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EDITORIAL

This bulletin has been produced by the 4 ex~ICC members in Aberdeen, We
don't have any grandiose claims to make for it and we aren't pretending
that our production of it constitutes a general model for the activity
and organisation of revolutionaries, Rather, we see it as a very
specific and immediate solution to the particular situation we find
ourselves in, None of us in Aberdeen finds it possible to work in any of
the revolutionary organisations currently in existence but we don't
accept that that condemns us to silence or inawtivity, We remain militants,
with the.desire and capacity to contribute to the debates within the
revolutionary milieu and ti intervene in the struggles of our class,
This bulletin, in conjunction with periodic leaflets provides the
vehicle for us to do that to the limits of our current capacity.

page thirty one

The recent traumatic events within the revolutionary movement has
underlined once again that the overwhelming problem confronting
revolutionaries remains the central question of organisation, The
re—emergence of the revolutionary movement at the end of the 60's had
as its foundation the crucial assumptions that - 1) the economic crisis
of capitalism wes world-wide, inescepeble and inexorably deepening:

2) in this period, the proletariat was an undefeated, revolutionary
force and would respond appropriately with the unfolding of the crisis
and 3) the revolutionary movement would alsoc grow in silze, organisation
and its influence on the class. The past decade has seen the first two
assumptions dramatically confirmed whilst the revolutionary fractions
of the class have remained tiny, fragile and isolated with no indicatios
appearing of the mechanism which will take us from where we are today
to the party which will be demanded by the revolutionary upheaval of



of tomorrow., The uispoken assumption that it was an automatic
consequence of rising class struggle was severely shaken by the
enormous difficulties engendered in all the revolutionary organig -
ations in trying to trenslate their abstract certainties into con-
crete intervention; in the massive wave of struggle which began -
with the French and British steel strikes and culminated in the
Polish events. Our desire to function as an active factor, as a
vanguard element in these struggles came Up against the problems
produced by our profound inexperience and our sheer inadequacy in
terms of our tiny size and our unavoidable remoteness from the -
class, The results of trying to grapple with this are familiar tco
us all. The ICC openly .withdrew into dogmatism and the search for
enemies, while the CWO plunged decper dinto its pompous fantasies
of party-building with its non-existent factory groups as a magical
incantation against the terrorﬁof_isolation from the class, On the
fragmentation, localism, federalism and councilism accompanied by
widespread demoralisation, For ourselves, it remains valid that
the whole history of the proletarian movement points to the
nocessity for the existence of ths revolutionary party and that
it's not sufficient to point to the malformations present in the
ACC and the Cw0 to refute that, Nothing in our exXperience so far
causes us to reject either the theoretical acquisitions contained
(more or less) in the platforms of the ICC and the GWO, or the
understanding that revolutionary intervention-is-fundamentally

a collective, organised and centralised activity, We don't pretend

torrifying errors of the I0C and'ithc CWO, is: an éasy 'task, nor do

we think it's a task for us alone. ‘Tt's' fundamentally a ask for

the whole revolutionary milien (which, for us, clearly includes

the above two organisations)., Before we can go forward, it's
essential that we try to draw the lessons of our own recent past

and integrate that into an understanding of how it relates to the
experience of the revolutionary fractions in the last revolutionary
wave. We intend this bulletin and subsequent issues as a contribihion
to that struggle. We also hope that it will serve as a focus for
debate within the revolutionary milieu and help counter the currat
fragmentation and isolation, Therefore, we invite conmtributions £
from our readers for publication in future issues, To contact us,
write to:

We also invite financial contributions to help offset the cost of
production and circulation, Extra cppies of this issue are also
available from the above address,




i IR ' -

. page 3.

~ The LONG MARCH of
~the CWO. (or The Hunt-
ng of the Snark)

We take as a central fndication of = prodetarian group which. is alive to class
struggle, which is able to actively integrate its political programme to the
continious and continuing agtion of the .class, that if hes the capacity to modify

its stance in the_lighffoff'experienge'.‘ Before we proceed let us. clear up some

possible red-herrings (no pun intended). Hopefully the issue will not be-elouded

by us being misrepreseﬁtédﬁlbgfaccusations'of“ﬁnngvﬁfbbs' ete:  We are not, let

us repeat, not calling for & pragmatic approach to the ‘politics of commanism.

We are not attempting to construct an empiricist marxism; ‘Obviously such attempts

are doomed to incoherence and are not compatable with marxism, A1l that we wish

to indicate here is the truism that merxists do ‘not possess final and definitive

knowledge and understanding of class struggle and capitalist development. Certainiy

the general analytical and realist principles of marxism allew a penetration of

. the phenomena of the social world. But wé are all well aware, or should be, that
there is a process of unfolding in this penetration. The movement of class struggle
and capitalist development is sctively essimilated and hence modifies the

political “programme of an organisation., Clearly, this means that we do not :
believe that with the Communist Manifesto, the Rules of the IWMA, the Programme ;
of the KAPD ete. that the finel word has been said in marxist theory, and :
that all that is now required of revélutionaries today ie simple elaboration

of principles set out in some earlier programme, Substantial contributions: to

merzien bhave been made since Marx's day and remain to be made in the light of
‘experience', We'also beliove that some of the statements made by Marx and

Engels are not as clear cut as is spmetimes meintainsd. An example of this

myopic marxism is to be found in - Revolutionary Perspectives 19(RP12)p;32,
dealing with the problem of the formulation of the Rulee of the IWMA. It might

be considered a good way of 'teaching' children: put forward simplistiec and -

unproblematic acéounts_of”what Marx "really" said or believed., But as a method

foe the proletarian movement it offers nothing but sterility. Hence any elaims

which are put forward for any organisation being the "real" and "true" voice

of Maerx and marxism must be handled carefully and critically., Ve firmly

reject any Bordighist notions of the "complete and invariable" programme.

If an organisation is incapable of taking up new experiences of the vlass then
it will be left behind and will 088ify. In Britain we need only look at the
history of the SPGB as an instance of thig:. At the end of the day such
ossification means, at the ‘very least, that an"érganisation becomes a source of
cf confusion within the prolefarian‘movement;:this"becausee;t promulgates a
progremme which has been left behind by history,  and which draws upon prin-

_ciples ‘whieh are no longer applicable,

The whole point of this intreoductory note is to establish our bearings for a
brief exploration of the as yet largely unmapped territory which is the history
of the Communist Workers Organisation (CWO). We do not wish there to be any
confusion over what we are about to write about the CWO. We are not setting
out to condemn it for the fact of chenging its political positions. What fills
us with misgivings is the way in which this change has occurred, Previously
~in this bulletin wé_noted_the_general problem of "monolithism" within the
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proletarian movement. We take the CWO to be yet another organisation which,
rather than being capable of openly agsimilating the process of ohange and the
deepening of communist understanding, presents to the world a rigid and brittle
political face. . Change has occurred but it has been within dogmatie parameters.
Change within the CWC is characterised by unbending resistance followed by =

fracturing of positions. From thls fracturing thgere emerges a new unbending
position.

We will show how this dogmatism manifests itself by looking at two texts of the
CWO, one ir RP18,"The XAPD and the Party", and ancther in RP19 "The Italian Left".
In both these te: texts, and especially prominent in the latter, will be found

the features of an emergent new dogmatism. Change can be seen to be well

under way within the CWO, but rather than being a healthy attempt to openly
confront the problems whach are facing the proletarian movemant at the present
on the gquestion of organlsatlon it is a dogmatlc restructuring; a restructurlng
which is typified by not only settlng out new and hard political llnes

but also by an incipient political dishonesty. Thls process we could, w1th

some jusbice, call the "Bordlghleatlon of the CwWO",

Originslly the text in P19 was an internal one of the CWO elgned by one.
J.Domimie., Now it has appeared in the journal of the Cwo, however ,unllke
the text in RP18 this one is unsigned, so-presumably thls is now the
organlsatlonal position of the orgahisdtion and. no longer simply the_ oplnlon'
of an individual member, o '
In the: introduction to the text in RP19 the CWO write that this particulr
work is M"part of ‘a debateé which has been continuing within the CWO for over

& year", not only this, but it was 8 "V1gorous debate". We can only applaud
them if this is the case. - Debate is part of the life blood of a proletarlan
organisation. But unfortunately this "debate" has not surfaced: within the
publications of the CWO. . A1l that the proletarian movement has been given |
_are the so-called "fruite" it has borhe ie. the text in R RP19 ., As an
 ahtidote to this blinkered notion of what constitutes debate within the .
pro;etarlan moVethent we offer not only the present critique but also a text
.written by C.Patton, a merber of the CWO. This was an internal text of the

© (W0 which, as will be &een, dlssented from the process of Bordlghlsatlon.

The introduction to the. article in RP19 nowhere gives any hint of such a .
text. .It.is all véfy well to claim a "vigorous debate", but C.Patton’ 8

text poses fundamentzal problems for the (WO if it accepts the polltlca and
the loglc of Bordlghlsatlon and this the introduction completely 1gnores._

The Hunt Beglns :
"Then the Boweprlt got mixed Wlth the
7 rudder sometimes;
. A thing, as the Bellman remarked,
That frequently happens in troplcal
© " eclimes,
" When a vessel is, so to apeak,
‘*'snarked‘ " .

Reading thrOugh the text in RP19 we are immediately struck by the manner in -
which the polities of  the KAPD are treated. Basieslly they are eummarllly
dismissed. If we were not already Tamiliar with the history of the CWO we could
come away with the impression that the KAPD was an alien and hostlle organlsatlon,
one which had little direct connectlon with the palltlcs of the CWO. However,
the proletarian movement knows better.
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Let us briefly recapitulate the rellevant pert of the history of the Cwo,
something which the organisation itself seems unable or unwilling to do.

The foundation of the organisation Revolutionary Perspectives and its
subsequent development into the CWO was openly and unashamadely orientated
according te the polities of the German Left Communists, particularly that
expression which was the KAPD. The political stance of the German left
was t¢ be the guide to present intervention for Revolutionary Perspectives.
The German left, it was claimed in RPi, made the most significant contribution
to an understahding cf' capitalist decadence; this contributiion embodying
such issues &8 parliamentarianism, trade unionism and national liberation,
It is true that as early as the first issue of their Journal Revolutionary
Per3peetives expressed some reservations about so-called "factoryist"
tendencies within the German left. But these tendencies were not thought
to be sufficiently obtrusive as to call into question the central and
crucial contribution mede to. revolutionary understanding made by the .

left communists. in Germany. 'And, significantly, that other proletarian
expression, the Italian left, was relegated to the sidelines and giving
only grudging recognition to it; in fact the contribution it was deemed

to have made was put: at thé bottom of the list of left commmnist legacies,
On the other hand the KAPD was, o o . ,
' ~ "The clearest tendency to emerge during (thé) revelutionary
struggle . . . (and) with whom we identify eritically.and
from whom ww draw the groundwork of our politics." ..
. ' - (RR1 "Platform" thesis 11)
This clear attachment to the German left Was to continue through to and
beyond the point at which CWO emerged from the fusion of Revolutionary
Berspectives and Workers' Voice. We need give only a few references to
substantiate this assertion: et ' . ,
RP2, the introduction to the "Texts of the Communist Left" is unequivoecal
on the leading role of the German Left. : : _ , ‘.
If we move forward to the fusion with Workers' Voice we find the same stress.

RE3, in the article "Communist Organisztion" the CWO wrote: |
"For today's revolutionaries the KAPD represents the
highest mass expressioh of the working class in the
~revoluticnary period," (p.29) . . i
EP4, ‘agéin from "Texts of the Communist Left" it is stated that the KAPD
i wa¥ a party "which was clear about the revolutionary way forward." .
BP7, the text "German Revolution" whilst remaining eritical of some aspects
of the German left still asserts thatit was the clearest political

v

- tendency in the revolutionary period. -

BRE8,in "2 Years of the CWO", a polemic against the authors of this present
bulletin, the CWO wrote that they would"carry on the traditions of L
the KAPD which fought against opportunism in the past." This is a7
¢laim which now rings extremely hollow. ] L .

RPi1, in the article on the revolution and the Italian left, and also

the introduction to the texts of the RAT, the "tradition" of the
Germans .continues to be the claimed basis for the CWO's politics.

