communist

the bulletin

%« ANEW REGROUPMENT

s THE “ULTRA LEFT REVIEW”
— A POST MORTEM

%k Correspondence —The CWO

sk Capitalism — One Way Ticket
to Atlantis

The Bulletin March 1983 No 3




CONMNTENTS

1. A.New Regroupment

(a) Introduction.....,..;u.n.,..,...o........n.a,u..e.ua.page 2

(b) Cérrespondence between Leeds - Aberdeen/Edinburgh....page 7

(c)'Perspectives: presentation made by Aberdeen.....a....pagelj
at the meeting in Leeds.

(d) Presentations made at the Aberdeen Begroupment Meeting
The Course of History...........aa;..aoa.............page19
On Taking Positiuns.x.a..a....,.;.,....,,...ou.,.....pagezs
Centralisation...;;......i,.ai..-u.w..n..;x..u....,..page28
Organisationgeu.,.......a,,.ns;...;......u...o..n.,..pageBS

gu Capitalism - One Way Ticket to Atlantis,.........ﬁ.a..,...pageBQ
a text received from Tampa Workers Affinity Group.

‘3. Letter on the Aberdeen/CWO Meeting..n..n-........u,u....upage 1A

b Intercom.n,,ng,nn...a....u.,,...,...,...a..,.,.,,a.n..n,.page 48

R R R O g S

OUR ADDRESS

The Bulletin

Aberdeen
Scotland
without any other mention.



A NEW REGROUPMENT

This issuo of tho Bullotin marks a gualitativo dovolopmont in our
poliiical activity. Tho ox~ICC comrados in Abordoon.initially launchod
tho Bullotin as & foous and vohicle for the dobato and proccas of
clarification wo folt was nocossary in tho wako of tho traumatic splits
~ from the ICC in 1984, Tho circumstancos .of those splits - woll documontod
clsowhoro - meant that tho cemra.dos who loft did so without first
clavif ying in a dovclo;pod faEh.'.LOl’l 'tho:.r eritiquo of tho organisation
thoy wore loaving and without, thoroforc, laying a foundation of
clarity for tho way ahosd. Tho only point of undisputed agrooment was
that 2 procoss of clarification was currontly impossihlo in the ICC,
Tha flomrados from Abordeon argued thon that this wes an insufficiont
basis £or a now regroupmont which roquired. an initigl poriod .of
dlscam..,:n.on and ola.r:.f:.oa‘clon -t5. ansure a.graement onf wha‘b :L'l: was we Wore

ac‘l:.wﬁy. Unfortunately, the evonts of the ‘past, yea:.' ha.vo proved us
right with meny oomrados loaving polities altogether in dospeir and
ponfusion, .and. .others’ drif4ing into -impotence inthe politics of
loc:&l:.sm and, a.e't:.vism. Although -we had hoped that the Bulletin would
invelive the, ma,]orlty of "the 'ICC.splitters, in the event only tho
comrados. from Abordoen, Edinburgh. and  Leods participated. The decision
to formally Togroup was teken at & meeting in Abordeen’ in mid-February.
‘The tulk of this. issue:ocontains a record of the oorraspondenee and
dipoussion which: preced.ed th:u.s ::‘egroupment.
Althiugh the discussions might seem tc an: outsuie:r to hava ha.d too
limitel a scope to form the basis of a.new organ:.aa‘tion, being very
lergeiy focussed.on organisational. ques‘i::.ons , in reality tho. found-
ation for the discussion was the vory high degree of political hOmogan
eity arising from our shared political past. Whatever -else wo -were
rojusting in tho practice of the ICC, two arcas remained firm - tho
ahsoiute necessity for a cpr tral:.sed ‘party, wedded to, tho political
wiarity of tho positiods éoptained in the "ICC Platfom. We don't
feel any sonse of incongruity at announe:.ng 8 now _organisation and
making reforence to another organisation's pletform in tho same breath,
k-utuuugh wo will be publishing our. own Platform in the near futuro. )
On the contrary, our ability to do so, is test:unorxy to the major
achisvmonts of the revolutionary movoment iwhick re-emorged in tho late
£0's cnd oarly 70's, THat ro-smergonco. was. dominated by the nood to
ro—appm:pr:l.ate the lossons of the left communist fraetions of" tho last
royvol uuonary wavo and to dolincete tho political consequences of
undorstanding that cepitalism globally hed passed irrevocably into its
period of decadence by the cutbroak of W - viz tho bourgeois nature
of refurmism, trado unionism, parliamentarism and national liberatior.
struggles eto., For rovolutionaries today, this process of ro-appropri-
aticrn dcusn't have to be recapitulated. A solid kernel of communist
clexity has already beon estsblished wh:l.oh sorves as a starting-point
for rovolutionaries like ourselves, This is not to say that those
fundemental class positions don't need to be despenod or can be skated
ovor in our intorventionary work. On the contrary, the gonstant and
recurring evidonoe of political degeneration shows the fragility of th
major achievements of tho rovolutionsry movoment over the past decade.

Although on a practical level, we're ou‘tsido the ICC today boocause it
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became impossibleo for us ~ was MATE impossiblo for us - %o oxist insido

‘the ICC, on & much more profound political lovel, we'ro cutside the ICC

teday, procisely becausc we bolieve that the ICO's‘modcgcf working
not only fails to fully recognise this fragility of the revolutionary
moyemort but also, in tho last ghélyhis,.conﬁributqs to it,

An overview of the past decade shows that tho achievements of the carly
70's - the devolopmont of political clarity and the ho less important
emorgence of communist organisationg based on that clarity - have NOT
been extended and built upon, Our hopes for incredsing influence in

- the class have foundered upon cur total lack. of growth and our continuing

*‘and 'virtually complete, isolation from workeirs; and within the revoluk
. 3onary miljeu itself, our hopes for a mors fundamental and widespread

regroupment have been continually frustrated by the orippling weight

‘of sectarianism and monolithism, We think that the current forces of

trapped all our hopes, 41l our work in past Bulleting and in the

‘discussions contained within this issue, has been ained at-achieving a

reticnal appreciation of the matorial and historical limitations

. imposed Gpon s 80 that we can drganise ourselves and’ our work in a
fashion which minimises these limitations rather than exaccerbates
them, ) o s .

