not do so
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auytomatically and the strencth of recist opposition provided a political

force that was. only marcinally outweighed by economic expedieﬁcy.

‘The. same conflict is apparent in the '60s and '70s. Immigration
laws have been consistently refined to produce the most exploitable form
of migrant labour,.but at the same time, racist opposition’to immigration
has been such, that numbers have been restricted further than was
consistent with fully‘ exploiting this system, The fact is that high
unemployment by no means necessarily abolishes the need for immigrant
labour. This is;bécause there is still localised shortage, deépite high
unemployment, due to both the geographical immobility of indigenous
labour, and its reluctance to do certain low paid and unpleasant jobs.
Thus the *Unit for Manpower Studies! in a report on 1The Role of Immigrants
in the Labour Market', whoge main concern is the likely effect on
industry of the reduced availability of immigrant labour to do certain
jobs, concludes that .(and this is in 1976): 'Bven if the average level
of unemployment over the next few years is rather'highef than in the 19605
and the first half of the 1970s, thereduction in immigration...s.could
still result in problems in some sectors in which an appreciable proportion
of the unattractive jobs are filled by immicrants.! (57) It goes on,
intersetingly,to draw a parallel withithe situation in the 30s whén, even
with up to 3,000,000 unemployed; Irish workers were able to find work in
unpopular jobs without any difficulty. Some industrialists must have
read with alarm the recent report in the American magazine 'Time', which
auoted a top, but alas unnamed, Tory politician ac saying that the
Government intended to reduce immigration to 5,000 per year in the next

two years and subseguently to nil.

The current situation is, thus, quite contradictory. Now that the

Governizent. has legislated for a full migrant labour system, and when

=3

capital still stands to benefit from it, it decides, on the basis of a

purely volitical racist interest, not to use that system. No dovbt it will

soon find out that the continuing localized labour shoriage cannot be

solved by the entry of E.E.C. workers, since, despite the right to uriconditional
entry, those workers will not come to Britain where wages are léwer than

in other European countries.  If this is the case, they may be forced to
concede & certair level of black Commonwealth migrant labour entfy.

However, for the moment, the political interests are dominant over the economic
ones, and they are not entirely congruent.-

i

In short, althouch state legislation of immigrant has been,
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ﬂbby and large, tailored to serve the 1nvere5us of capital, thls has been
»pogs1ule Oulj w1th1ﬂ certain nrescrlbe poll cical llm ts. Economic

inter eSL would have called for full mlcrant iabour 1eg slation. from the
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_ g,_but the polvtlcal ideology of Commonwealth paternalism

rbad this, dconomlc needs dld not call for such tight control, but
polifﬁgal racism was overldlng. ﬂqy that widrantAlaboﬁr legiﬁlation
has been completed it is too late for capital to harvest those

very. gpec1al financial fruits which it allows, and on which German

ca pi' al gluttec htself in the SOU and 608, because political factors
now .111tate againgt allow1nc further entry. In fact, %to.indulge in
very bleak snecul tion, 1t seems that the osly sclution which would
nnots ailow Lbe full ernlo tation of migrant labour, and sufficiently
placate the rac1st lﬂcoy woula be the repatriation of black settlers
and ﬁhei' replaceﬂcnt by white rlcran+s. It is to the thin:end of this
wedge ihat vanaadaﬁ refers when he al <s about ‘'induced repatriation!

in his most recent pamphlet entltled !Erom Immigration Control to

Induced Repatriationl,

mo cen clude, to say tha» utate legislation on immigration has been
tallo;@d to serve the 1nterest of capital but only within certain
pollilcal 11L1us,.is’tq uallfj ivanandan's analysis but not to deny its
ceﬁtral 1mportance. The essent1a; determlnlnc logic behind the lecgiclation
hac been an economlc one. UWhere t{e legidation has béen contradictory
thié hés'lé”geTv been due to ﬁolitical'linit ations, »most notably in
'fhe.form of the aﬁtl 1"mcrau10n looby, whlch itself hes gr6§ﬁ$6ﬁlfﬁéww
‘enperlence of goclal nroole.o wnlch were thewselves 'thrown up!.by the
econoiic exp101tac;on of slack laboav To Bay as much is to agree with
Ben-Towim that, as regards race, 'statemﬁolicy is the site of contradiction
and struggle,! but to disagree with hin on the nature of *hose copuradictions.
Tc state is not merely the arbiter of contradictions between the interests
of capital -and the anti-racist demands of the-liberal left; as Ben-Tovim
tends to represent it. The influecne of this.anti-racist lobby, although
important in the debates of. the 1976 Race Relations Act, has been, ovér the
last twenty years, largely eclipsed by the pdwer‘ofmracistvreactiona
Furtherwore, if ithe dominant interests were' those of capital and the racist
lobby, these should not be seen as cpposite ‘or unconnected forces. Although
the demands of the racist lobby are not. identical with thoSe of capital,
they grow on and are partly determined by the fOﬁ? in which capital exploits
black labour: The primary task of the  state, -then,; hag not been that of
arbitrating between opposité forces, racist and anti~racist and anti-racist,
but of managing the contradictions between the process of econoniically

exploiting the black minority, and containing the social consequences of that
X

5
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ezploitation; maﬁifes{ed in social conflict where ﬁhe‘most powerful politicel
force' is white racism hTé see the primary éontfadictions thus, is not to deny
" altogether the effectivity of anti-racist politics, but to attempt toc assess
tne exact tdance of force5° a balance whlch has resulted 1n'a series of
laws on race whose overwhelming cuwalat;ve e’fect ? as been to legitimate
racialist practices and not to eradicate them.
"To see the role of the stafe in this way is not to heold an instrumenta—