Throughout this period of the CWO's history the KAPD is praised for ita
legacy of clarity on the need for an organisation to intransigently defend -
the political principles upon which it is formed. The refusal of the KAPD
to enter into "opportunist" relations with the KPD/VKPD, or with .he Comintern
is praised to the limit. This intransigence, the CWO claitied, was an
expression of ‘the German left's superior clarity. The way in which the
Germans refused to bow to the demands of the Comintern; the way in which.
the KAPD attermpted to set up a centralised opposition to the "counter-.
revolution" manifesting itself in Russia and the International, far from
being a profound error was hailed by the CWO as the highest point in
clarity in the revolutionary movemént. - :
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However, since about RP14 (July 1979) the Italian Connection has begun to
manifest itself within the CWO. The organisation began seridusly to flirt
with the politics of Battaglia Communista, It saw the international
-conferences initiated by that organisation as a point of re-entry into
the international revolutionary movchént. At first they approached the
Bordighist tradition ir an opportunist manner. Friendly gestures were made
towards the Itazlian tradition (at the same time maintaining their hostile
stance towards the International Communist Current). . However, - the flirting
was carried out within the existing parameters of of German left politics,
They betrayed little awareness that to make concessions in this direction
threatened the central edifice of their polities. The article "Tasks" in
RP14 can be seen now as a'transitional-text, one which marks the point when
the CWO began to fall headlong into the Bordighist tradition. In pasaing
we might note, from the "Tasks" text, the CWO's claim that they might find
it necessary to "scab" on striking workers if they were putting forward
"reactlionary demands". It might be diffiecult locating this confusion of
the CWO within the impact of the Bordighist tradition but what obviousy
betrays this influence is the commeénis they meke on factoty groups;
But as yet they do not cling to the Bordighist conception: In this
"transitional" ‘text in RP14 they are aware that Battaglia are addressing
a real problem for revolutionaries when they poSe the setting up of factory
groups, The answer they give however, is not within the Italian tradition.
Factiry groups, the CWO state in RP14, are simply the product of the fact
of there being more than one member of the organisation within a workplace,
This notion we would contend is easily assimilated to the German tradition..
The CWO have moved on since BP14. They have moved on to the theory of
factory groups as"tran®ision belts", a conception drawn ‘directly from the
- Italian left. (see RP16 "Factory Groups") : R A

The CWO has come a long way from the tentative steps made in RP14. The

EAPD is now being relegated to the position of merely ohe other revolutionary
expression among many (a position we have great sympathy with), Unfortunately,
they move from this reasonable approach to that of building a new rogues
gallery of revolutionaries. The KAPD is now being given pride of place in ..
this gallery. Far from being the clearest the KAPD is now defined as being

the most'confused moment in the revolutionary period.

In RP18 there appeared an article ‘which broke from the customary practice

of the CWO by being individually signed and which took as its point of
departure the so-called limitations and mistakes of the German left,

As we have alrezdy noted, from its very inception RP/CWO had minor
criticisms of the KAPD. But the shift of position we find in RP18 is
not merely the simple elaboration of earlier criticisms but represents a
a complebe change in perspective (this is clearly noted in C.Patton's
text). Although it is an individual contribution this text ~=n be seen -

as the opening up of the Pandora Box of Bordighism which the CWO has latterly
been-clutching to its bremst. f%he text in RP19 continues along the path
mapped out by D;G.P. in the previous Revolutionary Perspectives. Reduecing
the'argument of the text in RP19 to the bare bones, the author takes as

his task an exposition of the fundamental political and organisational
strengths 6f_the Italian left, contrasting this with the confusions which

are said %o be present in the programme of the German left communists,
Presumably the rathér flimsy argument rut forward in favour of this thesis

is a product of the limited audience to which it was originally directead,
rather than the author being overwhelmed by the "woes" released from his
Pandora Box, leaving only Hope remaining. ‘ '

Originally the shortcomings that the CWO percieved in the politics of the
KAPD was its so-called "faectoryist" tendencies. By the time we come to
the text in RP19 this tendency is no longer seen as a minor irritant.

It now assumes the proportions of a fatal flaw; one of such magnitwde that
the CWO wish now to consign the CGermans to the revolutionary dustbin.
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Indeed, the learned: "Dominie" .now ¢haracterises the KAPD as s "federalist
organibation",‘guilty of following a "simple minded offensive at all
costs podicy", Angd, tail-ending the approach of DEP's artiecle, he writes
that the "legacy of the German left is none other than that old bogey
"ecouncillism'. Firstly, in RP18, we find the statement that,

"Apart from the fossil grove of councillism, the German

Left is effectively dead,"
Admittedly, this statement is somewhat ambigious, involving as it does
the problem of "“organie continuity"., But even allowing for this the CWO
is faced with the problem of the how and the why of this reactionary
"legacy", left by an organisation which was formerly, for them, the
"highest mass expression of the working e¢lass in the revolutionary peried,"
(DGP does acknowledge that the ideas of the KAPD "played a vital part in
the evolution of the Cwo", Apart from the fact that he does not indicate
what this "legacy" might be, his subsequent anelysis would appear to _
make this so much. empty rhetoric.  Perhaps the dialectieians are attempting
to show the continuity and discontinuity in their political evolution?)

In RP19 the CW0 is less coy about the legacy of the KAPD. Without an
apparent blush at how the conclusion is in stark relief to the =zetual
history of the CW0 the donclusion of RP18 is re-asserted: !
© "“The historieal legacy of the German Left has thus
: been'a fosdil (councillism) which hes largely ob-
* Scured. the early gains they made undér the impulae
of revolutionary events in Germany.m- - . _
A strange conclusion indéed for an orgenisation which claimed itself to be
born of the political clarity of the KAFD, and which rejected councillism
and rallied around the detailed treatment of trade unions,parliament ete.
Perhaps with hindsight (a faculty much deprecated by the CWO) the CWO '
would noéw recognise itself as having formerly been a councillist org-
anisation; or argue that it was not such an organisation, despiteé its
own self-perceptions and open avowal of German left politics. The
answer id given in RP19, in the introduction to the article "Theories of
State Capitalism”", fThere the CWO set out to distance themselves from
their past: "the original text", they write, "was heavilly marred by
couneil comminist scars". Presumably they would argue that this was the
legacy of the EKAPD. The pitiful cry we find in RP11 - the "Review"- .
that the editor of the writings of the German lefts Gorter ang Pannékoek
"doesn't mention the only existing organisation in Britain which hasg

re-issued texts by the KAPD", and which is today representative of that
political strain must surely novw be teken as so much ‘sel-deception.

: a product of the o S
We say. that the CW0 was not only / general legacy of the revolutionary
period but was also a specific working of the politics of the German left,
This is not o claim that only the Germans hed notions of the decadence of
capital, clearly thliey were not. However, it.was the particular expression
of the KAPD which inspired- the CW0., Ve reject any claims that the cwo,
before Bordighisation, was a councillist organisation. We do hotsay that =
there was sufficient clarity on the problem of organisation - far from it,
But admitting the existence of lack of clarity does not forece the conclusion
that the CWO must therefore have been gouncillist,

The Vanishing Pre
"But oh, beamish nephew, beware of
the day .
If your Snark bé & Boojum! For then
You will softly and suddenly vanish
away C '
~ -and never be met with again! " ' o _
he problems posed by the article-in RP18/19 show how far the CWO has' travelled,
ﬂet us remind ourselves of the '0ld Series’ CWO view of Bordighism,
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The Italian left was formerly grudgingly acknowledged to be part of the
revoluticnary tradition, but one which was so confused that it could not
possibly make a systematic contribution to the politics of the CWO.

Why was it refused central,or even significant status in the CWO's

Pantheon of heroes? Ironlcally, the very reasons which are now praised
were the ones which formerly consigned the Italian left to footnote status,
The refusal of Bordiga to leave the Comintern, to break declsevely with
the "counter-revolutionary" policies whiclf the Russian statd were nediating
through the ::s.. Third International. . Apart from this the notion of the
Bordighist party was rejected. For example, in RP3, we find the Italian
left being criticised for failing to understand the correct meaning of
what is the function and action of the communist party . Bordiga ias
further criticised for his confusion over trade unions (see RP3, "Texts",
and "Communist Organlsatlonﬂ) In fact this failure of Bordighisn is

said to be & function of the prior confusion over the elass nature of
Russia (see RP7, "Reply") And in RP#* the CWO firther attacked Bordiga
for his concern with the "tactics of sp gplitting with the PSI at the

expense of presenting a clear revolutionary voice in the class struggle

as it raged in Italy" (RP11 hTtaly" p.22) In other words, the Italian -
left was taken to be a fallure in the face of nass class actlon, unlike "
the KAPD. '

This was the old view of the CWO,  And today, what do we find? Bordighism
is now in favour RP19 clearly states this. We need not give any details
here; the text speaks for itself. The tables have been turned. Now the
Bordighists are heaped with praise for remaining within the Comlntern,
for refusing to follow the lead of the KAPD. Io longer is their
-remaining within the Third International a sign of profound confusion,

in fact quite the contrary. This is now taken to be a sure sign of
greater clarity, far outstripping that of the German left "councillists",
This newly discovered clarity of the Italian left is a produect of what
was formerly deenmed to beé a profound error;: the Bordlghlst notlon of

the party.

In 1977, ir the polemlc over the Aberdeen/Edlnburgh split from the CWO,
the International Communist Current (ICC) weg eriticised for its attempt
to come to terms with the class nature and historical content of Trotskyism,
The CWO, true to its slanderous and blinkered relations with the ice, '
characterlsed this as the Current coming to an "accomodation" with
Trotskyism, What,it ‘may be asked,has this to do with the CWO and 1ts
Bordighisation? Only this, the. CWO rhetorically asked: -

"ifter moving to accomodate trotskyism, is this a _

a move of the ICC towards accomodation with Bordlghlsm?" (RPB P 49)
We would not be so ungenerous, or more preclsely, so politically slanderous-
as to ask "what next for the CWO?: tProtskysim." But we might ask why
this .question is = structured in RP8 so that it appears that Bordighism
is further down the rozd to perdltlon than Trotskysim? ' However, ‘we shall
refrain from this., But surely this statement in RP8 must cause some

_ members of the CWO pause and reflect upon its pomltlcal

method and its presen+ polltlcal tra ketory.

The CWO has indeed come a long way from its originel foundation., In a

very real sense we can say that the CWO of todey, in ite central political
positions, has little in common with the organisstion which emerged

from the old Revolutionary Perspectives, Indeed, a comparison of the
criginal Platform of the Organisationh and the recent move towards Bord-
ighism is & stunning experience. Almost every key position which delineated
the CWO from other orgahisations in the political milieu has been turned
into its opposite ( the dialectic at work? ) The Russian revolution, the
Bolsheviks, 1921, the Conmintern, the party etc, The list i& éndless, .
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Synthesis_and metamorphosis of the Pre
"In the midst of the word he was trying .

to say :

In the nidst of his laughter and glee,
He had softly and suddenly vanished

AWay—mm- } . .

For the Snark WAS a Boojum, you see."

No doubt the CWO would maintain that it had achieved a more profound
understanding of class struggle and consciousnes; that they have achieved
a higher "synthesig" { a term much used and abused by the CWO. At tinmes
the organisation gives the impression that it believes simply throwing

out windy phrases will -confer political strength upon. it). Let them

call it what they will, one thing is certain, that it is dishonest of thenm
not to indicate the extent of their political travel., What can we '
make of an organisation which does not deem it necessary to achieve a
self-awareness of its own history? It is no use claiming to be elear

on the generdl lessons of the class struggle if ome is blind to one's

own history, to the organisations own political trggetory. Not only

must the révolutiona;y group achieve some degree of awareness of its

own history it must communicate this to the larger revolutionary

movement so that the lessons mzy be assimilated, 1In other words the

CWO must publicly address itself to the Problens presented by its move

to Bordighisn., This is an essentiel part of a dialogue within the
proletarian milieu; an essential part of the struggle to build an
international class party, ‘

As we stated earlier we are not condemning a=priori any change which is
occurring within the CWO, Cleerly such = position within warxism ig
untenable. We might not agree with the specifics of a new politiecal
programme but this in itself womld only demand = particular refutation,
Certainly, it is true that Wwe do not accept the present political stance
of the CWO, However, we cannot stop there in our eriticisms.. We nust

go beyond this to assess the way in which this change has oeccurred. The
term we used previously to deseribe the shift in direction of the Cwo
towards Bordighisnm was a "dogmatic restructuring, By this we 2inply mean
that the change in position ig typified by the new stance being held tb

in & blind =2nd asserive fashion., It ig unbending, not in the positive -’
sense of showing a willingness to stand firm to .- politiesal principle,
but rather in the sense that christian fundamentalists defend their
beliefs, There is no notion of proeess or dialogue. Substituted for

this is holy writ, in the present case the word of the Italian left

(as interpreted by Battaglia Communista), This is the aet of restructuring
which we are witnessing at the moment, The attempt to mount a devastating
critique of the KAPD (NB. not the history of the CWO) is a necesssary part
of this change., Rather than attempting to openly and actively integrete
any failures of the German left to the breadth which is proletarian history,
the CWO plumps .for dogmatism, It simply resorts to a rejepetion of this
part of the proletariat's history, ' ' S

What the CWO is at present displaying is a mode of change the motor force
of which is not only not expalined but is undoubtedly uhknown to the

CWO itaelf. At one point the CWo Presents itself as holding THE TRUTH
and categorizing all others to the lower regions of - - ' history
for holding opinions, defenfling positions which are more or less part

of the counterrevolution, Moving forward to the present, 1982, we sec
the CWO holding precisely those positions which it had latterly denounced
as bourgeois; but now redifined as THE TRUTH and castigating their own
past in terms similar to those they previously used for defenders of
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‘the "counterfevolution" How they got from A to B is a mystery they

do n%p care to explore. from perfection 1976 %o perfection 1982 -

s each - {even in terms of the CWO) diametrically opposed to the other in
many respectsi If the CWO vannot see or even acknowledge -its own hist- - .
oricel process what future can it now lock forward to? More blind
lurches, to new positions equally distant and equally unacknowledged?