. IHE IRSSONS OF THE BAST,

'i_Oﬂ”écurse, we don't épproach-ths prqbiems of.revolutidhéqj_organisation
~and practice in e vacuum but draw upon the -experience of the revolution-—
‘ary ‘fractions of the lest revolutitnary wave — in particular from the

Bolsheviks and tho German =nd Ttalisn Left. But if thet's our starting
point, we can't hope to go on from there and draw the relevant. lossons
unless ws understand how fundamentally our situstion differs from theirs,
To quote from MAnother Lodk at the Organisation Question" in Bulletin
No,2, in which_we_took g_detailed,look at.the situation ang practice

. of; the 'Bolsheviks,

. "In 1903, the Party could afford to pay about 30 fulltime distribut-

ors of ISKRA. (That's considerably larger than many entire organ-
‘“isations today,) By 1905, there wers just under 10,000 Bolsheviks.
As a result of the insurrection that rose to 34,000 by 1506. In
the same period, thore were about 14,000 Mensheviks,...Tn the RSDLE
as a-whole, in 1907, theFe wore 84.,000. excluding the .Bundist,
-Polish and Lettish sections, eene 411 this has to be set against

e total working ¢lass population of perhaps. 3% million.".

... Of cpurse), it{s;ﬁpt'jgs§7é‘qﬁes%ion ofjghmbefs;;Tﬂe'numbefs are only
f".gn'oxPﬁbssionfbf'thé much rore important political reality. that the

Bolsheviks, and the other revblutionary'frgctions, were-a liming part

., @f"the ‘class, Noting the size and inflaence of the revolutionary

fractivns is merely ancther wey of understanding that revoluticnary

“politics and tradition were firmly implanted in the class's own -
~conseiousness and activity, : . = RUREE T

© - Today, we're almost ﬁﬁimaginébly'rémote from'fhat-situatioh..he‘re

confronted with = at best - a fow hundred communists in the wholeé world
attempting 40 intervene in & werking clagss totally unfamiliar with o
revolutionary positions and its own' revoluticnary heritage and which"

remains totglly unaware of our;existehce:,We don't think anyone. in the



revolutionary movement today has openly and consciously confronted

this reality. In discussions with the CWO, for example, they could only
assert (with a certain amodint of uneasiress, to be sure,) that revolut-
ionaries had: known tininess and isolation before and referred us to
‘the genesid of the Boldsheviks and fo the post-4905 period of resction
‘in Russia, We can only repeat here what we replied- then - thess .
comparisons substantiate our point, The Bolsheviks. emerged as a strong
vigorous and nmerically substantial fraction of a much larger politiecal
movement, both in Russka afid.worldwide, And if the.defeat of 4905 prod=-
“uced organisational degimation, it left untouched the heritage of
thousands. of revolutionsries still at la¥ge within a olass familiar
with its own, revolutionary tradition; WE HAVE TO EE CLEAR THAT THE
SITUATION FACING US TODAY IS UNPRECEDENTED FOR HEVOLUTIONARIES FRIOR
~ TO A REVOLUTION..: - o ' L

We think this is a starting point for ensuring -that any ‘dismay
~engendered hy. a recogniticn' of the Iimitations ciroumseribihg the
- political acievements of the past decads doesn't become-a Teason for
abandonﬁﬁéfthosa;acigvemehté.iWe*dpn*t“have_any sympathy with the
_argument that since .attempts to build international, centralised
organisations. have always been’ &rippled  by. sectarianism we ‘should
" therefore turn our backs on centralisation. On the contrary, for us,
' the dchieVements of clarity and the creation of a miliey to defend
that clarity in an orgenised, continuing and stable fashion, is
inseperable from the commitment to the'necessity for‘s centralised
party. On this question we are entirely in agreement with the ICC
when they argue that the question is no longer "for.or against the
‘party" but "what kind of party", And we would extend that to say it's

" " no longer a question of "for or against centralisation" but.'what

king of centralisation". However, if ‘we agree on-the,question, it
‘should be clear to readers of the Bulletin that we begin to part
_company on the answer, - o . . '

THE_PRESENT.

For ug, the tininess and isolation of the revolutionary milieu has two
A majo;‘copsegpqnoes::}, U C

1) ‘First of éii,'i§ mé§né a mejor weakening in #ﬁéiﬁrdéééé by which

révolitionary fractions give voicé and shape to the.clarity which
- ‘emerges from.the activity of the cless as & wholé: The rupture between

. ~the class and,its‘;evbiutionarias means that,the process of clerific-

-ation 80 vital to the tasks.of .revolutiondries is condemned to take
‘placé in considerable isolation from its material base. The day-to-day
contact with the life of the class, the unceasing interpiay betwsen
comminist militants and the oclass as a whole at every level of strugglk
which 'was enjyed as a matter of course by the revolutionary fractions
of the past, is, totally denied te us, When revolutionaries of the last
-wave: "reflected" on the lessons of -the class's experience they did so
as a living part of the class in.4 fashion which, allowed them not only
- & sensitivity to the twists'and tufns‘of the developments of the
class's consciousness; but more importantly, provided them with an
; immediate feedback on the validity of their "ref'lections", The.
*Bolsheviks were implanted in the hesrt of the class not only because
- of their political clarity, but dialectically, the opposite was also
o druse They were politically clear beocause they were at the heart of
- the clags. - Lo e T

L
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““qu‘ugJ however, thsrsituationAis‘quite different. Not only Ares we

florced: ta warry. onthe ‘process of clarificstion from the position of
- virtual bystanders, but the fruits of this process, the political
' positions which underpin cur activity,‘arén’t.Subjéctj%q'théfsame
testing in the fires of the actual struggle.. We can't tell how valid
© or how wrong a positicn is simply by the response of the class to it