list view as Ben-Tovim claims {although the account here is, of course,
over simplified), but rather to see the contradictions in the role of the
state as the product of the articulation of varioué forces, ideclogical,

litical and economic, vhich are relativély autcnowoﬁs but which are,
néverthelesé,ﬁdetérmined in the last instance by the eccnomic. Ben Tovim's
stated pbsitioh in the articlei"Thé'Strucglé Against Racism etc.'! was that
“of the 'relative autonomy' of the political and the 1dcolorlca1' 'We reject
then, the framework of ''total autonony", The sayse “owever, in tnaf
article there was a continual slide towards an icdealism whereby racism is
seen as an autonomous ideological force. Hence the utopian stresgss on the
possibility of edué%ino neopie out of racist attitudes. in é more recent
article written in congunct1on with Johr Gabrlel (Su), a drift into a
'total autonomy! 0051t1on is nan1fest° 'Racisn', they say Yis primarily a
democratic and 1de01061ca1 issue...othe concept of race and racism may

only be understood as the product of theoret caT/1ceclov1cal practices that

su*"equ 1tly (ny stress) 1ntervene at the level of the econowy If such

vere the case racisi would not be half the problem that it is, and it the
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foregoing analysis of the political economy of race demonstrates anything,

it surely shows that such is nct the case.

-

2o The Articulation of Race and Class

Farlier in this paper I considered the ways in which various writers

on race relations have theorised the relaticnship hetween race and class. 7Two

writers in particular were considered.’ Cox, albeit via a complex theoretical

route, was found, in-the end, to operate an unacceptable class reductionisii.
Rex, on the other hand, whilst: attending to many .0of the specific features
of racial structuring that were lost in Cox's theory,; was found tco have
an essentially weberian notion of class which posits a pluality of market

. 1.

structures and class struggles. This lead to a designation of black

n as a distinct underclass. This analysig was said to be problematic
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for -two recasons. -Firstiy, it failed to define the essential basis of class
in the social relations of production, and in so doing denied the basic
economic determinacy which establishes the'concept-of“élaSS as a fundamental

category: a category distinct from the ewmriricist notion of 'status'! groups
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and the pluralist weberian notion.of market classes. Secondly, as a
resut of this theoretical problematic, class became defined, -in the
last instance, according to the culture, way of life, and political
consciousness of the group in question. This was seen as a tendency to-
wards a culturalist definition of class in terms of class consciousness.
The classic exposition of this position is that given Ly E.P. Thompson
in'the preface to 'The Making of the English Working Class': 'Class
happens when some men, as a result of common, experiences,.e..s.feel and
articulate the identity of their interests- as between themselves, and as
. against other men whose interests:are different {and usually opposed to)
theirs.' (59) This does not involve a complete abancorment of economic
deteriminacy, (Thowpson goes on to talk of the class experience as 'largely
determined by the productive relations', but it does. invclve a cruc’al
subordination of these objective economic determinants, a dominant stress
on: cultural factors. The result, as we saw with Rex, was, in this case,
the proposition that black people in Britain form a separate class: an
underclass. The crucial question is whether or not we are really justified
talking of such a separate class in relation to the dominant contradiction
within Western capitalist societies which, as has been suggested, is
- still thet between capital and labour and not that between races. What

light have recent marxist debates shed on this problewm?

In fact, there has been little extended and systematic analysis of the
tion of blacks and migrant workers in the class structures of Western
capitalist countries, despite considerable recent vorlt on, for instance, the
tion of white collar workers. Sivanandan's Seminal discussion of the
role of black workers in production only yields a category of sub-proletariat

wihiich iz left somewhat vague. The joumnal 'Black Liberator! settles for

the term 'sub-proletarian stratum of the working -class! which seems to

have it both ways; and Castles and Kosack, on the, grounds of traditional
marxist definitions, refuse these options and talk, instead, in terms of

a2 'lower stratum in.the working class.' However, there is,. in the writings
of recent marxists, such as those mentioned above, an emerging theoretical
.framework which promises a Ebre adequete analyds of this question. I shall

try to outline the main points here and indicate the general trajectory of

this nevw work.

The first point to make is that people of West Indian and Asian descent
in Britain are overwhelmingly concentrated in manual jcbs. According to the
1966 census, 67.L% of New Commonwealtl: men were in manual jobs against

5L.5% for the population as a whols. Only 15.2%, of Mew Commonwealtl: men

were in jobs that were either managerial, professional or supervisory,
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compared with 23% for the whole working pepulation. £2.3% of HNew
Commonwalth women were inrmnual work, as against 29% ‘of the population

as a whole., (60) Therefore, when we talk about the class ‘positiocn of

black workers in Britair, we are talking about that of the overwhelming
majority who are either in manual work or in non~manual work that is neither
managerial nor supervisory in any real sense. Of %his majority of black
workers, a disproportionate number (in relation to whites) are placed in
unpopultar jobs, with eitherbad conditions, low pay, a khigh proportion of
shift work, or all three. So much is clear from ny eérlier'analySis

of the role of black workers in the economy. Coupled with other factgors,
such as bad housing and living in deprived areas with podr &elfare’facilities
“this undoubtably suggests the existence of a situation whereby a large

proportion of black people occupny the position of a lowest stratum in scczietye.