From one dogmattically held position of perfectlon to another, claimed

to be equally perfect.

Dogmatism has a long history inside the CWO We need only recall the

way in which it defended itself from the criticisms of the ICC ; the

way in which it. handled the problem of the defeat of the revolution in
Europe in general and in Russia in particular ie; the debate over ¥921;

the way in which the CWO raised the 'economies' of the rate of pr0f1$

to the status of being a claas line; the problem of the period of
transition and the use of labour-vouchers versus retioning; and finally,
the class nature of the ICC.. A71] these came together in the hands of the
CWO in a particular and a hard way; to the extent that the CWO found =
itself in deepening sel-imposed 1solet10n, consoling itself for the noment
with the belief that it wag the only communlst group in the ex1st1ng world.
A1l this was done in the name.of a principled defence of class lines.,

We cannot here recaplt ulate the details and the arguments of the split
which we ourselwes were 1nvolved in with the CWO 'ia 1977 (se& RP8&12),
Suffice it to say, that._.our ounderstandlng then was towards the conclusion
that the CWO was an organisation which had, through its incomprehen51on
and political rigidty, cut itself off. from & much larger proletarian’
movement., Since then we have .not changed our op:Ln:Lon on this,

However,we are aware that the spiit of 1977 :did have an‘effect upon the
CWo, It became awre of its isolation, but rather than recognising that
its problems were to a great extent a function of its own political
structure it resorted to an ad hoe explanation for its woes. No sye-
tematic or coherent alterngtive was sought. Rather, it believed that
its general approach was' baslcally sound, and thet Wlth some ‘minor
tinkering any observed def1czen01es coule be corrected,” Thls approach
by the CW0 led to such gems of understandlng as thats’ = -
"we (the CWO0) thought it was enouzh.to prove .a'view. wréng

+scientifically once for our own view to bé taken up

(this the CWO saw was not ‘happening, so great is the power

.end vision of their "science) . . . As a consequence of

'this we must relax our crlterla for evaluating whether

discussion with this or that group is 'worthwhile',"

: ( RPB p.54, CWO's emphasis)

Clearly, the CWO thought it was not ifts "science" or its "scientific
proof" which was wantlng ‘but merely  the number of times it asserted it -
If we were to be . ungenerous here thls could be charecterlsed ag a ‘crags -
form of p051t1v1sm, with its unproblematic use of "proof" etc. But, -
obviously, being marx1st such an accusation aimed at the CWO would beA
unwarranted. What it can be accused of here is failing to seé¢ that it
was nothlng to do with the degree of repetition of its “truth" which
was posing problems for the organisation but the nature’ of that "truth",
within the larger context of the proletarian movement. An organisstion
can claim, must claim, the correctness of its political positions and
hence must fight for them. But this is to be- done within the under-
standing that for marxism a number of p0551b1e interpretations .can
coexist at.one. partleular tlme admlttedly 1t id fer from unproblematic
the parametere which are deemed to be” those Wthh contdin ‘a variety of
views, We gre not. saying that we should make'a v1rtue of a- multlpllclty
of 1nterpretet10ns but it does ‘mesn, that we must ©_retréat from the
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view that THE definitive marxist interpretation is easiiy and finlly ..
Jocated., The CWO did not grasp this in 1977, and today it goes to
repeat in new guise the old errors,

The CWO, when faced with' the split of 1977;‘thought & simple revision of
its contingent approach to other groups was all that was required for it
to be able to intervene in a larger movement { this without addressing
itself to the problem of comprehending the claass nature of -the groups

which it saw around .it - rather than the "seientists" systematieally
looking at the problems which beset it the CWQ.preferredioﬁporﬁunism‘

and expediency)}, - It failed tb'rea;ise‘that the problem, or rather a -
erucial part of it, was dits own dogmatism, No simple tinkering could _
resclve this, Only-a frontal assault on the bastion of its own politics
could have allowed the CWO to reach .the much sought afteri“synthéﬁis". ,
What we witnessed after the split of 1977 was a patchwork. of & "solution"
to the problem of isolation within a proletarian movemént which encom—
passes within it a-variety of confending positions, all being marxist,
all claiming sone degree of desdent from Left C omimunism, A

Today the CWO lurches towards Bordighism, searching once again for the . :
panacea to all:the ills:which beset the revolutionary movemnt: In ..
keeping with their previous practice they look to the Bordighist party ..
solution as the one whighiwill. finally s110w them to achieve claritv,, o
The nightmare of having bYeén assocciated with the "counciilist"_KABD is .
being purged from their system. A clear expression of the ‘dogmatic .
registering of this is found in both RP18% 19, where both texts address
themselves to the questidh of the so-called "legacy" of the Gerdan left,
With regard to the question of the shift of committment we héve already
noted the detail of this. But it tells us more than simply ‘that the CWO
had changed its mind, it tells us that it has learned'nothing_from;its-
own experience let-alone-the’expeiience of the class, .
Rather than attempting to cémprehend failures which are manifest within
involved in during the revolutionary peruocd CWO go for}the”onéﬁdimensional
answer: 'New Series' CWO is ¢ontent to reduce the complexity of the German
left to the simple comdition of "councilliem". This involves & wholesale
reconstruction of the history of ‘the KAPD, whilst obscuring that of the
CWO. The discussions of the German left on trade unions ete, are now
said to count for nothing. The only contribution which can be got from
the German experience, according to the Bordighised CWQ, is the negative
one of feilure to understand the role of the party. 4s if this piece of
reductionism wasn't enough the author of the text in RP19 pushes on,
Not content with the particular he gleefully goes for the "universal®,
he takes on the general history of the working class, Some might think
that such 8- task is far from easy, but not so the 'scientists' of the QWO
Armed with their "more dialectical approach" they give us the answer to
the question of the leesons of the long history of proletarian struggle,
Of over one hundred years of class struggle and history they write:

"The whole of the working class history since 1848 is

underlain by the attempt to ereate such an organisation (the Party),n
This reductionism gets nowhere near penetrating the complexities of ¢lass
struggle and history, By its very natuse such reductionism can only
obscure the history of the proletarian moverment, and thus buttress the
dogmatism from which it is born., 411 that RP19 gives in the way of
validation of this elaim that the essence of the history of class struggle
is the fight for THE PARTY is the word of Marx, Ve are assured that in
1864 Marx was clear on the relationship of the party to the class,
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Given the nature of the period in which Marx lived, the period of cap~
italist ascendance, the fact of mass reformist organisations, the relative
immaturity of the clasg, CWO's claim can only be dismissed as so much
special pleading. In all hut name the CW0 would have us believe that
Marxz in the nineteenth century had already formulated the Bordighist
Party Programme. They claim that Marx's words "That the emancipation - -
of the working class must be conquered by the working class themselves"

is equivalent tc "The central thesis of Marxism is that the proletariat

is the gravedigger of capitalist souiety but that it can only carry out
its historic role if it constitutes for itself an international organ-
isation of revolutionary leadership - the party." We would agree that

in the "soft" sense Marx was aware of the need for a specifically prol-
etarian orgenisation, one which transcended national boundaries, But

this is not the clain being made here by the CWO. CWO are claiming Marx
to have been & Bordighist. In this way, hey presto, they Present to the
wprld over one hundred years of the class's history. What is this but
dogmatism, The “"reborn” CWO has not rid itself of its 0ld failings, it
has only tedrawn the battle lines and entrenched itself in a new political -’
trench (which could well become their grave). : ' o

- In effeet , end it would seem in intention, the CWO is searching for
heroces. Previously it was the German left, now it is the turn of the
Italians. The nationalities change, but the dogmatic backcloth remains
constant, The new hero is is said to be not Just superior to all other

revolutionaries but in fact is now the ONLY positive expression to
emerge from the revolutionary atruggle: o : g .

"The conclusion accepted. by .our SecondaCongress,.is-that;while
not'denying_theginqights'of the-Gernan Left Communists, all
revolutionary organisations tcdey must base themselwes on
that part of the Ttalian Left which not only fought ener- )
getically against the degeneration of the Third International -
but also menaged to @reate the nucleus of a truly revoluticary
movemnt after World War Two. Whilst not denigrating the cont-
ributions of individual communists from the German Left it is
now our conclusion that only the Italian Left tradition san
provide the thecretical starting point for revolutionary
Marxist work today."(BP19 p.31 - our emphasis)

And, on page 8 of the same publication: S :

"flthough we do not deny that both were communist today we
maintain that it is the Italian Left tradition which furn-
ishes the elements for ‘communist work," _ . o . _

Ignoring the sleight of hand of the CWO when they move from the contribution
of the German left &3 an organised expression to the "contribution of
individual communisys from the Germen Left" (is this the dialeetic of
quantity into quality?) these statements show them ds dogmatists, The

task of revolutionaries is not to seek out heroes, to find organisatiochs
which are cleimed to have revolutionary purity. This is to seek the
impossible. The task is to "synthesise" the whole experienze of the
revolutionary period; to realise that all factions of the movemant mede
positive contributions to a greater or lesser extent; that no single’
organisation was the "true" expression of the class, :

Dogmatism plagues revolutionaries today, It threatens to overwhelm all
organisations as they search for solutions to isolation., This evident
not only in the CWO, but the vile machinaticns of the ICC, and also

the ex—ICC%Solidarity elements at present constructing a new federalism,
All are dangerous to the revolutionary struggle. 411 nust attempt to
rise above their dogmatism and enter into an ‘open and communist- dialogue
with one another. ' '

—F
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We publish below anptﬁgr text, on the present situation of the CWO, a
text Which'fdrms:part PT the discussions within the Cwoigg the question -

Cf ot

[ T,

CWO_THE ITALIAN LEFT AND THE COMINTERN

- -

[

The evehts of 1921 have always been extremely ‘important to the pq@iticg_
of the CWO.: 'Previously the group had held that the decisions and actions
taken by the Bolsheviks in this year led to the restoration of normal
capitalistirelations ‘within Russia and the defeat of the subsequent
revolutionéry:aftéhﬁts‘which oceurred in Furope and Asiai’ These events
are, the supression 6f"tbeﬂMos¢Qw‘strikesg-the Supression of Kronstadt,
the introduction of NEP and later the normalising of trade relations with
the.wéfldﬁbourgeoisie;thfdugh4thejtreatyaof Rapallo in-1922, These ac¢tions o
were supported by Comintern policies :of :united fronts with fhe'socigl'demu-_:
cfatic%traitors_of'1914. 'In support of this view the CWO'bpuh‘é“qéﬁ.qf”.-
arguments :in whicﬁ‘oﬁk*bppongntSientqnglgd.themselves.' These arguments
wakemstrong‘arguments’and~ha?e never been adequateiy'aﬂsWered'by ihqse' 
against whom they were digepted._:Up_tg‘now-the.CWO-hagifecbghiégd'thatpto -
condone the. evénts of"rggr-hndgrmipes:largeusections‘of our pbli%igé;ﬂ;hg R
politics cdncérﬁéd‘h6€5éimély'@i§h distant questions'such as the,béripa.oft
transition buf‘queéfiéqé we face today. . Lo s - '
IR T ‘ R S R i ; .
When D.G. Place ih "Origins of The Spegious".maintainde‘tﬁat'igzi‘;gqulq:
be replaced #itﬁ“ﬁeéembér'192a (which marked the formal adoption of ‘the

group had previously.qefgndeg would :collapse. - ‘D.G, Place éﬁbéeqhentiy
withdrew 1922 '2nd’ Simply suggested we define the demise of the Russian
revolution in a "lesg,abag;utistﬂ_manner.i Since then the' argument has been ,
presented as'simpiy“béiﬁg'bpe of method; Sheffield have accepted D.G. Place's.
method and ailithéirrﬁéfﬁings have been forgotten. - Wé ‘have ‘now reached the-
point wheré’cerféin;ééﬁraa@s‘éré attempting to retain our position .on 1921,
but'abénddn~fhe*mefh5d vhich led us to adopt it .in’'the first place.  No
wonder the -debate is ‘cdusing confusicn in the CWo. We afe.dhréelves be-
coming ensnared fnithé'véry arguments and trapswe set to catch others! .
The northern cds’ oy argue ‘that Russia was capitalist from 1921. They
recognise that the Bolshevik party was therefore an administratot of . |
capitalism, but think it would have been able to:restore_its"“préletafiéhﬂ
class néturé:if‘the’Géﬁﬁéﬁ'févbif-of 23 had succeeded., This is the position
of the ICC. Further, the platform now argues that the Italian left were
CORRECT to stay in the cominterntuntil their_expulsioﬁ in'192?,_an§.oq;y
the events oﬁllgjstéa'ﬁéfiﬁitely settled doubts about the class nature of
Russia,