- éme}géﬁce]Qfxﬁoéitioné and, in the WEight'wa_%ccord_theh..Thé-briafest
. of glanceés at ths varigus "vitel' issues which have torn the communist
milieu 2part in the past decade :provides no shortage ¢f eviderice on

- this. From the CW0, alone we've had ‘an entire series of isaues

“proclaimed to bé absolutely essential to revoluticnary identity, -
~ the Falling Rate of Frofit Theory v.‘Luxsmburgism;ftha necessity for

R Labour-Time Vouchers. in the period of -transition,’ 1921 .ds ‘the: definitiw

: thefu‘ture' =

date for the demise of the revolution eto etc today, of course,
"they!ve ali;begn~repl§oéd¢by‘other'SQually "vital" issues (like Factoxy
Groups, for example) or bebome-merély‘areas‘fcr-debafé;fThe_QWOPs

. Trésponse to the débris left behind by‘this'sactarianism'is,simply to
;"apologiée,for'héing'wrbng_and insist thatithey'll be exira cargful in

revelutionary wave - an achievement which can'+ possibly be under-
estimated. But, as we've argued in past Bulletins and argus sgain in
texts in this one, their grasp of the materisl basis of monolithism and
sectarianism remained tragically ifcomplete; and that, despite miich
rhetoric to the contrary, the end result was an edificaAoﬁ‘mOnolithism
end sectarisnism svery bit as. stifling as that of the'Ciots,

v HERRE TR AR v .

Je're not arguing hera_thatqgurﬁﬂfagility_and'isolafiénimeanSJthat we
'should néver take Up positions for fesr that we're wrong. Wnat we're
arguing for, is, that in the sbsence of that vital,input,gnﬁsacrﬁﬁiny
. £Fom the class itself, we-must sxercise a much greater ‘caution about
VHHEN €0 take Wp a position, and that when we Judge “the timé to be ripe,
we exercise a much greater caution sbout the WEIGHT we give any
position, THE. EAGERNESS WITH WHICH THE I0C. FOH EXAMPIE, HAVE IFAPT

ENALYSES - THE IERT TN OFFOSITION, THE IEFT IN POVER, MACHTAVELLTANTSM
etc - IS THE VERY FIESH AND BLOOD OF SECTARIANISM. We believe;.and
expepggpcq_pggps?us_outggﬁh;t in"the présent periodi'iﬁﬁsihp attitude

b

dcnary milieu,

2) CENTRALISATION, . .. ..

We think that these arguments apply with equal forece to the question of
centralisation, If the question of the moment is "what kind of central-
isation", we don't think it can be answered in the abstract, or in
advance, but must take as its starting point vur extreme fragility and
isclation. In this situation, divorced from the invigorating effect of
the life of the class, and lacking the natural checks and balances which
flow from that, the pressures towards a sect-like behaviour and all
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the paraphernalia which accompanies thet - bureauci:‘afishu, cliquism

T and sulvism - must be enormous. Ve've already shown in pest issues
. how the ICC, for example, while thecretically rejecting Lénin's

demecratic osntralism, have in practice oreated central oirgars more
absclute, mors powerful and more monolithic than anything that was
ever seen in the Bolshevik Party pricr to the counter-revolution,
Again, we don't think our argument here leads “to an abandonmént of

~ centralisation; but towards = centralisation which is congistently

ewars of the pressures on it 4n the present period, arid which there-
fore@ places the emphasis not on monolithic homogeneity ‘and not on

- rigid discipline with Itself at the head; but on a method” of working

which is moré-COhcgrnedTWith involving ATI, in the_tasks"of'thg organ~
isation and which opehs up and aids the process of clarification,

B Ail'thgsg a;gumenfs:ﬁ?éﬁdeveloped at grenter. length in the following
: __tekts:‘ﬂll‘we.WantJto argue in thismintrodubtionfisft@at;if;theﬁcﬁippling
 welght of mm sectarimnism and menolithism is to be seriously rejected,

then wishful thinking and pious rhetoric is insuffigienti- Our

desires must be condretely reflected in the: way that we . work and in
the way that we organise ourselves; Ahd'ih“the'éurrent'périod} that
must méan an organigation which is miich more Open, much moré flexible
and which defines itself more brosdle ang less specifically than do
orgenisations like the ICC and the CWO, Ve have regrouped ourselves
into a mew organisation, not because weé'think we have moré: correct
answers thari ‘other currently existing organisations but because. we
believe we are putting forward a better way of asking more’ correct
quesations, - R

o % x w ow ow ® o %
The next section of the Bulletin contains:

1) in eﬁchange_of letters between Leeds and AbérdeeﬁZEdinbﬁrgh;

2) A presentation madé at a meeting in leeds Ey'bng'df the ‘4berdeen

éomrades}”f

' 3) Four présentations made at a subsequent meeting in Aberdeen which

" produced the final decision to regroup,

&) An introduction to an assessment of the présent balance of class

forces by the Leeds comrade plus an addition by one of the Aberdeen
comredeg, S ' o T S

) An introduction to the general guestion of taki#é_ﬁOsitions.
" (Aberdeen) S - _ o :

¢) An introduction to the question of centralisation, (Averdeen).

d) A Presentation on the practical consequsnees5f6r16réaﬁisation.
{4berdeen), :



~
e

7. e e
cie

Letter written by Absrdser/Edinburgh to all the splitters from the ICG,
rro/8e., R R Y

. yOU Feceived and read “the two Bﬁlletins.wélngduced in. Aberdeen and
that you remsin committed to-ravalutionary'activity._,‘~'“'” o

© Vhen'we "‘split from" the IOC, we argued +that a regroupment of the elemerk
emerging from the ICC had t0.’be based on clarity about what.we wére
rejecting in the ICC and agfaementhonuthé'Way forward, Ve argued then
thatfthat_could:only;befaChievedaafter a period of reflcotion and