An anaysis which deduces class position, or more acéurately, 'status?

position, in terms of the addition of various indices of ‘social desadvantage
“would, no doubt, see this as evidence of the exigtence of a distinct black
tunderclass! or !subproletariat!'s However, as Castles and Kosack correctly
point out, this postulates that 'irmigrant workders have a different
relationship to the mears of productioh from that tradictionally characteristic
of the proletariat,! whereas in marxist terms: 'All workers, whether immigrant
or indigenous, manual or non-manugl, possess the sgame basic characteristics
of a proletariat: they do not own or control the means of production, they
work under the direction of others and in the interests of others, and they
have no control over the product of their work.?! (561) TFrom this basic

premige Castles and Kosack go on to describe the divisién of the working

class into two strata: 'The indigenous workers,'with genera11y better con-
ditions and the feeling of no longer being at the bottom of SOcietv; form a
higher stratum. The 1mn1~rant,,‘who are the wmost underrr1V11eced and
exploited group of society, form a lower sﬁraﬁum,' (Thev arcgue that the
position of black settlers in Britain is substan ially ¢ he same as that of
migrant workers in Eurone, since both are equally subject to discrimination,
'superexploitation? and a barrier against social ﬁobilify.' Althouch there

are important differences in the forms of discrimination against blacks and
against white migrants, and different degrees of ceneratioral socicl mobility,
in different contexts, as &r as the present class structure is concerned,
this comparison is valid.) They go on to eleborate on these two sirata by
»aaalysihg the po cel ‘and idéblogical civigions within the wbrkihg class
to which, they argue, ifmigration has contributeds The analysis is
probabIy too cutand dried. It ignores the position of white woren workers,
and wrongly suggests all  wvhite workers are part of his uvper stratun.

-

However, their insistence thattit is a ques stion of strata within the working
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c;ass, and not one of separate classes, is correct.

If cne wo*k1ng class is deflaed as the class ox vage labourers, who

do “ot own thelr means of productlon, who neither control the labour proces

nor exercise superv1sory functlone in the gocial division of labour, thus

ok

1a111ng onr: the Manual 91de of the rental/ﬂarua1 division w;t in the ideology

£ the 001a1 o1v151oa of labour, then the ma1 crity of black workers rust be

part of thls class,. ”helr position w1th1n it is one of degree; that is to

= -

say tIey occupy the 1owegt posﬁlong, cv"ferrz the'bighesu degree of econcnic

exp101ta»10 (1n as nuch as they do on average more unnaid surplus labour)

and having the least degree of control over the TaDOLr processe

However, thls does ﬁot go far enough., It m ght be seid that it deals
ole Wan the quantluaylve aspects of the pogition of blagk‘workers,

icnorlng the ways in which they are ez rploited in quallta+1ve1y distinct

In terms of the sccial relations of productiocn there are twe particular

IVFareaslin whicﬁ the exploitation of hlack workers is gualitatively distinct.
Firstly, ({hié only applies to some black workers in Britain),, nigrant

1abour is in some senses not coimpletely 'free! labour, ligrant workers
do no» have free mobility in the job mark in the sense that white workers
and mmlcrapt w1th unc0ud‘t10nal ;e51denceAdo. _This is not simply a matter

£ iscr1ﬂ1nat10n by employers or unions, alth ugh the 1a»tcr is related to

e}

it. It is by virtue of restrictions imposed by.12m1gra»10n laws. IHgrant
ﬁor?erf &"not change ‘O)S w1thout perm1551on, they rely on their employers!
recor: Aenuatloﬁ for renewe@ work permltu which increases their dependence on
taem. They do not have full civil rignts. They can be deported.without

trail for offerces contrary to the public good, or for oversiaying, and in
sone countries lack the riglt to vgte, do jury service, take public office,

or eyen.(in'Fra ce) stand as un iO‘ officials. All but the last of these civil
dépfivatior° will probably arﬁly to some blacks in t”is couatry if the Tories
aullok Brltlsh vuogccbhood as they have promisec. These factors, accorc

to Anare Gorz, achieve: 'the "denationalisation’ of deqisive sectors of the
'worklnﬂ clasu, uy replacing t1 in@igenpus proletariat with an imporfed
proletarla; wh 1ch leads a marginal, cultural existenqe,,deprived of political
trade union aﬂd c1v11 rights.' (62) This tendency is most marked in Zurope,

wbere 1» clearly undernlnes trade union strengtli, but is increasingly relevant

to urlt in also. This ¢an be understood as part and parcel of the way capital

seekp to 1over the price of la bour‘power,
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The second majorAqualitativé distinction in the mode of exploitation

of blacks lies in their function as part of the reserve army of labour,

and an analysis of this also hélps‘us to locate their class position.

To'Mérx Capifal 'forns a disposable reserve army, that belongs to cap1ua1
qulte as abgolutely é if the lattef had bred it af its own coste. Independently
of the limits of the actual increase in the populgtlon, it creétes, for the
chdnging needs of bﬁe*‘elf expansion ‘of capltal, a mags of‘human raterial
‘always ready for exploitation.' (63) HMarx saw this reserve army as ever