In attempting to make sense of ihis;Afwn édnﬁiﬁsiéhs_han,been drawn-in

London. ‘Thgqfirst is that we have abandoned dbjebtiye_analysis of :history

who were actually faced with the situation we are examining, The second 'is ' |
that since the Bolsheviksg, were onrgéqis”fréh 1921, and since the only reason:
given for,thg;lfﬁlian_Lefthstaying'in‘tﬁé'boﬁintepn is a tactical ome (i.e, -
it was & tactic whiqh,hgipedTthem”éurViVé) workihgiin'Bogrgeojs organisations
is a tactiq_ﬁekhow_gppport.]'In:other'hords instead of seeing the united

front as the final betrayal, as D.G. Place does in the origins text, it is

a tactic we, in fact, support. These conclusions, despite the ridicule -

they have received, are an attempt to make sense of our changing positions.
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The Question of Method

The northern comrades maihtain that we have changed our method. Apart from
the obvious consequence that =11 or conclusions must also change it is
difficult to grasp what precisely they mean by changing our method. Have we
abandoned the marxist method? S

Surely despite aiihghg pProtestations about hindsight as marxists we
Técognise that objective truth exists no matter how inadequate our own

or our predecessors' attempts to grasp it maf;bg?TWe fhrthen;regpgnige

that the economic infrastructure of society determines :the superstructure.
This is generally.true, Anomolies may exist but they camnat last long
Therefore to answer the riddies of the Bdisﬂéviksséhd the degeneration

of the Russian Revolutisti we must turn our attention to the infrastructure ~
the economy of Russia. It was this which we previodsly did 80 successfully,
and even today no voices hdve been raised denying olit Gonclusion that |

Russia was capitalist from 1921, If this is acceptéd ‘we hust ask outrselves

what ‘was the class nature of the Bolsheviks and the cdmihferhtfrpm 1921,

. Surely this is the marxist imethod :which wil;'pypvidé the key to: our problems.

There are only three answersi- - _ | R
A) It was bourgeois., This is the previous CWO position and-.saw the super-

structure of Russian society as coming qpickly,ihtd‘éongfuity_With the
. infrastructure. It was pdinted-out’that.thg‘accqmoﬂatidn with the
~inhternational bourgeoisie,the retreat .in the comintern and the bungling of

the German. revolution in 23 were due- to the conflict of the bourgeois

_.intérests of the Russian:state with. the needs of the world revolution, It

is‘on this uﬁderstanding'tpatmdur,views.offthe period of Transition rest,

B) It was proietériah'and still isdprblgpariap.“;“the'stéliniét view.

C) It was pfdletarian for a while but later became bourgeoiﬁ{lsuﬁh'an

" sections of marxism. One or two yeas must be ‘the sutside limitQ“HdWQVer,

if this view id taken the actions of 1921 becorie tactics which we must

condone. If rebuilding capitalism is an admisséblé”taqﬁﬁﬁrwhgt_is wrong
with fighting for republichhism.in,ﬁgainq the Hitlerqghgt, the dismembering

' of Poland and Finland, the ihcnrporation'bf Eaéferh'Eurbpélintg the

Soviet bloc for self defende:etc,

(Tﬁg'argument,ihat Russia was centrist is not wotth COhSidepiﬁﬁ'as itrs_
jhst‘d‘ﬁay of getting out*ofranswering'the-questiont) . .

In spite of what revolutionaries may have thought at'the-tim§ bn1y one of
these positions can be right,’ o

S

The Question of the Italian Left and the Comintern.

.Wé hhed‘t9,00nsider the view that the Iiéliah Left'Wefé.cb}reEt to stay in

the Comintern until their &xpulsion

in the light of these possibilities;
If A is true then staying in the eomintern -can only beljﬁg%ified as a
tactic. If it is & correct tactic to remain inside a bourgeois organisation

‘then, we muét'fbday support not only the united front but ermtryism into all
". bourgeois organisations.. Qur assessment of other political groups, in part=-

icular the Trétskyists must change, S
o sl

If B is. true the Italian Left were'wrong‘toiform,the fraction ang the

L factioﬁ_the party in 1943. It is futile to’consider|thihlfﬁfther.

'

CIE g is true then the Itéli_éi'_;_;:left should have left the ¢omintern when the
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Bolsheviks. ceased being proletarian, if, of course, this was before they
were expelled. If it was after they should have tried to rejoin after theimr
< expulsion. It mist be emphasised that we are.speaking of policies and
~politicss Theek must be a point at which the comiritern's policies were a
- hindrance, an obstacle, to the worlg revalution and the revolution would
have to be made against them as well ag against the world bourgeqisie.
We are not 2s some comrades think, talking about futiirology. Neither the
- bolsheviks nor the left of the PCI could have predicted the future. We
are hot.fatalists. The future will prevent us with opportunities which
correct politics will exploit. There must have been » time when the politics
‘of  the comintern was actually“WOrkihg qgainst the‘workihg;blass'exploiting
the¢fevdlutionéry.bpportunities which arose. .It is theréfore up to us
to define that 'time, point out what politics it .was which determined this
point and sdy that the Italian Left should then have left the comintern.
It is clearjthatfifathis.optidh is accepted our. views an the reriod of
Transition willlhged,campleté fe%isigp. - v a ' '

To argue that we have changed our method cannot alter these conclusions.

Position of the Italian Left,

It is clear that the Ttalian Left believéd'fh&t'fhéﬁbbléheviks'ahd thé
‘comintern were proletarian until their eXxpulsion. United Fronts, workiers

' 'governments, Bolshevisation of the party were regarded by the left of'
tﬁé,PCi”asaLsigns of the'degeneration of the cﬁminterh;_Againstchese
dégénepétipnsﬁthe left of the PCI wished to act as an internatfonal T
left opposition. Even in 26 when Bordiga crossed swords with Stalin,. .7
demanding that the policies within Russia be determined_ny the,inter¢§£é

of the international proletariat, his crititism was as an opposition within

-a proletarian movement. .Becauge thig_zs‘what they ‘thought does nbt mean -
;this was the rtuth. As has been pointed out by the northern comrades they

. weré justified in thinking this Just .as scientists were Justified in .

.+ thinking thé sun WEnt'nound'thé'earth'berore Copernicus published his
observations ih 1543, The lessons of history were not clear. However

we, today, #re not Justified in accepting their . errors. It ig up to. us

to clarify history., P : : o :

The northern comrades in the minutes of 5/12/81 and in the ‘reédraft of the

-platform argue the view that the Italian Left's experience within the
cominterh hélpéq'it;éunvive'and was therefore justified. That is, they

. support’ position A abdvé.-Leavihg‘aside for the moment the other R
implications 5f this view, simply examining the history of the Italian

Left shows that tHéjfsurvi'EQ]déspife‘fhe comintern's attenpts to - BTN

crush them. By 8. process of attrition the left was batterred into silence. -

It is a tributé to their strength of their positions that- they survived

at all. We must fémé@ber the comintern sﬁgceeded-in-getting whét?it _

wanted, a pliant_tQmmupist;party which ﬁou;d do me it wanted. The left was

On the United Front Bordiga wrots in the Rome theses:~ (192%) o
"It is an error to imagine that the Party's base amonyg ‘the masses ..
can be expanded by manoeuvres. Vafiations:inAthe-sitﬁation should
not change the fundamental progfémme,otganisation and tactice of
the party. Others think that kX conquering the masses is a question

of will, but they fall into opportunism by continually adapting
themselves to specific situations.® )

In 1922 this was the position of the perty. Two years later, under
Gramseci's leadership the policy of United Front was being applied.
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PSI also'réfﬁéedg In 24, under Greamsci's leadership the PCI united with
Serratti's PSI factiohi. After Bordiga's arrestlin_Fébrhéry 23 the comintern
set about creating a leadership which would serve the inteiwsts of Russian
foreign policy. From prison, Bordiga attacked the United Front, the policy

of entering bourgedis governments and the comintern's fusion demands eas
policiés leading to the liquidation of the left, On being released from
prison Bordiga found a new leadérship.imposed upon the PCI against the
wishes of the majority of the party who favoured the left, The. majority

was, however,'soon to eroded by the 'bolshevisation' of the party. Between .
the Como and the Lyons Congresses the policy of bolshevisation, which o
meant the'elimination of tendencies opposed to Moscow, had reduced the left .
from a majority to a minority. At the Lyons Congress - (1/26) the left .
specifically attacked the comintern as Yan organ of the Russian state" but
being now in a minority were unable to prevent the Lyons theses being .
accepted. These theses converted the PCI into an obedient sectioﬁ,df-the
comintern. Future resistance within the comintern and the PCI proved o
equally fruitless and finally, with their base eroded, the left were simply G
expelled. : 3 . ' . :

How is it possible to argue that such an experience helped the Iaklian Left -
survive? From being an overwhelming majority in a party of 40,000 in 1921,
the Italian Left were reduced to a few dozen members in 28. Bordiga, the
initial leader of the left wes silenced for 20 years. To argue that this
helped the Italian Left survive is like saying that the OKhrana Helpea .

the bolsheviks survive.
Conclusion.

If we are to justify the Italian Left staying in the comintern it can only

be because the comintern was. proletarian. ‘If the comintern was bourgedis

it is clear that not only was it not a useful tactic but that such a position
on tactics requires a major reappraisal of our politics today. - a.reapp- -
raisal so drastic it is questionable whetheér the group could stand. it, .
If we are to justify the Italian Left staying in the comintern’ 1921 has to
go. This will entail saying that the bolsheviks as a proletarian‘pqrtyn- _
administered cabita%ism - a position.previously'scorned by ‘the CW0. The' group

.cannot then avoid the task of'detefmining whén the bolsheviks and the ..
comintern became bourgecis and amending its views on the perisd of transition
accordingly. If we find this was before 1927 we must- say the Italian Left

- were wrong_to remain within it. I think the only cI er position is the

original one of ‘the CWO which holds to 1921 The northern comrades appear

to think that because they have proved the KAPD cannot hold our analysis

when they left the comintern in 21 our analysis itself has collapsed, To

return to Copernicus, this is like saying that-becéﬁse_hewsaid'the universe

was heliocentric for the wrong reasons it is'not heliocentric at.all.. There

is no need now ,nd no was there any need in-%he'past_to say 'that ﬁevplutionaripgl

who did not understand the class nature of the comintern were traitors..
They were not traitbfﬁ_gqy more- than the Communards who failed to seize:
the banks in France in 1871.. Holding to 1921 we can still.say our’ lineage
is with the Italian Left and the pdlitics they foupht for. We must, however,
say they were wrong to remain in the Cqminfern after 1921. - S

CuPattonc'
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AN OPEN LETTER TO
THE FPROLETARIAN MiLlFU
on the CHENIER foaur

el

foorvatee L

In September of last year, the French Section of the International
Communist Current publighed in their Ppress, 'Revolution Internationale’,
the following etatementl s
L1
"The Section'of the ICC in France has decided on the ex-
clusion 6f an individual who signs his name Chenier
‘(prev;oualy Lopez). The behaviour of thie~elepant.within
the ICC along with hie previous trajectory in 10, PCI, OU,
CPAQ, indicates that it ies a question of auepicioue‘he-
‘havionr and hie presence iv a retolutionoryfpalntioal ~rwan
organiaation constitutes a, danger to it - . . e

This statement forms part of a Resolution of the Executive Commiaion
of 'Revolution Internationale' (the French. Section of the ICC) of
23=-9-81 and was preceded by the explanation S < .

‘"The events which have agitated the organiaation these .
paet months, their prec;pitation during the .Summer, the
methods used, "and denouement in the present eituation ‘end
the rote played by Chenier leads us to. think aeriously
that elements alien to the organisation and its problems
have playod an 1mportant role in the preaent situation."

This reeolution in"its turn followed on from a resolution hy the Inter-
national Secrétariat of the ICC of 19-9-81 whioh said .

"The' IS draws thie attention of the Secretariat of the .

Executive. Commieaion of the section in France to the e

nature of the actions of €henier. . R

(a) 2 systematic attitude tending to awaken, maintain -
and animate dissention among the membere of the ICC
and oreating suspicion and demoralisation among the .
comrades in regard to the organisation :

(b) an equivical attitude pretending to carry on the
debate while at the same time (Auguet—September)

. circulath0 outside the organ;sation in a secret

way a text denigrathg it and calling for the for-.;
mation of a new organiaation

These implioations, along with the fact that in recent
years Chenier was at the basis of convulsions and dis~
sentions in all the different organisations he went
- through' (Lutte Ouvrieres PCI; ‘Union Ouvriere; CPAO)
indicate the idea that’ it is a question of an element who
isy ‘at leéapt, euepioioua and whose behaviour is such as
to constitiite a danger to a revolutionary.organiaation."