»" discussion and that the will +o "do. something" and to "work together"
was an insufficient basis for a lasting regroupment, -The Bulletin was

produced as a vehicle_and focus for this process, -

However, . it's now ‘a year since: we split from the ICC and we think that
we've gone as far as we can with an organ which was nothing more “than
a vehicle for discussion, If ‘the two idsues are taken as a whole, we..
think it's possible to discern in & general way, the thecretical : - |
framework for future political activity, We've skétched in vwhere we

ICC and the CW0, and we!ve -also laid thé basls for a realistic appraisal
of thejlimitationswconstraining~revolutionary work in’the presént

péfiQd,)We'thinkifhat we've nonrsached.tha;;tagé_Whére we must transform
the general theoretical framework into detailed ¢dhcrate“reélityiand fo

detailed fashion what type, and shape oft Organisation we're trying to
build, That is, we have to decide = .. T )
~ what type of interventions in the class struggle we.intend t6 make
~ what our relathons to the reveluticnary milieu should be, bearing in
mind our rejection of the TCQ's sectarianism SRR ﬁ. -
- what the shape and content of our interhal’ life should be, bearing in

mind our rejection of ‘the I&G's monolithism,

- If you are sympathetic to"the'analyses"ws've'made.in the :Bulletin and.
if you remain committed to the class lines of the TCC's Platform and
to the need for centralised fevolutiunary‘Organisatibn, then we ask .
you to participate. in' thesp disQiSsionsa'Pléasa'let{ug know .your resp-
onse as soon-as possible 80 that we. can draw up 8 definite timetable
and agenda. e ' ’ Lo

Yours fraférnally, e ‘ : ' ‘J‘ '" | :K,.}_
Aberdeen/E¢inburgh. o o 3..‘.H )
Reply from Leeds. 3/t1/82. .. .. .. g e

Dear Comrades, ..

isation.

For some time now twe of us have been meeting regularly, Our discussions
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have not been very systemstic or structured but we have covered most
of the present concerns of the proletarian milieu; the split in the

ICC, the activity and publications of the various groups, the issues
of party and class, organisation, intervention gtc. Ve ‘have also met
with members of the CWO, Wildcat and’the UCM. We have heen joined by
" & third comrade who has recently moved to Lebds, : '

we are all aware however, that these discussions have only prepared the
ground for a more organised revolutionary practics, Somé_of cur

. conclusions we will mention here because they ceincide’ strongly with
‘positions developed in the Bulletins, Further texts are obviously
necessary on the specific areas of discission’ outlined in your letter,

' 1. Barty and class consoiousness,

IWB'rajectAthe.eitremes of the'Bogdigist view of the party as the only
motor force of the revolution, and of thé.cpuncillist'visw'that'é
party is a hindrance to the development of class oonsciousness, e

hold that there is an interadtive procesa between the perty and the
class which neither of these views give full credit to, .. -

“'_ The party is an essential element of the class movement as_ah'ppgané'

isetion of the communist vanguerd. It is a permanent organised-
expressioh of the revolutionary movement, a point of reference for
the class, It .takes on the task of reflecting on theclass's astivity
of structuring. and theorising it. I+ may act itself (the ‘dissolution
‘of the Provisional assembly during the Russian Revoluticn) but

‘. generally it intervenes within the working .class and ‘its mass organ-

isatiqnél Itﬁis,thecqlassvaﬁ a whols,‘fﬁlly_cqnscious:andeith‘Crgani',:
isations which unify it, which is the active fggtor.in*the-révoluticn.

i'There is no substitute for the creativity of millions of proletsrians,

' Certainly the.class's self activity cannot be replaced by the most -
perfect programme, the:most clear-sighted militsants or the most -
- efféctive political party, . TR ST S

2.IRbGQiufionary:organiSéfions tUday;_f.

The orgaiiisations of today are not syncnomous with the party of the

. futurs as the PCI. (Programmi) believe, or the CWO and Battaglia

“suggést they believe by their projects to orgenise the class, But
neither is the party entirely a question for tomorrow when the activity
- of thé class will make.its formation possible. To believe that &
handful "of revolutionaries has the functions of & party, or té belisve
that revolutionaries today must limit their horizons to what is = -

immediately possible, both positions lead to activism and demoralisation,

On the contrary, cne of.the most important ‘tesks of a revolutionary
“drganisation is developing the understdnding of what the party
constituted in the last revolutionary wave and what are the parameters
of its theory and practice in the next, Discussing this question
recognises the essential continuity between today's small groups and
what will be possible in the future. - A
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© Ustruggls, |
L R O :

iy

whether recognised as such or not.

i

”'EﬁWe‘accept’the-neéd for a centralised organisation, Fedéralism-is ‘not

ah‘aiternativa’to céntralisdtion ‘becatse'in the end it beecmes .
januth@r‘fbrm‘pf'céntralisaﬁiun but'iﬁ'disguisefandzinaccessiblerto :
' the 'membe¥ship: Bit' centralisation does ‘not:imply a ‘moriclithie ipractice,

G - EX - A P

' within & certralised’ organiSation lokal groups still need to Have a

'an brigenisation needs to‘hide, but an indicator: of "¥ts health,

measurs 'of autonomy in action.‘"Tranéient-analyseé"‘(thﬁés“your'dwn

, “@hrasé)'ggbﬁla_nqﬁfbégmnejbinain:~pégitions of ‘the organisition, while

those positions Which the trgani¥ation dves adbpt a¥e ' never ©loked to.
‘further consideration, The. future adticns of ‘the class’sre giidg 46
provide new historical insights which 3% is the taskK of revoliticnar-
ies to uncover and integrate into their programme. A platform of an .
organisation’ is not something hHandeéd déwn on tablets of stone By -
Marxists of the past, it is a living statement of “the lesstns 0f'dlass