more important to cnﬁitalvés its labour requirements wefe altered through one
techﬁological revolution after another. It also functlons to depnress the
value of labour pbwer, creating g}eatér comne»it1on for jobs and underml in
union baraalnln powero The manner in which the reserve army of migrant
labour acts as a ehock absorber to a slump - booi econcuy was analysed above.
Women and black youth are both 1ncrea¢1ncly important to th reéérVe army.
As a recent MoC report has shown, the unemployrent rate for West Indian
youth is four times as high as the national average. (64) And as Veronica
Beechey has shown in an article entitled: tSome Notcs on Female Wage Labour
in Capit allst Production? (oS), married womeq are also nartlcul_rly 'suitable!
' to perform the functions of the reserve ar.uy° Since they are not generally
paid a 'family wage', they can be used to lower the value of labour povers;
they can help capital in the 'dilution! of skilled labour, in>thé'génera1
proceés of technelogical deskiiling, and when cépital no longer needs them,
they can be easily expelled from production because‘they fhéve‘d'WOfIé of
their own, the fanlly, into which they can disappear when‘diséarded fromn
production, w1thout being eligible for state beneflcs, and without appearing
' in unemployment statistics.! Much of this applies equally to‘migranf
wofkers; vho can not only bé expelled from production, but also from the

‘country, when their labour is no longer needed.

The precise ﬁature of the reserve army and the functidn it performs
hag been the subjectrof many debates which are too coﬁpiex to rehearse here.
Three points, deever, should be noted in passing;l Firstly, the.absolute
size of the reserve army is 1ncreas1nn und 1ts role becoming more important.
Recent estimates put the llkelv level of unem 01oynen for 1920 at 5,000,000
(66) Secondly, the class position of both women and black people in general
is becoming increasingly modifiedlby their role iﬁ-tﬁis reserve armye
Thirdly, the growing size, changing role and new composifon of this feserve
army, will have decisive effects on the political roié of this class fraction.
There have recently been various important debates around the political
role of the young black wageless or 'w0rk-refugér§3 which have been well
summarised by Hall et al in the last chapter of '"Policing the Crisis' (67).

Without entering into these here, it should be noted that Hall et al clearly
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demonstrate hoth the importance of this fraction in the theoretical
analysis of the class position of black workers, and the fact that the marxist
concepts of 'reserve army! and luympenproletariat! are both important and

yet in need of refinement to account for the present situation.

The above arguments only begin to deliver a rigorous class analysis of
the position of black workers. They do, however, demonstrate three things.
Firstly, that black workers cannot be thought of aé in anyway marginal to the
working class., {black workers represent 1.1% of manual workers in Britain.
Immigrants represent 14% of manual workers in Germany, 25% in Bance and 35%
in Switzerland.) (68) They perform crucial roles for dapital within the process
‘of production which put them in a central pésition in terms of the ekploitation
of labour by capital. Secondly, their labour plays a crucial role in the

current changes that are affecting the labour process and the consequent

restructuring of the working class.

1. They facilitate the further mechnaisation of industry and the rising

£

organic composition of capital.

~r

2. . They are agents in the consequent process of deskilling whereby as larx
said: 'The special skills of each indivicdual factery operator vanishes as
an infinitessimal quantity before the science, the gigantic forces and the

mass of labour that are embecdied in the factory mechnaism,! That thig

orocess is unrolling with gathering momentum as a resull of new nicro=technolocy,
is dramatically illustrated by both Braverman and Clive Jenkins in recent

works on changes in the labour process. (69)

3. They play a critical role in the reserve aruwiy of- labour, one of whose
functions is to depress the value of labour nower and thus counteract the
tendency. for the rate of profit to fall. Castles and Kosack argue that the

use of irmigrant labour has checked the rise of wages for unskilled work and
therefore.tended to maintain differentials between skilled and unskilled
workers.

i

The entry of immigrant workers has allowed the upward robility of a sizeable
proportion of the white working class.

The precise form taken by these changes .in the labour process and the

consequent restructuring.of the working class obviousiy requires a great

deal of further investigation. So toc does ihe precise role played by black
labour in these complex processes. The above arguments are thus somewhat
tendential. However, what is clear, is that those aspecis of the class
position of black workers which I have considered to De qualitatively

distinct are tied up with these general tendencies. Therefore, although

it is specifically 'racial! mechanisms which distribute blacks as class

agents into these roles, mechanisms which regquire analysis.in their.own right
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the analysis of these economic roles should be keyed into those theories
about changes in the labour process and the restructuring of class relations

wvhich are central to recent marxist analysis.

Las*ly, the polxtlcal and 1cr=oloc1cal splits within the working class

which have attended the presence of black workers, are not the product of a

racism as an autonomous icdeological force, either in the form of the bourgeois
press, Haticnal Fromnt propaganda, or as an inherent et hnocentrlgm or colonial
mentality in the British working class. Theoe racist ideclogies take root
_because they are. grafted onto sectional class interests wi ch are the product
of objective condltlona attendent on the restructuring of the working class,
in which tlack workers have been a crucial element. These divisions are

many. Gorz has talked of the deepening 1dcolotlca1 gulf hetween mantal and
manual labour which the use of immlgrant labour has enbhanced by allowing

the promotion of manf_gf the indigenous working class into tertiary and
technical activities. This, he says,lhas served, to: ldeprecate the social

and econoniic value of manual work and manual workers as a whole, to deepen

the separation between menual wcrk and technical, intellectuail and tertiary
work.! (70) Castles and Kosack agrue that there are two sides to the pclitical
divisions to which these objective economic divisions give rise, Firstly,
they argue that the upward mobility afforded to sections of the indigenous
working class by virtue of the use of immigrant labour, has encouraged an
individualism amongst ther: which eschews collectivist poltics and gives some
sections 'the consciousness of a "labuur aristocracy'! which supports or