The denounciation was then publishel in the press of the ICC without the
slightest attempt béing made to either put forward any eV1dence in
support of such an astonishing statement or to justify this statement
to the rest of the organisation,let alone the proletarian movement.



" Comrjades, ' let .us be*cléar about what this stitement seys. It:singlés out
aﬁ‘#ndividuél-miliiépv.ahd'dé¢iares him to be a danger to the fevolutf
ionary miliel in terms whith ¢learly imply He is believed to be a police
provaceteury To make sure that the message is heard by all, phohe calls
werFISQBﬁgqﬁeﬁyﬁigmaaé-ihrﬁpgh@u@ﬁthﬁﬂéfoletarian mifiéu'statind openly
that he was' a police spy;-&hd this was stated once again at a Public

Meeting in Paris. R S C :
Subsequently a member of the Secretariat of World Revglution (British
Section of the ICC); in late 1981, made a presentatioh to the London
Section of WR (since circulated within WR) in which he éfiplified the
‘reasdnihg‘ behind.the statement.. The key passages said

Finally, we want to report spme 6f the discussion that. -

- 'lies behind the IS resclutioh of 19-9-81, concerting the
recommendation to exclude Chenier. In the .1930's, entire.
sections 'in France and in Belgium of certain Trotskyigt
organisations. were destroyed by -the work of the police.and/
ar state gecurity fuhctionaries.-xThe method used was not
repression, but, infiltration.. It -consisted of .turning -
-méhbers;ggains;;each,other;ﬁof;issuing-counter-repo;ts,of
discussions; partial circulations of fexts; innuendﬁesim
and lies sSubtley .dropped here and there, The :‘method: has

. ., been .long=established (try Victor Serge's work recently - .
+ -re-published under the title of  'All You Need to Know About

- State Repression' and the writings in French of Veragan on

. the destruction:of the Trotyskists in the 30's) and is:. .
combined with.otlier,smore-overt ‘forms. =In-the ICC recentlyy
there have been several; disturbing occurances

Lo e dne Paris; within-the. last ‘8.“mqnths, ‘eight -houses con= '
+taining at least half. the membershiyp of ‘the section
- (including addresses not:generally known) -have been -
broken into., Nothing has been.stolen ih any -of ‘these -
—paides oo SR ) . SRR TR ;
= .there have been police enquiries:at two of our regular
meeting placea in Ffance: one of them was closed to us
-after-such a visit. " I S TR :
- there have been:police enquiries at our Paris ‘box number, °
and the inexplicable delays to the delivery of letters
and texts. - - .. - o . R . Ce T e
! There:is no doubt within the section that it has been .-
junder state surveillance. : S A

‘A
L]

Internally, :the ‘activities of Chenier have been re-assed.
- his:political history: he has been: expelled from every
+ group which,to.our knowledge, -he has been a member of
= each expulsion was accompanied. by the exodus, not only
- of Chenier, but of numbers of comrades, in some cases
whole sections-.. - -+ . SR . s o
=his political trajectory is 'weird! to say the least:
.from Trotskyism to Bordigism, back to Trotskyism; to
the fringes of Levertarianism, to the ICC. It's not con~
sistent with any political trajectory we've geen before,
=« his methcd of operating within:the ICC is:dubious,. to say
the least. Tt includes; threatening to 'expose' the ICC
to the 'milieu’ (police).for icertain alleged illegal act~-
.wdvitiesy-claiming to hold a discussion, while eirculating
-texts . outside calling for the destruction of the organ-
dgation; sending of teéxts to addresses in Paris not
normally known to those outside the IS; the urging of
‘private and secret' meetings. : :



"This behaviour on the part of Chenier. has not gone un-
noticed in the revolutionary milieu. A member of FOR
gave us a guarded, vérpa1 wvarning against hig: activities,
which' was nét ‘takeh up at the time, The;PIC, apparently

publishied a denunciation of him for his.activities: within

the CﬁAQ,:fWe;aré:téyinézto.CCntact the restiof the milieu
(the PCI) for the reasons and circumstances  surrounding
his expulsions. . . Y e s
Poaoe L] S R T .

F N
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'Béariﬁglaliﬁﬁﬁiéiiﬁ mindg‘tﬁeré is.a strong suspicicn
‘against Chenier. There.is no fundamental proof either
. .way, and.probably never will be. HNoone. is 100%.con- : .
vinced but-most -members-in RI at 1&48t, feal thers are . -
' grave gfbﬁndsqfdr'disdﬁiefl Ii‘wnu;d'be,fOQIiﬁh to betieve
.l that the ICC is any niore immunéﬂffqm state infiltration
" than other organisations of the past -~ statistically .. . ..
- 'spedking (in terms of our length of existence, sige end.
'iﬁté;ﬁétional*éprgaq)'wé are long overdue for such a-visit.
In themselves, the actions of Chenier constitute .a: danger .
td"ré#dlhtioﬁaﬁy'organiéations.L When added.to other ~:© .. .
factord, it was felt necessary to draw the attention of . .
‘the milieu to his past history, '

£ t

“We ®mtress to comrades: we are not imputing any knowledge:
‘' 6f any of this to other members of the tendency. Nor. is.. -
it a questian'éf”attbmpting to 'discredit! Chenier for
‘reasons internal to the ICC. The broader implications
of our suspicions are serious within and of themselves,
As the RI secfétariaf resdlutidn.says, our ownl weakneosses =
hostility and personalisation of debate, refusal to -main~-
~ tain oirganisationdl discipline; an attitude of ;'anything : -
' goes' within ‘the organisation’ - are the most fertile soil
“for ‘the penetration of both bourgeois.ideslegy, end possibly
~0f 'the bourgeoisie's representatives.! :
Comr'ades’ 6f the proletarian milieu, there cen be no equivocation about
the purposé of all this, the intent behird these statements. It is a
conscious, deliberate and sustained attempt to. destroy the comrade
totally’ - to ensure that he can never again function within.the pro=~
letarian miliéu, And comrades) . we are not children playing games, we
know- that such ‘accusations put more than a comrade's politiecal life at
stake. There are élements in the proletarian movement, and many, many,
in the leftist moveinent who won't stop at mere words when desling with
 'a police spys This is the most serious and grave allegation that :can be
| fide i our movement. No matter what happens now, the action is irre~
"7 voéable. The comrade will never be able to disprove .such an accusation
' even if it'was to be withdrawn tomorrow. . :

But ‘let us look at %he’ﬂliggétions.themselves. They are as follows.
1 < .That 'thé.éomrade had a tortous political history frem .
+ "Trotyskism to Bordigism, back to Trotskyism, to. the
. v/ fringes of Idbeftarfanism, to the TCM, ‘ .
- Comiadés, we can only be astonished when this is presented as unique and
. guspicious. "The révolutibnary movement is full of comrades with. an
"erratic ‘political trajectory. The ICC itself has had comrades who. have
-moved from Zionism to Trotskyism to left Communiem, comrades .who oscillate
between the IWW and the CWO , . . the list is endless. It could:be no
other way. Our'‘movement is young and emerged from an empty wasteland.
Its birth was painful and tortous. We stumbled around blindly with only
sparks of light to guide us and the stumbling has not yet finished. All
of us who have been militants in the proletarian movement over the past



ten years carry with us, to a greater of lesser extent, the marks of
this painful precess in our personal history. Chenier's is neither
unique nor suspicious. ' T S

2 Thet in addition to his 'weird trajectory" he was "at the

basis of convulsion and dissentions in all the different

organisations he went through (Lutte Ouvriere; PCI; Union

Ouvriere; CPAQ)!, that he was "expelled" from all these

organisations and "expulsion was accompanied by the exodus,

not only of Chenier, but of numbers of comradesy in -some.

cases whole sections". e
Firstly, we think there is a qualitative difference between expulsion and
splits from bourgeois organisations than from roletarian ones. : We
reject utterly any attempt to amalgamate the two (but apparently the ICC
are no longer concerned with the difference). No comrade.can ever be
griticised for his exit from a leftist or anisation. :As for his history
within the proletarian movement before he Jjoined the ICC, the fact of
expulsions themsélves tells us nothing. Who among us has not been
involved is splits and expulsions? Given what ve have already said about
the painful struggle for clarity of the past decade.and a half, how
could it be otherwise? And taking comrades with him? Comrades, a
militant splitting from an organisation on-clear political ‘grounds is
obliged to attempt that. What we are presented with here is evidence of
how hard and confused the struggle has been (and -continues: to be) to
give birth to the orgenised political expression of ‘the proleteriat.
The worst interpretation that can be put on this behaviour is that
Chenier is a comrade who finds the disciplined deménds of organised
political life difficult: Ii's grotesque, a product of paranoia or
worse, .to suggest that we should consider :such behaviour evidénce of
state.infiltration. S S R

3 Clear evidence of state surveillance of the French séction

over the past 8 months. ) '
We cannot see that this is either unexpected or - evidence of infiltration,
let alone evidence of the guilt of one particular comrades The ICC isa.
a revolutionary organisation end police interest in' it is inevitable,. .
It's not the first time and it won't be ‘the last - for anyone!-

4 . His behaviour within the ICC. 'We are told "his method of .
' operating within the ICC is dubious, to ‘say the least,- .

- It includey "threatening to 'expose' the ICC to the : . -
'milieu' (police) for certain alleged illegal activitiesj .
claiming to hold a discussion, while circulating texts to
addresses in Paris not normally known to those outside the

: IS; the urging of 'private and secret' meetings". i o
All of this behaviour was during the time the comrade was formulating a
profound unhappiness and disguiet about the politics and practice of: the
ICC. As for the threatened exposure of illegal activities, we cannot pay
too much because we have not seen the relevant letter and' know only what
we have heard unnoficially. As far as we kriow the comrade was concerned
at the security implications of militants taking drugs, and on at least
one oceasion doing so openly at a'publicﬁinterventionb Ve cannot disagree
that habitual illegal practices by milifaﬁts_cdﬁétitutes‘a security .

hazard. Resolutions passed by the central organs of the ICC itself
have already stated that. If the comrade'thfeﬁtened the ICC with . .
exposure.to the proletarian milieu then we can only condemn that, but.
o : ' ve reject it as evidence pointing-to the

comrade as a police agent, for this is what the statement expfesély;sgys
by following the word 'milieu' with (police) in an attempt to imply that
the latter was the itrue intention behind any such 'éxposure'! to-the milieu
suggested by Chenier. So far as we Know the involvement of 'police' in

such an exposure exists golely in the minds of the ICC. As for the other



operation of tendencies at; that time, and about the ICC's ability or
inability to allow redl internal ‘debate. Whether or mot we have critic-
isms of the comrades behaviour, ﬁohélbf,itupoihts to .the activities of a
police spy. Comrades who were involved;shou;g'ask”fhemselvés‘if these
allegations have made these debates easier or harderi e

v [ : A . ’

ir [
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However éveﬁ'qutgide the period when .the comrade's trajectory was taking
him outside the ICC, we:are. told that. he had "a systematic attitude tending
to awaker, maintain and ahiﬁété-diaséhtiqn among the mefibers of the Icc
and creating suspicion and demoralisatior among the conirades i%i"regard .
to the organisation'. Chenier's many contributions ta’ the interhal press
are available to all comrades inside the ICC who can judge for ‘thém- .
selves whether they are evidente of a systematic attempt to destroy the
organisation or the work of 8 serious; comitted militant of independent
mind who took thejlcg'e.comﬁiﬁ%ﬁeﬁtftd déhqtg;seriously; However, the
point here is not to: lock at Cheniér's contributichs to the life of the
ICC in order to decide whether o not he was a‘perfeCt-militént{ or

- whether or not his contributions were fruitful or troublesome, but to

.décide whether they justify the allegations which have been publically
;mégé‘éﬁdﬁt him, . E@f us, the ansver is clear. We cannot believe that

. _anyone of: sane mind ¢ould- accept the "evidence", and WE CALL UPGN ALL

- COMRADES WITHIN THE PROLETARIAN MILIEU T0 UTTERLY AND PUBLICALLY REJECT
THE BAHAVIOUR AND ACCUSATIONS WHICH HAVE BEEN CARRIED QUT BY THE ICC.

Let us be clear here. What is on trial before the whole'ﬁévolutiqnary

_milieu is not, one militant, but the ICC jtself, The révoiutionary :

" ‘movement is tiny and fragile and the ICC constitutes an enormous weipght
within it.. Everything the ICC struggled to achieve on the question of
the need for a centralised, international party, on. the questions of
sectarianism and.monolithismrstands'in danger of being wiped:oht,-of

_ being‘rgvealed:as_hot air, a front, a fake. This stomach—turning,
unepeakable action has brought the spectre of Stalinism back ints the
heart of the proletarian movement, The ICC asks us to remember that the
déstruction,of.révblutionary groups in the 30's was often achieved by
the bourgeois, not by repression, but by infiltration. We would remind
comrades that the some result was often achieved by the Stalinists -

;. Precisely by false accusations of 'infiltration and of police agents.