LT

“Finally, 'Y would argue that.ais¢usgions’withinfanforgah¢éa%&$nﬁﬁé well
rés“tbb;éibétﬁéehiQrgaﬁisé£i6p§tshduld take place in' ‘fromt of the '™ )
clasE,” Diffe¥endes in'its own ranks is not a sigh'of wakness whih o
From the above, we think you will agree that there'is a, basis for
further discussion, You imply in your letbter that the next- step -
might be a meeting of "all those whoreply positively to your lstter,
we'Woul&_suggestfthat‘suéh g feeting might be'mﬁre'fruitfﬁlrwhén{_
some draft textéfhavefbaen.pfbduced‘foﬁfa-pl&tfofm,'sﬁéﬁutéé'etéi”

" “Your comments abbut settitg 'ySurselves é”deadlinéfgiﬁe'us:ﬁheiiﬁbfess—_

© ‘initiatives! -

' (Editer's note - In ths event, although ‘&1l

ion thet’ this might be quite soon. Given also the distahce' between
Leeds and aberdeehn; a more informaldﬁeeting-might;npﬁﬁbb“?ll*%héﬁ” L
'cost-effective',” THis' of, colirse does. ndt ¥ile vt Tndivictaah e o

N T .__: . . R T T I R et
T Fraterms¥ly, 0 tiike .
8, J and 1.
) o . . . PRI EIE . L T ..
) . H sl :

_ “thres cotirades participated
_in'fhé'éubééqpéﬁt'di%gﬁséions,?onlyfl; the ex~ICC member, took part

in the regroupment. The' other tho comrades decided to hhdi fite
pending further discusgions,) " MR T e

SRR CNED R a0t g

BOF R Rk w o w w
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Leeds
qugmbem::9825";'
Dear Comrades, i S .

We are writing this as a Supplement to the letter from Leeds dated 3rd

" November. We believe this letter to have been inadequate, for it failed
to express to you and the milieu our concern over an important issue-which
we believe muét'be'Qealtﬂyith:bg@ore:fﬁrther discussion wan take place.

This concerms Aberdeen's threats to call the police on the ICC and the
strong7imp1ication in the letter - to. YNogWar! in the Bulletin no.1 that
had .the.¥CC "called Aberdeen's bluff" (ie. arrived in Aberdeah in a group
to demand the ' return of their organisational material) Aberdeen would
have called the police. M"No easy decision to ‘make, at least at the
reastned political level. Although, for physical and family reasons,
the choice .might : have been made without any angst."

There are several important implications' of this aCﬁion:and:the:statement,
which expresses: - ) : S A R ' o ‘

1 the belief that the ICC is not a revolutionary orgahisation for no wmv-
olutionary could seriously consider calling in the repressive forces of

the bourgecis state ‘to arbitrate & dispute between revolutionaries. To
involve the police in the internal affairs of a revolutionary drgéﬁisation
is an action aimed at. -the: destrruction of that organisation.. . SR
Aberdeen .however, in its' letter to "NoWar!" and elswheie in its publications
expressky denies'that it believes or believed at any time'that;the_ICC B

a counter—revolutibnany'prganisation whose destruction must be Sought,

2 the belief that. the repressive state forces &rd intérested in prot-
ecting the safety of workers and their families, let alone.that of rev-
olutionaries... .. Let us attempt to consider; the response of the police .
when informed that an internstional hit brigade were about to break-in b-
recuperate certaihTfevblutionary documents belonging to thier organisation.
{That these words have not been used to the police is irrelevent, The
investigations as to the link between the supposed assailants and Aberdeen
6oyld net- fail- .to-cems;to: cémmunism: the houses of the Aberdeen comrades
would be searched, anyone who had given their address to Aberdeen would
immediatliey be suspect, the investigatichs into the ICGG would cause at
least great disruptiqn and possible criminal'ﬁroceedings against indiv-
idual comrades.) 1In short, the Aberdeen comrades WOﬁld'be'dead”ﬁolitically
end would have done thier best to destroy 'an important sector of.. the rev~
oluticnary milieu. : ' L o o

Whatever one thinks of the heavy;handednegs of the ICC in the circum-
sdances of the splits, Aberdeen's reation seems indefensible, betraying an
almoest incredible degree of politieal naivete agsto the nature of the policw,.
It indicates the Aberdeen comrades as a danger to the milieu as a whale.

It "is also in contradiction with Aberdeen's expressed position as to the
class nature of the ICC.

Until refutes its actions in this instance, it secems to us that the

group cannot seriously be considered by anyone inthe proletaian milieu as

a contributory group in the formation of a new proletarian organisation.

We feel that this matter must be one of urgent discussion for yYou, and

that a clear statement must be made to the miliem as a vhole. We hope this
will be done, as our political development towards a critique of the
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_ orgahisatioﬁal praétise and theofy of. the ICC (in particular over such
questions as the "conspiracy theory”), whilst retaining a view of class
consciousness,tbat.would seem to distance us form the CWO, indicates'that
we sghare with“yoq many concerns. These have been indicated, but not

yet sufficiently developed inthe bulletins, which have been; understandably
. but, we think, too exclusively, concerned .with:.the question of ‘organisation.
We : would .like to be able to work with you towards a cleareai undefsanding
of . the issues that commonly concern us and the milieu as a wholet 'bijt
unless . you pablicly recognise that revolutionaries cannet under any
circumstancesuinvolve the represasive forces of the bourgeois state ‘in .
po;itiual,qisputes, we will have to. review the possibility of further
discussion :with you. .. co DR IR R .
."Erater-_n_._a‘,'l.l'ly. S

Comrades, .
Your lettér raises an impﬁftaﬁt iésue and gives us gﬁfbppoftdnitY i§;mqke

clear-our position in response to the smears of the ICC. . We don't
think anyone in'the revolutiodary m vement ‘will gain very. much from.
another re-iteration of the ‘events surrounding the splits on the level
of who-did~what-to-who, therefore, we want to stick to the political.
issues involved ds far' as possible, . ' L
1 First of all, let's be clear what it is we're discussing. In the
accusations of the ICC, and to a certain extent in your letter, it's easy
to lose sight of the fact that NO ONE involved the police. What we're
dealing with is the threat to de so. No one in Aberdeen has:any illysions
about the political significance of actually involving the state in the

in the affairs of revolutionaries, Anyone carrying out such an act
irrevocably removes himself from the revolutionary camp. Its not an act
that can be Justified from the standpédint of revolutionaries or the
working class. Like yourselves, we " dont think there is any raom for
argument here and our position on this is absolutley clear, without any
equivocation.