acquiesces in the exploitation of ancother section of the worlting class.! The

e

1y

growing strength of white collar unionism and the procressive politicised

role currently played by unions such as NUPE,. suggest that the situation
is somewhat more complicated than this. - As Poulantzas has shown, whilst some

sections of the middle strata or 'new petit-bourgecisie!, for instance higher

technicians and engineers, are gravitating pelitically towards the bourgeoisie,

other groups, such as 'lower professional'!, clerical and service workers,
are becoming increasingly »nroletarianised and turn politically toward the
working' class. (71) Further work needs to be done on this question of the
articulation of racist ideclogies-with the consiocusness of different groups

of workers.. Castles and Kosack's second point, however, carriés much more

weight; ‘this is that amongst semi-skilled and unsgkilled workers there is a

hich level of racial division. This is mo doubt partly because the pressure

of ‘the reserve army has created creater ‘competition for these jobs, underninec

union bhargaining power, ard held back the rise in wage levels. Thus

Castles and Kosack conclude: 'The main roots of working class prejudice towards

immigrants are to be found in these relationships of competition.? (72)

Working class racism, then grows on a material basis: on the experience

of sectional class interest. The major division, and one which is rapidly
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ﬂroWlng, is that between the reserve army of th he part—blme employed,
the 1rregularly e“ployed, nost notably com nosea of women and klacks,
“and the emploved, flghtl g to protech their 1005, wage levels ané skills,
It is here that racism finds some of its rost fertiie 80il,

I

The above arguments, altbougﬁ thej require GORuldGT ble elaboration,
do seett to warrent the orlglnal assertion that an a“aljuis of the class
position of black workers should start from an analysis of their specific

place in the social relations of production, seeing those speciflc

relations as ones that constitute black workers as a fraction or stratum within

ck

the working class; and not as a group either marginal to it or forr1ﬂc a
class apart. The political and 1deolcalcal divisions whicb_oeeﬂ tc set
blacks as a class apart should be seen as a product of the articplation of
racist 1deoloﬁy to the objective divisions within ipe working class which

capitalism renroduces in the sare roment as it reproauces the unlty of that

class in relatlon to capltal.

To be qulte clear, the fore oing analysis of the economic class positio =

of black workers does not constltLye a full a“alygls of their class positior

as a whole. Such a claim would rlﬂntly be called economintic since class nust

be established according to its reeresentatlon at all levels of the social
formatlon, not merely at the ecenomic level as here. Ag economlc analysis

is the necessary but decidedly not sufficiént condition of a full class
analysis. It is>a necessary condition because VltMOUb 1t we cannot explain
the social formation as a whole, as a complex.unity of the various instances,
economic, political and ideolooical each with its owm relative auton.my,
but'which;'nevertheléss, exist in relations of determlnancv lech are, as
Althusser would'eay, 'etructured in dominance', In the same vay, without

this 'necessary! bonditibn, we cannot explain cla s 'as a theoreulcal whole'!

- as a complex but determlnate unity, not a weberian muralit I have con-
centrated on the economic not only becau e for thege reasons it is the correct
peint of departure, but because it is here that we can see where marxism

and weberian culturaliém part company. To achieve any kind of theoretical
clarity it is necessary to define the bounéafies of.different methodologies,
and particularly so here Where marxist and left webefian theories continually
circle and prey over the same-intermediate and grey terrain of the 'relatively
autonomous', yet when they swoop plck up vwhat are essent 1a11y different
theoretical animals. There is a limit 901nt wnorc culturalism and weberianiss
break with marxism end that point is reached when black vorkers are said to
constitute =~ separate class outgide the working class. The limit point
~iheoretically for marxism, beyond which it beccmes scmething else, is th

insistence on the determinapny of the econcmic in the last instance.
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The above argument has been §onducted with this theoretical demarcation
in view, not in the interests of methodological dogmatism, but in order to
achieve some kind of theoretical clarity: a base on which to build the necessarily
complex full analysis. It is an attempt to begin with correct abstractions
se at to approach the concrete which is, as Marx says, fconcrete because it
is the concentration of many determinations, hence the unity of the diverse.!
To approach this concrete it was thought necessary to begin with identification

’of econoriic class, which is to begin with those abstractiocns which Marx
thought to be the necessary points of departure. However, to define the class
positibn of blacks, even at the economic level, requires the recognition of
the specific racial structuring of the social relations of production.

Bearing in mind Rex's justified criticism of economistic marxist analysis,
whose notion of the social relations of preduction is too narrow, and which
ignores the specificity of racial structuring, I have tried to outline,
albeit schematically, an expanded notion of the social relations of productiocn
which accounts for the qualitatively distinct mode of exploitation to which
black people are subject. This allows us to see hlack people as occupying

a class position with a distinctivevset of econoriic functions in relation to
capital. These functions are part of the mechanism by which capital exploits
iabour_as a whole, énd-their particular forms ére,shaped by the general
tendéncies by which the labour process is changed and the working class
restructured in the course of the continued processed of capital accumulation
and the class struggles which attend it. According to these econonmic determi-
natiqns, then, black workers were said to form a distinct stratum or fraction

within the working class.

The reasons why this is nevertheless not a sufficient condition of
class analysis are several. Firstly, although the existence of class depends
on the necessary existence of class places (necessary, that is, for capital),
it alse Eepends on the distribution of class agents into these positions.