~ Trotsky, the Left Opposition and many others .were all victims of this

'iicipus;techniquéQ Meny comrades lost their loves'as a result, The stench

of the 30's is:unmigtakpble in this present accusaﬁibﬁ.'-

Chenier has been accused not out of concern for the safety of the milieu, but
to destroy and obliterate debate. His "crime" was to take the ICC seriously
when it said it relected monolithism and sectarianism and insigted that the
liealth and vitality of a communist organisation could come only from the

u'i.fullest debate and confrontation of ideas involving all the militants of the

organisation, .Comrades, what has happened to the ICC that its central'organs
will ‘stop at nothing to suppress. opposition? ' :

These events, sickening and stuaning, though they might be, have not
arrived cut of the blye, Increasingly, we have seen the debates of the
. Ice cfippled,'polarised;and crushed by a conception of centralisation
- which saw the tentral organs as the unique repository of clarity and, as
-idedlogical policemen guarding the sacred tablets. From there, it was a
short step for the central organs to embark upon a cotrsé of substituting
themselves for the organisation as a whole. But this is not the place
4to’draw_out such a critigue, but the consequences of this process mast,
by now be clear to all ~ central organs which demand'blinq;gbedience, who
can only tolerate token debate, who charactgrise'triticisms‘of themselves

SRD LTy e
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as attacks orn the,IGC, who are so terrified of differehcéS'théy_will

literally stop at nothing to “déstroy them. The Chenier affair is only
FIOY Mt > R L : PR .
"‘theglogical conclusion of “this process.

L“Cdn‘ihadésg'ailudflthis is intolerable to us, as it shoﬁ;d be to the .

. ‘whole proletérian milieu. Ve cannot and will not stand by silent while
'ihiS-atiemPted assassination goes ahead, and we, by this lettgrt call ?h
1qii'h11itaﬁts'df'the proletarian milieu to unite in condemnation of this

" disgusting action of the icc.

. b

PR

%or{ér:militanig of the International Communigt Current

postscript. Since the above Open Letter was written we have seen the I.c.cC,
conitinue its campaign of vilification and selfijustification:in-the” o
Chenier Affair - an affair which has, for them, been successful in that

it has succeeded in its primary task, that of driving the militant Chénier
out of politics completely in despair. However they obviously feel the..
need to try to con the rest of the miliey stil} into believinc that they
acted_pfopgrly,to delude their readership into béliéving_in.the Pristine
purity of the I.C.C, - _ Co T TS
In particular in International Review 28 there is' an article hy: gne A
which sets itself this specific task. The article-can.Snly,be‘takéﬁ“éé a-.
Joke, a sick bleck joke .- unconscious on the part of the ‘author bht-éijéke
none the less, - v

Howfélséﬂcan.one take the following ekbépt as a Joke: N S
"When the ICC published in its press a 'warning' against :Chenicr's
activities we were only doing our duty towards the political’ i
milieu.  Some interpreted what we wrote‘as‘being'a more positive " -
denunciation: they were wrong," - AR T
As our Open Letter clearly shows the central organs of the ICC were quite.
explicit about what they wanted their own membership and the milieu to
believe about Chenier ang this is said once agéin.AS.EXPLICITLY~in the

"still less have we descended to - inventing storieS'about|securiti;".
So far the 1.C.C. for all'its_véﬁhted_'masses_of evidence'. have produced
NOT ONE IOTA of eviderice £q the prolétarian miliey as the CWO in' their
investigation have alreaagy CLEARLYndemqnstratgd. - S

How else’but as.a Joke,and a sick qne at thét, cén we regard tlie statement:
"if. we wanted to resort to manceuvre we would have acted 1ike Chenier:
through plots, never saying anythirg openly." - C : '

no section had had ANY advance notice did not come out of the fertile mind

of KT. He didnt dream it up. This presentation Came as a direct result of

a process of manoeuvring in which KT and hig then bedfellow JA played'a ; iy
prominent part and in which the membership of WR at least outwith the confines
of the select group of schemers had ng say ét,allyno knowledge whatsoever,
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for the central organs of the 16C Sectlon in Frances‘ exclud1ng the Lille
section of RI, Chenier included, from some of the .normal responsibilities

of a section of the ICC. Whatever conspiring Chenier may have ,done he was e
certainly not alone. The plottlng of the centre factisn of the ICC to sllence
the tendency and destroy Chenler far coutstrips anyth1ng I have heard about
the tendency. (1)

But of course we are used to such 'Jokes' fromnJA and her associates for
we have seen others such as raldlng peoples homes and calling the actions
of’ the v1ct1ms to defend themselves terror tactlcs. or cla1m1ng that the
tak1ng qf"ne typwriter.from among three as well ‘as. a few .archives which
were to~ € photocopled and returned'whlch was sa1d to the ICC‘was an o

attempt to szlence the ICC. Jokes abound 1n JA's company.,

How: else then except as black humour are we to take JA's absurd pronouncements
slanders,innuendo and pleas ta: be teken serlously,llterally and unblem;shed.ﬁ.
Howover one concleves the act:ons of 9hen1er or of .the other members of the
tendency one 1nescapab1e fact stands out: It was the actlons of such as JA _
and.the other plotters 1p Par:s and Londoq whlch destroyed the Brltlsh _f.;h;f“
section of the ICC. Wheh JA has the effrontery to sayi

,..those who work deliberately to destroy revolutionary organlsatlons

on behalf .of the state and 1ts appendage would not qct dlfferently from
the way Chenler d1d" S _ ]
Comrades we need only replace Chenler w1th JA and her colle”ues to make the
same point. or, rather the id1ocy of both polnts.._z

******#**#*l****##**#*******ﬂ# **lll* ***

(1) It should be noted that the wrlter here was'not a member of the tendency

nor was he a memher of the cabali & :
{2) There 1s a great ‘dedl of mater1a1 on the machlnatlons ‘within: the: ICC

in 1981 and the frégments so far published”are at best bits produced to»
substantlate one sidé or the other. Aber- deen has'in its possession: : :
practically a11 the texts letters etc. 'To publish it is impossible but : the
mil1eu should contact s if 1t seeks further clarlficatlon ot the: whole
sorry bus:ness from the mater1a1 1tse1f St : : I

L



Correspondence.

LETTER FROM ABERDEEN T NowaR

We feel we must make some response to your leaflet whith denounced the recent
actions of the Icc. ‘ _ _ P Bt

Who could disagree with You that actions of the Curre
arid utterly rgjected? The manner- in which that organisatian-haS'rééponded to
the problem of political debate and the emergence of & 'Tendency® ete, has
been nothing short of criminal {in the political sensge). Rather than being
.able to comprehend the necessity of clear political debate it has céﬁéistentlx
over the. past few_months at least, put barriers in the way of such debate,
This,hgs'ranged from downright lying, through the Chenier affair' through ts -
the most recent actions. All these actions. can be explained in terms of tha
ICC_sinking”intqfsectarianism.: Its political mind is. atrophying. - con<
sequence, it is increasingly unable to relate to class struggle, either at a
mAs8 level or at the level of political fractions, This is part 6f the ex-
plenation for it blindly_thrashingfout at what it deems to be its political
enefvies. o g - = S AR

nt must be déncunced

Obviously, faced with this, our task must be to explain why this his
heéppened and to ensure that the_prqletarigh'mQVement,is aware of the . '
dangers. of such actions. The former can only be done through a cleay.

end extended critique of the ICC. The latter is more problematic as s
zﬁfgatdp the 'rgids':?f_the:Cur;gn?,;,rhe senious-problemThére~B§iﬁ§f§eqfl
u;zéy;f-pnce the actions are prll?ised thenuth?ne;is a Ver? ré?*'F?gﬁibﬁ
ility of the Statel!s forces being involved. :Thls‘-mvolw_'c_amgm;-.pjo_t only N
threatens the ICG but those connected with it. . Wé'in:Aberggen}'Whgg;hg‘:_.
heéfd”of'thétpossibility of the Current turning “P_thév;fQSPbﬂd?ﬁ;??wi i_
calling their bluff. We threatered themiwiﬁh Pélicei?nV91?¢mf“Ef%“néh'_ -
attémpt io forestall.their attack.* .Fortunately,‘We'HiQ'npt::afe @O:NERQE
the actual decision about the police. They did hot move North.  If they
had done so we would have had to decide between th efils: physical defence
and consequent breach ofISecurityz or capitulate Fp their thregtsland suffer
accordingly. No easy decision to make, at least at the reasoned political
level. Although, for physical and femily reasons, the choice might have
been. made without any angst.

Maybe, after the event of the raids, a leaflet or some form of public
communication is called for 'despite any possible security threat. cer-
tainly we would accept that something must be done to halt the actions gf
this crazed political beast. This is not to say the Current as a poli?ical
orgenisation must be destroyed.. We think not. What must be stopped is
the irrationality which it at present is manifesting. Thus far we would
sympathize with you.

However, we were unhappy about the particular way you took up the ?roblem.
For a start, we thought the presentation of the events was a wee bit one
sided. Sowe indication of the background was needed. The raids, as we

21l know, were in part a response to the fact that equipment which had
fromerly been the ICC's was held on to by some comrades who lef? that
organisation. This does not politically Justify the ICC. But_lf now w?
look back at the actions of the comrades, we can say, albiet with h19ds1ght,
that a blunder was made. Keeping equipment only succaeded in clouding the
issues. If it was worthwhile denouncing the ICC for their raids then surely
it was worth meking this complimentary point.

* Comrade HC rejected this strategy



Another point, and this takes us back to the problem of security, was the
use of the phrase 'terror.  campaign', In the present national and interw
national political c11mate, th1s can only .pose a serious security threat.
If the state gets a whiff of any organlsatlon ‘being involved in anything
which smacks of terror or terrorism it will surely look closely at it and
those in any way connected with it. So, if for no other reason than self=
protection, we should be extremely wary of using such lenguage,

At a more fundamental level, we are unhappy about your general character-
isation of the ICC, Unlike you, we don't see the Current as an organisation
'like any othercapitalist orgenisation'; 'like any other set of capitalist
thugs's Thugs maybe, but not capitalist oness, . Presumably vhen you so
describe them you are. belng pol1t1ca11y precise, although, given the recent
highly charged atmosphere the use of such extreme denunciatory terms is
ealily understood. When we first heard of the attacks we were almost -
immediately wishlng to categorise the Current in the same way. But now
that the scene is somewhat calmer a more sobre reflection is called fore

If you really believe that the Current is capitalist then obviously any
harm which might accrue to it as'a result of your leaflet cannot unduly
concern yous Why, after all, should wWe worry about the fate of a cap=-
italist organisation vigwamsvis police action? The defence of the
proletarian movement is our concern.: To: defend our own is .our start;ng

pPo int. - : .

But, if 1ike us, you refuse to sed the ICC as capitalist then your con-.
cerns here must be different. The Current is in a state of - profound
degeneration. This is. :our opinion of its present dynamlc atates' As far

as its class condition goes ve still see it as part bf the proletarian.
movementas Degeneration and death afe not identical, The former is a'
process, the latter an end-po1nt.’ If the end—po1nt ‘had -been. reached then

yas we’ would have to: -accept that the ICC 'can never again make any con-
tribution to the struggle of the vorking class', But’' we don't think that
this is the case. Even the hideous fdce it presents to us at the bresent
moment is not enough to dondemn it to the grave. We need only recall the

the problem of approprlatlng the actions of the Bolsheviks < Petrograd,"
Kronatadt, Brest—L:tovsk, etc - to see that .Bimple pronouncement cannot

be mades Much more than the raids is required to validate the claim that

the ICC is no longer a proletarian organisations Ironically ~ you might

af course argue that it was selfnlnterest oh the part of the- ICC ~ this
lesson 1s one of the legacies. of the Current's work) - The Current, urilike

the CWO for 1nstance, was’ able to see that it is no simple matter judging
when an organlsatzon has ceased to be part of the proletar1at. ‘The judje~
ment is made by looklng at. the context the platform ‘and the actlons of ‘the
organ;sation. A closing down of the ICC a3 2 dynamic proletarian orgenisation
is clearly occurring at the, mement. We are: scept1ba1 about such a poss;—
bzlxty but the quest1on remaxns open- - C -
We- would hope that you would reconsider your character1satlon of ‘the:
Current.: _Not because we have any partlcular fee11ng for:the organ1satlon .
or for the 1ndiv1duals w1th1n it, We do not. But because of the posslble ;
dengérs . attached 'to & premature assessment. The prlmary danger, ag “we see.
ity is 2 counter sectarlanlsm. ' A sectarianism which emerges from a
reflectlon of the ICC's actzons.' We cannot afford to:easily. give’ up our: ,
understandlng of the 1ntricac1es and apparent contradlct1ons which are: found
in the prqletar1an movement The danger is that by react1ng to the actions
of the ICC. and call1ng it cap1talist we not. only cut off cantact with that
organisation {(which we would have to do) but that wé lose our sensitivity.

to the general movement of the class, In other words, that we mimic the _
worst moments of the ICC, -or worse still, the CWo ies a statlc analysis is .
defendeds

If you cannot seé any polnt 1n ‘what we are saying we would hope that you
would say why the Current must riow be seen as capitalist: what thlE means

[
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allows us to make a more, positive relationship to the class struggle?
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“We shall probably not prlht thls correspondence in the next issue of NEWS

because we, feel that the ICC has had too much exposure in our publxcatlon
of" late. This- issue of NEWS w111 be put out at Christmns. . However,™ we' do
want to take up some of the p01nts that you make in: your lettern ;

Wt ok
Firstly, concernlng the categorlsatlon of the ICC - whether 1t 1s capltallst
ort communlst. The - first point we want to make s that such ‘a categonlsatlon
is ot settled by consideration of what .an’ organ1sat1on says = at least this
factor cannot be considered in isolation. .We feel it is as 1mportant *to -
congider what an organisation does. On the whole, we: thlnk that  gomsider=
ation of organisations which have degenerated in the past leads us- toithe:
concluslon that' there .is a degeneratlon in practlce that’ preceeds degen-*
eration in- posxt1ons. “We think this is partlcularly eV1dent 1f yqu1Look

at the case of :the’ Bolshev1ks and the 3rd Internat1ona1.- .