2

No one in Aberdeen has any "naivety" about the vrole and funection of the
police. We don't think have any illusions that the police would have
"protected" us, On the contrary, it would have been disastrous for us
all, What we dig believe, was that the threat of the police would stop
the ICC's rampage. As far as we can tell, it did.. And to date, no cme
has yet suggested to us another method of achieving this.

3 However, the should also make it clear that we believe that even just
threatening to involve the state, is an action which is quite alien to
revolutionary practices. So alsp is breaking and entering comrades'
homes, smashing their telephones, stealing their political and personal
possessions, phyisical intimidation and the deliberate creation of an
atmosphere of terrory As is the appaling and eynical political dstruc-
tion of a comrade by completely unsubstantiated allegations of being a
police spy. All of these actions of the ICC are also quite alien to
revolutionary practice. '
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However, as we have argued consistently in the past, we don‘t beligve
these- actions, however reépugaant, and unacceptable,they might be; changes
the class nature of the ICC a5 an crganicsntion. Similarly, we don't
believe our response to these actions renders-us "politically dead" nor
does .it make us-.a''danger to tlic rilieu as a whole'. Just as importantly,
we don't beldeve that these actionc of thie ICC constltutes ‘a barrier to
fraternal relations or joint worlcs . The. evolutlonary milieu is too tiny,
‘too. fraglle and our. tagiks are too Important to ellgwy . us to ‘erect false
barriers betwaen s -in addltlnn Fo. the ivery real. ones that we are: already
We can see: the'fery real ‘'weight that sectar

-, ianish’ has 1n the communist - rlllou today in’the I?C's blanlrefusal to’
contemplate a JOlnt 1ntervenglon withus agalnﬂt the slaughtter of the

B When:the'21mmerwa1d.of tomorrow arr1ves,tould we
sericusly’ contemplate obstruct;nﬂ it. ‘because of alieged 1mpropr1et1es in
the past? Although we have 11t518 hope thﬂt the IQQ w;ﬂd repudlate their
po11t1ca1 dlsagreement by v1o¢ence 1n tthedr still extant threat to

T EmoVE 1nterna1 discussion bulletind by force from ex-members, we would
be abdlcatlng oir political responsibilities if we allowed: bur' disagreement
with that to become another brick in the sectarian wall. ’

4 Finally, it should be said that these threats were not issued by the
'Bulletin Group which had no collective existence at that time. Of the
individuals 1nvolved, one of the. Aberceen COmrades had no part in. the

issuing of the threat and 1mmed1ate1y d15assoc1ated herself from it, and
the Ed1nburgh comrade, after somﬂ thought dld likewise.

obstacle to future dxecu551on and joint work.\ o

AL e
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‘PERSPECTIVES. (Presentatlon mede at Leeds meetlng by Cormack (Aber
—~ . I . déeﬁu }-_ . cone b TI'E I s e P
k oo FESTI I : H I BTN N
General. Welve had e certelnxamount of dlfflculty Just trylng to,dec1de
"what the. sScope’. G¥ thls discussion shodld be, let alone deciding what the
: deta1led contents should be; Fundamentally, we need a text or texts?‘l
to proV1de the guidlines -for our future act1v1ty. What 1s requlred 15 :
somethlng which L v Tirstly,. defines .in a gerieral wey the task5tof““
revolutlonarles in' the Rresent perlod, end then - s1tuates our partmcular _
ole'w1th1n thata I th;nk dt's sorth saylpg that'. these tesks are .-l
obJectlvely rooted° thgt they. spring from the: concrete needs of the class
'and that - they"re NdT merehy:a prodd&t St our- 1likes ‘and’ ﬂlsllkes pr of
Hat we thlnk our capabllltleSheré. ft‘s surprlslng that we even heve to'.
tate this: but 1t s prec1se1y ‘the : way that ,most: oft tha- ICC spllttere
' appear to have approached their tasksl”Thex've asked’ themselves what st
" they can do. (or like tg. do);|mn hd’ ‘current, périod’ ‘and ‘then’ genera11sed
'from there._Itﬁ éeﬁSMto me. an- approach’ wh1ch hps,the cart totally before
'the horse and. owes llttle JFo Marxisms;:. Qur tﬁske'ane obJectlvely deflne jEe
_dependlng not only our esseesment -of ' the: partlculars af* the' present-L '
_s1tuatlon but also on our. conceptlon of ciass consc1ousness and our under-
'standlng of the: revolutlonary process, 11 m not tiry¥ingtg argue here that
we ' need allthe dnswers to.gll the ﬁuestlons beforie w  KEH act’ but’ that “l
0 Y we don't have &11 these conceriis cbnstantly in the forefront of our o
"mihds then it. w111 become impessibls’ to ‘seperate personal whims from
‘class needs end we will have no ba31s for. for: stable d1sc1p11ned work
in the face’ of the fluctuatlons and v1c1ss1tpdes of the class struggle.
I'm not try1ng to argue -either: thdt- we' 1gnore pur’ capab111t1es.0bv1ously,_
our ab111t1es and resources ALar:. lagk’ of them5 ,deternmine: HOW we' teckle ‘Fﬁ‘f1
our tasks,_or even whether we,, Judge 1t WQrthwhlle toh make the attempt G