The analysis of the political economy of black, labour clearly demongtrates
the necessgity for capital of the existence of those class places and the

functions they perform. The superexploitation of this class fraction is
clearly in the interests of capital. However, that does not mean that this
is automatically achieved. The achievement of that econcmic process depends
on the distribution of class agents into those places. Although economic
forces exercise some determinacy on this process, it would he the purist
functionalism to say that because capital has certain needs, the conditions
for the fulfillment of these needs are automatically reproduced. There are

a number of mechanisms, institutional and ideoclogical, that tead to reproduce
the social division of labour that is necessary for capital, but these institu-
tionai and ideological mechanisms all posess their own relative autohomy,

and are subject to class struggle.
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As reoards the distribution of blacks, there are a large number of

essentia 1 mecsanlgds, which anart from the immigratien laws themselves,
"I have not been able to anglyse in detail and can oniy 1ligst here:

1. The ecucat101a1 system and itsg aﬂc11=w services = careers aQV1sory,

ER.34

educational welfare etc.
2e Other state organigations that are invdved in the socialisation of

black youth - social services, the probation service, employment agencies

and the police,.

3. The hlack family and the cultural life of the ethnic commn 1ity, which
should include the material conditions of life in the bhlack community as

‘effected DBy housing allocation etc.
the particular socialisa-~

L., The media end the ideological role it plays in

tion of black youth.

5. Discrimination by employers, and the frequent collusion of trade unio

s only by virtue of all these mechanisms that the class

distribution of blacks is secured, and that only within the limits set by

rates in particular
racist diccourse.

An analysis of the class position of tlack werkers would clearly not be
compete without an investigation of those racialist mechnaismg by which the
position of blacks in the social division of labour is reproduced. Although

onally weberian terrain, where Rex inparticular has done his

rost 1mportany worls, it has not been ignored by marzists, Castles and Kosack

have done extensive work on housing and education, and Hall et al have conducted
a2 excelleat aaalv is of the recle of the media in the orche"* tion of racist
i 1ogle\)° However, ther

ideology within a whole reperL01”e of authoritarian id

remains a great deal of work to be done here. It is necessary to demounsirate

corc”euely uﬂe determinacy exercis e‘ by the eccrnomic and social relations of

prodhc»loA over »ne state apparatuses whicl serve to reproduce these relaticns,

The spheree of

and the specific position of black workers withiz

" houging and education are crucial in this regpect and the study of them is

understanding of the sp cific racial mechanisms of class

essential for an

distribution.

Secondly, the analysis of the class position of klack werkers is

o}

not complete without further consideration of the ideologies which promot

the racial division of the working class. It was said that these racial
'ideologies grow on, and are to an extent the product of, objective ions,

ivi

w

2

and the -experience of germlonal class interests within the working class. This

ig true but not entirely sufficient. For one thing it is nol merely a
question of white worki ng class racism, but zlso a question of the consciousness
of black workers whose experience is perceived through the prisu of race.

Secondly, to understand the depth of racial divisions within
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tue worklnﬁ class, we need to understand not only the specifics of

uecuib al class differences, but alise the general political influences that

shape these into particular 1eeoloo1 not only the politics cf race,
but also the current theres of nation al political debate, and what has been

called ble energing 'u“thorl rian popular concensus!,
Imblicaﬁions for a Theory of the Role and Origins of Racist Ideclegy
4 N J

2
Se

gr: within the white working class

;.a.

This section will coaCentrgte on rac
in Britain,'draw1ng out the impllcatlons fhat'the analysis of the political
eébnomy of race and racial structuring has'fdr an dgerstan ng of racism.
The main contention here is that

grows on:the'experiencé of secticnal chss in
provides the syntax through which different interests and sccial'brc?lems

in general are understood and articulated. Racism is part of what might be

guardedly called the popular 'commcn sense! on the problems of bad housing,

P

Lqenplojﬂe and crime. To call it 'common sense!, is not to give it
any more credibiiity, but to underline a point that has often heen missed

sorts, that racism is a popular ideclogy, by now

et
)

oy commentators of al
deeprly embedded in the consciousness of large sectiocns of tne working class.
Analyses of racism tlat concentrate sclely on fully fleomej philosophies of
entific racism! are dangerously missing the point, since, whilﬂt such

3
1sophies have generally been conflﬂ ed in brioain to the 1a501st fringe

since the war, (although th have been pericdic academic rev1vals in, for

. \

instance, the work of Eyesénck et al and more recently in sociobiology;,

a popular racism that has no need of such pseudo~scientific supports, has

been groving with increases momer:turi,

is also immortant because it can help

demonstrate, as il did in Gram301’s usage, the fact that ideoclogies grow
on differential class and -euuer experience:; that there is no unifori ideolocy

1 general, neither in the form of scome homoreno's social cement, mysteriously

¥
-

secreted! (ac A thusser would have it) out of the pores of the social forma-
tion in its monolithic entirety, nor in the form of a complete world view
irmposed on us from above by the organs of the ruling class. This is important
in consicdering racism, because the ideologies that it entails are clearly
appropriated in wéyé that are both class and génder speciific° The incidence
of racism clearly varies within different classes (73) and racist ideolocgies
are transparently constructed to appeal to the interests cf differeht class
and gender combinations. The mést notorious historical example of this is,
of course, nazzsm, which in its rise to power emploved a demagogic repertiore
that_attgmptedutq apgeal toAalltclagses and Qoth.sgxes in different ways,

and must rank, apart from anything else, as the most utterly contradictory



- 39 - |
ideology of ali time. The issue here, however, is complex because,
although racist ideologies are shaped differently to appeal to
‘ different groups, racism as a who&e functions, in many- cases, as the weld
that binds coptradidory ideologies, as a focus that simplifies complex

;issueé énﬁvprovides explanations of social problems that seek .to transcent
ciaés iésues in the grand themes of nation and race. This was the case with
German National Socialism and is also true, to some extent, of contemporary

fascism and popular racism.