You may recall that when we left the ICC we' had strong CrithIEMS.Can L
cerning the way that the’ practlce of the-organlsatlon hasg- degenerated, both .
internally and. externally, but that we also drew same<connection hetween
this-#nd the evaluation that was being made of the current: s1tuatlons It
seems ‘to us that.this degeneration will 1neV1tab1y show -itself at_the lewel
of farmal positions.= but that.the relative 1nslgn1f1cance_of
the emb1gu1ty ofseveral of its Dbositions --whlch leads “to.*
prepatlon of what . they‘mean -~ may,retard. thls stage._

'.,7

It 1sn't 1n dlspute that the ICC puts forward p051tzons whlch hre proleﬁ—:.‘
arian - but the. 1nterpretatlon of these, and the comfort , they gfve to :
practxces which are clearly ‘bourgeois, makes it very clear that we have LA
to conszder ‘the totallty of whet they are: an. an orgonlsatlon. e : E
We would aleo remark on’ the rapld1ty of‘the degenerat1on., I thlnk most
people who left the ICC were surprised, not. to say astounded, at the trans-.
formation: that appeared to take place aver the space of a few short months -
and th1s is:true however pessimistic the view you teke of the organlsat;on.
It seems to us that in this situation you must cons1der the traaectory of .

. the movement which is tak1ng place in the ICC - and. consxder what .effecte- \e-"

it can. have at _the formal level of positions, or the freedom with whzch these
are 1nterpreted by the ICC. It seems to us as well, that there are ‘no
precedents ‘for degeneratlon belng reversed when it has. reached such a. stage,.~w
Some of us have a. theoretical view that degeneratlon at this level is resls-
tant to proletarlan impact.-. You must ask yourself the questlon 'How resls- e
tent ie the . ICC to the reJuvenat1on of proletarian struggle”‘ and also ]

'What would be the point of the proletarlat rescuing such an organlsatlon

as compared to foundzng nev: ones?t. On the first questlon, we-th:nk that 3
the tendency is for the ICC to make 1tse1f even more cut-off from a healthy o
contact with. struggle than it ever, was before, and on the second questlon
we think that the ICC.really is far too small and has too 11tt1e to offer
of any value to merlt ‘any special concern by workers, when compared to the
pOSllbllltleE of bulldlng a fresh organlsatlon.

e .

pataie

Lenin would turn in his grave at the thought or an organlsatlon which 1s
entirely composed of drawing-room dissidents who, on the whole, had no
first hand experience of working class struggle before joining the organ=
isation - and who subsequently, made no effort to seek it out. The ICC



is not like the Bolshevik Party. And it's simply & delusion that it's

behaving like the emigre section of the Bolsheviks - turning out theory

” an¢'pb1émiqs, and waiting to link up with its sections which are embedded

in ongoing struggle. We are not aware of any theoretical contribution made
by the ICC in the last three or four years. This work came to a full stop
shortly after it was founded - and we've seen its attempts to apply the theory
becoming inereasingly shakey and erratic. Nor has it succumbed to events of

a world scale like Brest-Litovsk and Kronstadt. It has gone down the drain
because it couldn't cope with a périod.of mere existance. The degeneration
has not been provoked by events' of the scale and quality which faced the
Bolsheviks. It's difticuit to point to any thing except the corruption
within itself. "So we can't look at the ICC and say that it has distortions

which.are similar. to thqselof the‘Bolsheviks before 1817, or even before 1905,
On the contrary, it's developing the habits of the Russian CP in the late

20's - without any intervening period of substantial activity or test.

Take a good lock at the ICC, and if you want to compare it with anything try
the Russian CP of the late 20's. The ICC's got the same custom of exploiting
its original platform to cover up the bourgeois nature of its internal life.
Each twist and turn of policy is a test of membership. The party line is
handed down about current events so it can control its internal affairé,'qqd
Justify repression -~ external activity is simply ‘a function of opportunism
and the need to maintain internal control. If yoir went ‘examples, have a look
at what usé wds made of the 'new line' .over Afghenigtan, the steel strikes '
in France and Britain, the quiescence of the US workers, Poland, Spain, the

:left in opposition, the nature of the period, and the categorisation of other

political groups. As long as it is a small sect you'won't get an outright
revision: of main principles to help you decide its class nature. It's role in
Society is restricted to feeding off the proletarian milieu, and that role is =
actually helped by the. absence of any revision. As for the fine test of wars.
hnd‘reVQlutions; if you wait for that you'd presumably have agreed it was right
to stay in the Russian CP from 1917 to 1936, or 1939, or 1941, '

Wheri we founded News we said the ICC was dead. None of us were in_anyfdoubt

-that the: ICC was headed for the capitalist camp. ‘. The Only'QQéStiOn_was_whéh

it,qqul@ﬁshow‘itSQIf’to_pavé;got there < in other words when it écted.aghinst_'
the working class in a way that others could recognise its nature. ' We weren't
sure at.-the time whether its role would give it scope to show the bourgeois. .

- character of the organisation. Our articles ‘about Chenier and the raids were

intended to bring out the fact that as much as it could act against the .
workers, the ICC grasped the opportunity with both hands. You sre under a
misapprehension if you think that what we said was rhetoric - or was intended
to influence the ICC itself. ' It makes no odds to us whéther we say the ICC

. 18 a capitalist brgani:ationrh or -that: it behaves like a'capitalist o:ganiéatioq.

You are quite correct when you infer in your letter that we are indifferent '
about.the fate of the ICC. It's nothing to us whether somebody rips off the
ICC or'the local supermarket. We might write:in.News about the petty-bourgeoise
nature of crime and what influence this hes on communists, but we're not =
going to get trapped into the discussion on their terms about relations between
communists - because it doesn't apply. As for the individuals in the ICC, we
have a8 much hope for them as we do for individuals in the SWP - except that
the smallness of the ICC, and the efforts it made to ensure that its present
members were complicit in the decision to. raid homes and the execution of those
raids, leaves little room to assume naivety or ignorance. - o '

We wouldn't have done what you did ~ either as a lie, a bluff, or because we

hadn't faced up to the decision about calling the police. It's a good maxim

for all the working class ~ 'Never tell the scuffers anything'. As for your

ideas of mediating between the ICC and its ex~members, with the views we hold
we can't go along with anything like that. To make the point again about the
difference between what groups say and what they do, we want to make a point

a2bout yourselves and the CWO. 1In both cases we think vour ideas ahnut tha.
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party are incorrect. We think they are dongerous to the worklng class because
they verge on substitutionism - and so we'll criticise .such views, However,

- we don't. recall the CWO raiding your homes when you left despite their present
assert1on that it's justified. They draw back from the brink, You denounced
the ICC raids - ~despite the tendency in your recent letter 'to see the other :
Q p01nt of view'. Whilst there ik this pos:tlve aspect to what You do, then it
.seems.to us there is fidelity between: your act1ons and what you say about the
vital role .of. the working class 1tse1f that goes beyond the question of
communlst organisatiofis . o

The latest newspaper,from-WR Bays "the defenée of a communist organ1sation
becomes_a question to be taken as serlously as the defence of the proleterlat
itself!, but they say thik' in a. context which 1mp11es thelr ex—members are not N
commun1st, or are at leéast some lower form of 11fe 1n thelr conceptlon of
things, and are. therefore the people agalnst who it is permlssable to use
violence. For it is against these people that the ICC poses the need for
defence. . Can we suggest you. ‘re-real. the arguments wh;ch were used to Justlfy
the 1mprlsonment, ‘exile;’ death and expu131on of the varlous opposlt:on1sts
w1th1n the Russ:an CP’ between 1920 and 1927.‘ The wordlng 1s almost 1dent1cal.

o L

. An Open Letter from Rewntree to Weyden

Thanks for the Copy of . the proposals for a. new natlonal newaletter and the';v'
accompanylng c1rcular letter, Asguming the proposed date should not have read
6th Feb 1 would Certalnly llke to attend the meeting you plan to héld in G
"Manchester. I have certazn reservations about the project but will save them'
for later. The Bix criteria for part1c1patlon seem adequate although I experlence
. sllght 'culture shock' at seeing active opposit1on to sexism 1n the class

: struggle ‘down as point two, : _ : e

‘Inc1dentally does the W11dcat group -as a.whole have g conceptlon of a
"Proletarlan Movement" (one of the good thigs we go out of the ICC) or do
some'- members st1ch to the solidarity def1n1t1on whzch poured the PCI, ICC etc
1nto a bottle labelled "Lenlnlsts" _ S : o o o
,I E

How many people do you thlﬂk your 1n1t1at1ve w1ll contact/attract? A mere handful
is my predlctlon; baslcally Just some of the ex-ICC milieu ahd the Marxigt
elements . of. Solldarlty. There is a large. number of anti-Marxist 11bertar1ans ;
in Britain - @thelr wares are on dlsplay in SFSR 17} but they would not" qualify
for. part1c1pat1on, HOWeVer there seems to be a fee11ng at Manchester' among
ex-ICC members that there is a vast number of revolutionaries’ w1111ng to.’

" cooperate with us if only we become a little less 'sectarlan' and you serve

up 'non—sectarlanlsm' as. a panacea for. all our’ 1115.

i

You 1dent1fy two tendenc1es wh:ch .emerged w1th the break-up of WR.-the Lelcester/
Manchester approach and the London/Lille approach ( n&w no longer defendéd by
anybody) I think. there was a third stance, that of péople who did not- want to :
rush into a WR mark 2 but who wanted to: build upon the work of WR and didnt \
want to everythlng up for grabs. This is the approach which I feel’ ‘mast” 1n
sympathy with, You appear to .dismiss any attempt to analyse why the ICC
degenerated into necrophylla and like the News group you write off your long
years in the ICC &= a waste of time. I find this attitude incomprehemsible -
when d1d revolutlonarles of yore behave in this cavaller fash1on?

I am sad that you have abandoned the po51t10ns you used to defend on the 1nd—

is pens1b111ty of the revolutlonary Eartx and even sadder that you have not
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taken the time to explain to us why. In fact this seems {o be one of the worst

aspects of recent developments in Manchester: important moves are taken without
any attempt to justify them to t e outside world; they are merely assumed to

be self-evident. You feel that autonomous local groups, possibly acdompanied
by a national newsletter to keep the loeal Groups in touch, is the correct

way forward, but now where can I find any theoretical enlightenment on the -

© strategy. - :

I do not see what you are trying to say that Wildcet considers the definition

-of 'the final goal of communism ag s classless, stateless and moneyless society

to be of critiktel importance. The CWO and the Bordigh sts would not disagree
with this defiRition, but then neither would the SWP or Tony Benn. Being in a
revolutiocnary orgatiisation involves rot ohly an understanding of of where we are
hdw and Where we want to get to but alss some agreement on how we get there -
this surely cannot be dismissed as an 'open' question.