Lt

[
LEA

Let us now turn to the content of_th;s text As a-s,ertlng point, we-iiﬁ of
have:some glVene' whlch don't need to be deeltﬂ ,-h ;n such & text'. S
1) .The' class’ llnes Wwhi' the Platform ofin .
Ice - decadence, unlons; perllamenterlsm'tnat1onal 11berat10n ete: etc.h;ﬂ
2) The: role of the partyt "By’ that I mean that in past isgues “of thé ‘
Bulletin we've already ‘definéd where we -stand in’ the Aehatwe: < 4n th i,
one. hand; ‘a réjedtiocti of: 11bertar1an/locallst conCeptlcns ‘hand in hand

with a: ‘defenice of the abSolute need for a party whiohﬁis-centreIESed“ _1 “.lﬁ

[ NEAE I

What: we ére concerned with' i thls text is' the’ pract1¢al appllcatlon of
thege 'givens'. ‘All T. want to’ do today is indicate fhe most centrel ST
issues whlch have to be confronted._ . S ST T P R B et el

i [ S
e s . . B
VUt

The Reassessment of, the Balence of Class Forceﬁ uldf'}f o hread

. L S,
RTINS o e L -, AT TR |
At 5 . i PRI § A

Here:we are’ reelly dea11ng w1th the old ICC quest1on of the CourSe of ;?3¢=”|:“
History. ‘At ‘bne’ end of the debate we have.thé’ Icc w1 h their stanario ﬁi.(h ,
of -an undefeated class polnteﬂ 1nexorab1y at’ revolutlonﬂ and at“the other T
end we: have. the CWO's seenario which gsed to postulate that the. Course" .
towards wa¥ hBad the couree towerds revolutlon could unfold s1multaneously. TP
Today of . course, they ‘seem’ to he' saylng “that; reVQlutgon w111 ionly ' emerge
from pneféﬁhd and total defeat We have to deflne where ve:.stand in thlE azu;@JP{
debates;zi e L NI : v

As a .starting po1nt I thlnk ‘we Can probably reassert the ICC‘s po51tlon

that we enter th1s per1od w1th an’ undefeated Cl&ss. Howaver, glvEanu;l
the current 1mpasse . swvs PO . E fa:*w L'“ e BETE

w 2

Cay :1,.-1
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in the class struggle this very balf assertion. demands a m&bé:ggtailéa look,
and perhaps some serious qualifications. When we: compare the class today with
the class of the last revolutionary wave or with the defeated’ class of the 20s
and 30s what differences can.we sée? Can we Pick out any added weaknesses -
or stremgths?.- . .or To v . AU
Its ‘true that the last revolutionary wave emerged from & situation 6f immediate
defesdt for the class ~ viw thé.brushing-of‘striké$ é{ien¢1912Tahd the mobil=.
isation for_ﬁarmitself=hut'it;jé‘glear that this was NOT on. the :level of the
total defeats of the 20s énd,305.-These‘defeetéiinvolved.not only the more
obvibﬁé'con§¢QHeﬁpgs_o£:and‘effeéts of . defeat ‘but but alse in a very real sense
involved the disappearing of the revolutionary alternative, For that generatlion
of workers revolution had been tried and had obviously failed. For ‘the class

of pre=1917 not only .was the revolutionary altéfnative'StillIwidé:obéﬁ but .
they had behénd. tham generations of experience of successful mass struggles.

strength. On top of‘the”sﬁccessful?massfstrugblés of ‘the period of capitalism's
ascendance there were the insurrectionary expéribﬁCes'off1995 ﬁhi¢h pointea
openly to.the possibility of revolution. Part and parcel ‘of this experience

of thﬁif'6kn_strength;was;the‘traditiqn‘of.politicaiﬁapdqreﬁolﬁtidﬁ%rylaﬁhreness.
We've already pointed out in the Bolshevik article the way that revolutionary
frédctions were imbedded in the life:and:daily struggleﬁ“of'the"i:':"a's‘s;,fAll'g;ﬁ‘=

this explains why the class,waﬁg able. to overcome theé immediate defeats’
Today Qbihayegtp;re¢ogni§g'how much.of this- is lacking in the experience 'ang
consciéusﬁésgfof_the_class;-He're-beginning'to get'tﬁét_experienééfi"fhei__ y
French ' "égi_gt;ikeé.?gland.et¢,'-,but.meré-jusf at the, start of it. We have

to deal th the reality that the;yastxmaﬁorityﬂdf.fufure'struggxgq_ghortuqf=;
the revgl on;fébgyimmédfatecdgfeat.uThug we rcant hgpe to ‘repeat.the 19¢h¢:
heritagefgffsuqqg551u1;atrugglesa.How-do‘we:assessﬁthﬁt?“Té?uhét extent can

tha class regaih'this knowledge of ‘its cqile;tivers$reng£h?_To@ﬁhat4ex$ent E
can it overcome-itg:éﬁqlat10n°1rqh'itsjdiﬁhbewdlutiohgny;fnaétihhs?zThus-we

can see that its trie'to say that the ‘class today remains undefeated in:the:

30s sense.and that the door to revolution remains wide open but that some of
the specific-strehgth% bf,fhé”pfé?1917_qlgsé are .absent: .. . S

( It strikes me in typing this.up that I ha#eihere-hégleCted to make any: .
attempt to look at'any improvements in the'dlass!_revolutiopa;y-pbtential.<3 i
Obviously‘hereiit?would be ﬁorth?lodkingfét the much greater degree to which . :
the world economy is intérconnéétéd,fof example, so that the basis for a very -
rapih_internatibnalisétion'of:struggle is now present - f. thé simultaneous . "
struggles in the steel ifidustry etc - among other things.) . i et