Lastly, to concentrate on the 'common sense' aspect of racism
is to avoid a conspiratorial view-of the origins of racism. The working
class is not duped by the cunning of ruling class propaganda into holding
racist ideas. Although the media has often played a considerable role
in fostering racism, we have no need of recourse to conspiracy theories to
explain this. 'The media can only fan the flames of racial tension so effectively

becéuse'thét tension exists so concretely in the everyday experience and

conditions,.

If the general theoretical orientation ocutlined above is correct, then
the crucial question is how, precisely, are racist ideologies articulated
with sectional class interesfs; how do they become common sense'? This
is crucial politically since to disentangle this knot we must first know how
it has been tied. It is élso a crucial site of the theoretical argument
about the nature of determincay existing between the racially structured
economic and social relations and racist ideology. This paper has argued
for the central impertance of the structural basis of racism, and a focus
on sectional class interests isBues from this belief. Iowvever, the'
relation between racist ideologies and the racial structuring of eccnomic
relations is clearly dialectical. In stressing the grounding of racism in
the experience of sectional class interests I am suggesting that racism is
both the product of economic relations - those relations that allow class
to be structured in a racially secmented form and give rise to the sectional
class interests that are read through race - and also that it is an agent
or mechanism through which the racial structuring is achieved., That is to
say, racism is an ideology which ensures the distribution of blacks into
those specific class positions, both facilitating and in dome cases
justifying ! their superexploitation. In the more conventional language
of race relations literature, Tastles and Kosack put it this way: The rela-
tionahip between discrimination and prejudice is a dialectical one
discrimination is based on economic and social interests and prejudice
originates as an instrument to defend such discrimination. In turn, prejudice

becomes entrenched and helps to cause further discrimination. 7k



B 1s nat then. 2 quastmn of PmJUdlce existing as-a preglveﬁ essence, in

he nature of hunar bsychology, which, as Zen-Tovim puts it subsequently
1rtervenes at the 1eve¢ of the’economy o o T5 Eecism*cannotfbe abstracted
from 1ts 5001a1 and hlstorlcal context in this way.~~2t‘can'only be understood
as the product of, and 1nstrucmenu by which, -the racial structuring of social
relations are achieved, and that in its particular form at the present time.
Racist ideeiogy does have its own relatively autonomous-internal logic, its
own mode of intellectual production, but this is not dreamed up in the heads
of isclated racist ideologues. The :conditions of.the.deve1opment‘of these
'ideologies exist in ﬁhe experience of social conditions which result from
the raciel structuring of,eoeiety and, they oniy bepome a real material force

in that thej perforn certaln fucntlons in the soc1a1 struggles around these

cond1t1oﬂs.

Tooking at'racieﬁ'intterms ef competing interests is nothing particularly
new or controversial in one sense.+ 2oth Rex and Castles and Zosack, for
instance, talk of racism as arising out of relations of competition over
scarce resourses. This, howeven;fcap meen_various things and have implications
that = would wish to avoid. f%or,instance, it could be used to imply that
ra01sm 1s 1nev1 table 51nce there has always been competition hetween workers
over Jobs, hou31ng and other resources. I would wigh tc arcgue that the
existence of_thls market competition does not make racism ineviteble, just
as, hisforically, the existence of competition between: the employed and the
dhembloyed, the skilled and the unskilled etc. did not invariably 'give rise
to divided working class consciousness. <n the other hand, it used to ke
cp&mon amonést those on the left to talk of racism as a mere: irrational reflex
to poor material conditions, an arbitrary scape-goating reflex given a racist
inflection by the 1mp051t10n of racist interpretations from above. This view
Vdanéerously underestimates the tenacity of racist beliefs, it ignores the

internal logic of the racist interpretation and the compbelling obviousness

of its diagnosis.

”B:is within these parameters, and with these reservations in mind, that
“think Lbe *ro~1ew of the articulation of racigt ideologies and sectional
class interests should be explained. I. cannot explore these‘arguments
concretely here, in any depth, but it may be workh sketching out some of the
areas which seem impoftanﬁ. Ppusing is clearly a key issue, but having said
nothihg about that so far, 1.w111 concentrate insteaq on questiqns around

employment which I have said something.about. If we are to,lodk for sectional

class interests here, there are threenmain questions to be answered .
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1. How has immigration affected unemployrent?
v 2., How has immigration affected wage levels and trade union bargaining

power?
3. How has immigration affected differentials and the dilution of skilled

labour?

The familiar racist tropes: 'blacks téke our jobs!, !'blacks are cheap labour',
'we can't have blacks here, théy'd lower the tone!, represent interpretations
of thesg precblems. .

There is'notﬁenough evidence to say much about the last two of these except
to repéat that fhé use of immigrant labour may have reduced the potential
h&pdtheticél wége levels for manual work and therefore séfved to

reinforc_é diffeféhﬂ':i’als. “hether this is the‘case ox: not, these problems
ha§e clearly been taken up by racists. The question of immigration and

" unemployment is probably the most revealing.