Wildcat cannot pose the question of War or Revolution because some members of
the group ( as far as I can remember) do not believe that capitalism is in

ite death throes. Similarly the problem of partial struggles.( ICC lingo for -
things like Feminism etc.) is going to reappear from under the carpet putting

which defends the interests of the working class. The original idea behing
Wildcat - a means by which all revolutionary groups and individuals in
Manchester could make a Joint intervention in the class struggle - was a .good
one but I am not sure that the way you have coagulated ints a formal group is a
step forward. I am not opposed to Wildecat, just the idea that autonomous local
groups are all that is possible today. You argue that local groups should be ;
supplemented by a national newsletter but in my opinion You have got the relation-
shiﬁ between national and local vork the wrong way round, - '

Having criticised what You are doing in Manchester it is only fair that I _
sketch out an alternative, I think that the medium term berspective for those

.IQC seceders who are in basic agreement to formalise their relationship by
' creating a new group. This must involve 2 candid assessmenf our tasks and

You will. doubtless argue that my visisn is sectarian. However it would have
several-tangible~bene£its: it would get us all back into‘the_rhythm'of regular
political work, like a pPrism 4t would focus our participation  in the ynewsletter
You are oroposing and it would dispel the searing feeling of political limbo
that I suspect I am not alone in experiencing. Several fine revolutionaries
have been lost to the class struggle in the months since we left the ICC and I
fear the process will continue if things are Just left to drift. Despite your -
new-found ' non-sectarianism’ You are rapidly going to find Yurself working with
far fewer revolutionaries than you vere twelve months ago if present trends
continue. Fraternailly, S . ' o o

' Rowntree,

Reply from Wuyden to Rowntreea

Thenks for your prompt reply to my letter, I would like in turn to reply briefly
to some of the questions and points you raise.

1. Yes the Wildeat group does have a comception of a "proletarian movement!
(although some of us might not like the expression) which broadly speaking
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coincides with that of the ICC. I think we ‘are more sympethetlc towards some
of the currents which call themselves "anarchlst” than the- ICC would be.

1

2, I dont ‘think we have any illusions about the number of people who w111 bef
interestéd in our initiative at the start. The 'pilot issue' of the. newsletter ., )
will include detalls of the mailing list to which it will be sent. This 1nc1udes s
all the groups whlch we think should be 1nterested ~ including for exemple the y
SPGB, CW0 and ICC - but we are not expectlng ‘to get a ‘response from many of them. '
Hopefully we will be able to make the newsletter good enough to conv1nce more
people to contrlbute to it as the project progresses,

3. I dont write off my years in the ICC as a waste of tlme - although if I
had the time again there are many thlngs which I would wznt . to do dlfferently.
I dont really know what the 'News' group would say ‘about’ this. I left the ICC'uL.
because three factors seemed to be meklng work in the ICC more and more counter-
product1ve, namely - bureaucratlsat1on, magalomanla and sectarianism., I know -
this: is slmply a; descrlptlon of what happenned and not an adegquate explanation,
and I.am not at all against anyone trying to produce a more coherent analys1s-
of what- went wrong. However I'm not at all sure how far this question can be
answered by just thinking about it: the continuation of political act1v1ty is
necessary td resolve this questlon in practice, even if -this is necessarlly v
‘2 process of trial and érror. At the time there appeared to, be only two Eract1ca1
alternatlves for ex-member: of the ICC who wanted to- contlnue political
actlvlty. ‘broadly speaking those advocated by Manchéster . (and in & sllghtly :
d1fferent way by Northampton) on. the ohe hand and Lllle/London on the other.'
(Lille and London stood for more megalomanla and séctarianism. ) I now reallse
that politicalky I am closer to the ICC than .the aborted LJ.lle/London
alternative - although of course the ICC's behavigus towards ‘Chenienr remalns
unpardonable.) This does not mean that I am opposed to all the kinds of organls—
ation that I think you would. like to see., If such ah organisation’ exlsted I
would like’ to join it - only with the proviso that I could alse continue the
work I am now commltted to in Manchesteér. But you should remember that most of
* the participants at the Manchester conference, apart .from. L111e, London . and
ourselves were still mémbers of the "ICC. Regardless of any visions we m1ght
have had of what we would like to see in the future we had to make an 1mmed1ate
cholce between our comrades in Manchester, and London/Lllle since the vision of
political work being put forward by the latter did not, and could not tolerate
the kind of work we were embarking on in- Manchester. We chose ‘to cut our
political links w1th the comrades in' ‘London and L111e - an. entlrely correct
deczslon, a subsequent events have shown.

4 At the, Manchester conference I gave what I thought wag - a closely argued

) presentannon of why I thought that the problem of the party should be consgiderd
arni "open quest1on”srUnfortunate1y only the Aberdeen group seemed to underatand
)‘the dmplications of what I was saying. Clearly I, should have written up and
'distributed the text of thls presentatlon. I 5t111 have my notes so 1'll try to
' do this in the near future. = . '

5. The attltude of the W11dcat group to the questlon of cap;tallsm s collapse

and the alternative of war or revolutlon is sketched brlefly in a letter we

have written to 'News' which we will publish in the pilot issue of the newsletter.
Personally I dont give agreement to the maJorlty view in Wildcat on thls issue, .
I still hold to the traditionalist view defended’ by. 'News' the ICC end, no

doubt yourself. But I no longer find:it easy to defend this position conv1nc1ngly
so I am looking forward to reading (what I hope will be) somé serious replies to
the Wildcat letter. This letter also sets out in more detail Wildcat's attitude
to what you refer to as 'partial struggles'. Here I completely agree with the
argument set ‘out:in. our letter that it is wrong to exclude from a definition

of class struggle everythlng except workplace based act1v1ty/struggle in the
defence of economic interests. ( In this respect it is 1nterest1ng to note that
the 'News' group seems to be more' extreme'than the ICC, )

4

6. We dont see Wildcat as the be-all-and-end-all of polltlcal'ECtivity. Qur
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group includes one person who is still a member of Solidarity, and intends to

remain one, and in principle is not opposed to its menbers belonging to other

political organisations. " The group which is co~ordinating work on the néews-

o letter is not the same as thefWildqat Group, nor does the membership of the two
| groups co-incide exactly. ' 1. o

7 Your proposal for a discussion Journal is very similar to our proposal for

a newsletteér,, and both attempt to fill the same void presently existing in the
léfticommunis% milieu. Only we think that a discussion journal is healthier,
. the: more people'wh¢ participate in the discussion. We don't see what is gained
- by such a'jburnal'announcing at the onset that its purpose is to create the
-foundations of a new organisation. .The Wildcat Group is split in our attitude
. towards the'pogsible formation of a national organisation. Some members of the
group are not'persoﬁally interested in the idea of a national organisation
(although they don't put forward any "theories " to Justify this). Others,
including myself, hope that a new national organisation will beconie passible

in the future. We think that ofe of the functions of our newsletter would be
to provide a forum-for:diSCUSSTEEE vhere the bagis for such an organisation
é@uid bé worked out, at least in its ihitial stages, However; regardless of
whether (a) new national organisation(s) emerge(s) we still think there will be
a place for & "non-sectarian" foruti for discussion within the whole of our
political milieu, ' ' -

"1limbo" yﬁp;héht'to escape from is an objective fact, which won't be abolished -
by, forming Eﬁbther=self4ce§tnqd stall -greup with delusions of .grandeur. . The =
remaining ex-members of the ICC ist how decide, as a matter of urgency, on':
how to relauneh. thenselves into political activity, But whatever you decide - -
to do, at best you will only be ehother small group in a fragmented political
milieu. (And one .or two extra members from Manchester won't chahge this at alil,
of course). What is essential is that all of us remain dissatisified with this
:'statg of affairs, and continue to discuss and work together towerds creating a -
moveément, which is more united, purposeful and effective,

§] I don't thiﬁk that Your vision im sectarian at all, However, the political

. Fraternally,

.Weyden‘

Manchester

Note. - (1) The'hewélettet méﬁtionéd in,Wéyden’s-letth has since appeéred_as;
Ce Ultra Left Review. . =~ - h .

(2)  The text'Weyden mentions has gince appeared in the above Ultfa:Left .
- Review, o I S T

. THE FALKLANDS WAR AND THE RESPONSE OF REVOLUTIONARIES.
The fighting in the Falklands’between'the Argentinian and British bourgeoisie
gets certain'épecificg;asks for tommunists, expecially those in the belligerent
countries. Whatever the differences between Communists over all sorts of issues °
the murder of British and:Argentinian workers in the South Atlantic demands a .
unified response by atl revolutionaries condemning the slaughter and clearly
statiﬁg“fﬁétfthe working class has NO country. The proletmaiat of all countries
is the enemy of the bourgéousie of both Argentina and Britain. We thus wrote in' -
. this vein to everyone we knew of in the Proletarian milieu in Britain suggesting
h“thét_ﬁhile differences of analysis could appear in the press of each group one
single unified statement in leaflet form should be distributed as widely as,
pdé?ib}g,;i;n:Britain-at least condemning the slaughter. Though_some-groups
an@jiﬁdixngalsqfailea to respond we have had all in all a favourable reaciion .
and over'leaf ig a tentative draft for the projected leaflet. Comments pléasé{'.“gaf

If it is acceptable everyone is enjoined to copy and distribute as widely as piks.
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and British. Workers=havé‘absolutely no interest in which of the warring factions,
British or Argentinian Capitalism wins the war despite 81l the lies being told by
both sides. ' :

Galtieri lies when he tells the workers of Argentina that it is a war of national
liberation, of anti colonialism. What possible interest could the starving masses
if South America, reeling under the brutal capitalist regimes of such as Galtieri
have in the acquisiticn of a few windswept rocks in the South Atlaiitic. Would the
taking of the Falkland Islands solve the economic crisis in Argentina,stop the
raging inflation,stop workers wages tumbling,stop the capitalist death squads and
end the concentration camps? Of course not! S

Thatcher also lies when she tells us that it's a war between demoéracy and -
dictatership, British casitalism,left and right, has been supporting and running
dictatorships all over the globe as part of the essential task,for the Western Bloc,
of maintaining capitalism and attacking the workers. They have helped thugs like
Galtieri smash working class opposition to the collapse of their living standards
in the same way that 'democracy' has done in countless other gountiies'itsglf;
Democracy or dictatorship doesnt matter to capitalism so long &s its successful
in derailing the vworking class' attempt to fight back agsinst encroaéhing misery.
Nor is it a war as Foot and his cronies on the left wing of capitalism ‘would -
have us believe, to save the Falkland_lslands.and.theif inhabitants. For the past
twenty years successive British governments have been trying to give the islands
away to- Argentina so its a bit late to be so concerned about the 1800 islanders
who have had to move to the other ‘side of the world to earn a .decent wage.

No, the_ﬁar is about none of these things, What it IS about is fhegbourgédisie:of;
BOTH countries trying desperately to survive in an increasingly collapsing world
economic system. . : : _ o

For the embattied bourgeoisie of Argentina its a despérate.attgmpt t0'diyqrt_the 
vworkers away firom the realisation that their capitalist economy;ia.crumblingi'For'
months before the invasion hundreds of thousands of workers have been'ﬁutwbﬁfthé
streets protesting about their living coriditions and threatening the state, The -
invasion was a blatant attack on the'¢oﬁsciousness of workers in”Afgenfiha;’aﬂblatant

attempt to divert workers away from their struggle into the dead end of nationalist
fervour: For the roment it has certainly succedded. Instead of ribtiﬁg_wakérsjﬁé
have ‘seen thoudands of them cheering on the war end thus giving capitdlism in Argen-
tina a much needed breather.. ' : o ST T e

The response from the British bourgevisie was no different. Thatcher gleefully seized
on the opportunity given by Galtieri to mount a massive campaign against working
class consciousness, whipping up nationalist,patriotic hysteria through tapitalist:
control of the media in crder to draw workers in Britain behind the national capital,
in order to make them agreeable to make sacrifices for capitalism. The war ham been
fought to get workers used to the idea of less wages,more austerity S0 THAT Britain
can have a large navg, a better army etc etc,. In & more general sense the notion

of sacrifice for the country is to be instilled into the working class so that future
plans for the Frogrouna of austerity can be sold as 'necessary patriotic satrifice’.

for the homelend. Even in the short term this poison is poufed.odt bj‘éapifalism
eg. the health workers are even now being castigated for striking while people are
being killed in the Falklands war. . - ' R

With the fall of Port Stanley the waf_betwéenfhrgentinian and Briiish'éépifgii§ﬁ méy
or may Hat be over. But the real war isnt over by a long chalk, The real wag that -
is being fought is the ONLT war worth fighting. The was betweeh the workers and th-
bosses. In this war the workers of Arge tina are the allies of the working class of
Britain. Our mutual‘enemy‘iS'the_capitalist system in both Argentina and Britain which
callously is murdering hundreds in the South Atlantic, and condemning millions more
to increasing misery soley to save their rotting reginie. This is the real war, This

5 the war the workers have to win before capital moves from murdering hundreds in
the Falklands and thousands in Afghanistan and the Lebanon to the mass.slaughter it

has prepared for workers everywhg;g*;g,;gg*gg§;*g;obal war.

Once an acceptable draft is agreed groups wishing to be signatéries can run off copies
putting signatory groups at the bottom. Aberdeen will circulate list, Individuals

can get copies from Aberdeen or more likely from the nearest signatory group tendering
some finance preferably tp pay for the printing etc. ’