One of the most common arcuments against immicration is that it increases

unemployment and a frequent complaint against black people by whi?e workers

is that they take our jobs . Now, although black irmigrants have‘in the
‘main acted as a replacement work force, taking jobs that white wo;kers would
not do, it is clear that in some areas of employment, black workders are
competing with whiie wofkers for the same jobs. This competition is perceived
by white workers as threatening, despite the fact that the came is fixed

‘in that blaék applicants, subject as‘tbey are to disﬁrimination, offer
éomewhat uneqﬁal competition. What,cqmpetifion there is, is greatest for
unskilled jobs énd fhe fact thaf racism is most common amongst unskilled
workers (see note (76)) gives weight to the argument that raciai hostility

is tied up with this feeling of compeition. However, rone of this explains
why competition between workers for jobs, competition that exists between
workers of all races, ages and sexes,.éﬁould give rise to racism in
particulér. " In the same way, with unemployment, the Gﬁvernment might be
tlamed for failing to provide jobé, or any section of the population might be
blamed for providing the 'excess populéfion'. in fact, it is most commonly
black people that are blamed. On the level, the reason why this interpretation
is made is because it is simple and appeals to immediate experience. At a
common sense level, it appears that any reduction inApopulation_size would
redquce. unemployment, and that, therefore, to stop immigration is the

obvious answer, since the British, that is the white British, 'must come

firsts,

To prove that immigration is not responsible for unemployment requires
a more abstract analysis, one infact that, to be convincing, must draw on

marxist concepts. Merely to point out that every vear emigration exceeds

~
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immigration does not answer the questlon to peop;e schooled in the imperialist
nhllosophy that says if populatlon 51ze is a problem, we shoald export it to the
colonies. The real answer lies in the fact that can‘»allsr requires a reserve
arny, and, whilst we 11ve under capltallsn, we w11 suffer unamployment to a
greater or lesser degree, durlng economic reces 31ons at least. It is unthinkable,
that under capitalism, a reserve army would not frequently be created, whether
it be drawn from immigrants, or indigenous viite men or women. And so

it was, that during the post war period, when neither indiaenous white women

or men could create a sufficient pool of reserve ZaDOLr, capital inevitably
allowed immigration in one form or another. Far from it being the case

that immigration has been the cause of an increase in white unemployment in
fact the reverse is true. As Deakin has argued, since black workers are more
likely to be the first to be laid off, and therefore suffer higher levels of
unemployment than whites, their presence in fact protectg white workers against
redundancy. The black reserve army acts as a cushion, a shock-absorber, for
the blows of the slump - boom economy. What is more, the high mobility of
black labour offsets regional unemployment to some extent., All of which
disproves the racist view, but has taken a page to explain and would not be
likely to convince many white workers, whose pai nful experiences of redundancy
© and unemployment have been neatly rationalised by the daily repition of tidy
racist slogans. The problem is well illustrated by Miles and Phizacklea, who,
in their study of recist beliefs among the white working clasé of Willesden,
conclude that they (these racist beliefs)! are an attempt to Uﬁderstand and
explain daily experience, while the real reasons for both the socio~economic
decline and New Commonwealth immigration are to be found in much more abstract
and longstanding social and econounic processes which cannct be grasped in terus

of daily experience.'! (77)

The racist interpretatioh gains in plausibility necause of its direct
reference to daily experience. However, this is not all, beeauée, for racism
to appeal. to this-experience, it must dec so by homing into that idology by
which experience is understood, not only where it relates specifically to
_race, but into its general framework. It is here that it becomes necessary to
look more generally at the whole repertoire of explanations in the dominant
ideology and to See how racism meshes with ther. Certainly, the ground for
racist interpretationsg of unemployment is prepared by SDecifiCally racist
myths propagatéd by the media. HNewspaper headlines ‘like !'VMigrants Here Just
for the Welfare Handouts,' 'Asians Flood Warning!?, tOne in every Five Babies
Born in Black! (in fact 1 in 20), carry a large responsibility'fer the widespread
belief in total myths about the size of the irmigrant population and the conse—
quent antipathy towards irmigretiocm. (A recent survey found that L7% of people

thought that there were more than two million blacks in Britain, and 24% that
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there were more than five million. (The correct figure is rore. like
12 willion.)) (78) But the ground is also prepared by more general
themes in the dominant :'Léaeo"llogygq Te say that the generallideological climate,
created by the current political rightward shift, is conducive to racist
ideology is perhaps {o state the obviocus. It is nevértheless worth pointing
out how the current themes within dominant ideology make specifically racist
interpretatiors of particular issﬁes moré likély."For instahce, on the question
of black people and unemployment, it might be shown how anti-welfare, an%i-
public spending sen%iment; encourage tﬁe equafion of blacks and twelfare scrouncers!
and how anti-statist heliefs encourage hostili%y to race relations legislation

and promote the belief that the state 'puts blacks before us vhites'.

Racisr, then, does grow speeifically on the perception of sectional
class interest. DBut the deep penetration of racist ideology does not just result
fror: ‘the simple piausibility o€ the explabations it offers fofispécific social
problems, but also from the credibility it gains from the way it insinuates
itself into a more élevated 'general view of thingst!., In 'Policing'the Crisis!
Hall et ai demonstrate how blacks have been identified with all the major thenes
of what they call the growing !'popular authoritarian concensus!. Thenmes like
'Law and Order?, 'the declining inner city!, !subversion!, the !crisis of
national identity!. Race has served as a focus for many of these issues.

In order to understand the strength of popular racism we must both analyse the
way it addresses specific issues, growing on perceptions of specific conflicts
of interests and explore the way it is amplified through this symbiosis with

those more -general ideological themes currently peddled by thé right with such

notorious successe.
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