L

Any attempt to asiess the relative strength ‘of the class today and yesterday ‘i
must also look at the changédlrblé‘of‘SOCithDemogtacy;“Ig“uhat;exfeﬁf'ié?it
less firmly implanted in the class today? Theré¢ isnt any question that the
historically undefeated class of 1914 were able to be mobilised for war. ' .. .-
Precisely because of the strength of.Social Democracy and the way that . , .. '
generations of strﬁgﬁlg‘predisppsed‘thg class to seeing Social Democracy as ' .
their organisatidﬁsrlup:ti;lgybﬁiye'Ye*taképLf@t;granted that the class. . = =
is that much:-stronger as a“:égult’ﬁf'réfofﬁISmfhavingalogt its deeply plepted. -
roots in. the cldss. I.think its an agsertion which remains. very largely. true

for us again but agéiﬂ,;iké]tﬁg-aéggrtibﬁfphat.the'QLaqs is undefeated;its on e =
that needs a closer look, We have to recognise that today the hold of « ., :
reformism isnt counterbalanced by the gxistence of revolutionary fractions
‘'within the class,-Despitefthg.prbfound'dgégﬁ§t}ﬁpﬁ‘d;ptfust vhich the class h
holde for reformisin there still exists the residial. feeling that somehow they
are still class organs. Also we have to examinefthg sityation in the Eastern
Bloc and in those areas where the left wing of capital arent allowed an.
existence, Poland shows how potent a weapon the left can be in these situations
for disarming the class and deflecting it. However we still have to see how
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the deepenlng crlsls Meakens , the, Left.,. In the 50s and GGs'the“left deflned
themselves by thelr wlllgngnees to- buy .off ‘class struggles Yt today the y
oermanent shrlnklng of. the world economy. has.. undermlnéd’thelr ablllty to do_nnh
this, Thelr Toom for .manpepvre hag.greatly diminishé&d. More and more they are E
forced to opemlynfollow;the sameypolicies  as ‘the Right, ‘DA% "their promlses"'
can be }fferent Its elear of . .courge that: even. that renalns a. potent weapon'
butllt 1s one. whlchrbecomes exposednvery qulcklyo';n' {’T'f::'_. ‘ .
Its cl 'that We are beglnnlng tO tOUCh on the questlon reised by Chenler
amongs otherstln the debates. w1th1n the ICC -aboiit - whether the control’ of e
the bourgeolsle is belng strengthened o1 weakened by the development o the ﬁ”
crisis, - the questlons about the Left.in Opposition ‘etc ‘which bedev:lied the'7[
latter. dlscussrons 1n ‘the ICC I dont ;think 'wé  ¢dn: 1gnore these questlohs in .
the formatlon of .a new, organlsatlonsbut ‘what s . 1mportant for these dlSCUSSIOHS
is not that we. commlt -ourselves diie. way;or thezother But - that we clearly

deflne how to contaln arid express.these: dLchssxons 1n51de a slngle organlsatlon.
In other words we must. not..only.def ine.ihat the’?eceptable llmits of the debate'f
are - but also def1ne what is- essentialite 'the. aﬁentlty oﬁ the: organlsatlon : '
within that debate.. In. what senselis. it necessary for an'- organlsatlon to throu‘_
its programmatlc weight behind one.analys1s BF another.' o ' :‘” e

Finally we have to deal with the current 1mpasse of the cless’ struggle. ‘How!:!
do we assess the apparent qulescence of the class° Is it a harblnger of: the TRV
profound defeats”tb’come as the CWO would have 1t cr do the classiremaln as. o
combative as ever bith are’' temporarlly stymled by the 1mmensxty of the next..
step requlrednto pvercome the 1mpasse. If 1ts the latter,whrqh in my. aplnlﬂh 3
its ibkjythen its hot ehough Justi'to: be able tp polnt to the ev1dence of i .ien
contlnurngJCOmbat1v1ty,(after ali*even 1h the depths of the profoundett .
defeats ofthe class it was’ possfhle to flnd evedence of combat1v1ty),whathwe
have'{o+look’ for and bé able to" reéognlse are the 51gns ‘that the classg. cang,
overcome the’ barrlers confrontlng .em - 1e.AeV1d'_, 'of self—organlsatlon,
of generalisat1on etc.? i g ' ;

et T R (R S U DR IR

THE ; RDLE OF REVDLUTIONARIESu .

s ST (Although I presente
in Leeds it: became clear to me ’ in. the typlng that
aspects of the same Issue ) : 3

},:’
s as two separate sectlonsn;
_really Just d1fferent

ar'

ts
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The central questlcn wh1ch confronted usin, therspllts £rom the ICC was how
to organlse in .a manner.which. didnt:, fall figul -of. ththraQs of monglithism and

sectarlanlsm. If we are to succeed in thls there are: twd ardas whlch must be .
clearly confronted..: Cmmtaan Do T e e A fot el

1. Why are we separate from the ICCF gpﬂngg ey e

Its cligar that thls is not’ Just the practlcal questlon'of locatlng what 1s;
different “in our: ‘organisational practice or in out theoretlcal pos1t10ns )
{although that is something we must do), but more 1mportant1y we must be able . .-
to make:ra theoretlbal defence of the current nECESSl Y., for, theqexmstence OF e
separate“organrsed tendencies of the classu Both the ICC and the CWO,yin, the1r IS
own differeht:ways,reject’ this out” &f hand. The ICC argues that regroupment,1
supercedes” everythlng éiseand that polltlcal d1fferences can eather be expressed
within the organlsat1on’or,'1f necessary supressed to the level of pr;vateiy t b
held views,in the’ 1nterests of the’ pub11c “unlty" of the prgan&satlonq;The.GWO
for their part argue " tom the ba51s of thelr blzarre pantheon of Preal" and -t
"pseudo" ‘groups, deny1ng any reason forJtendenc1es to exlst outslde the;r
de51gnated four 'real' poles.= oo

;!i.-i'?-ii:i- HAN
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In answering this questlon " 'we have to look at our understﬁndlng of the role rinks

of the’ Party and its relatlonshlp to the classu In .pagt issues of the Bulletln

weve already begin to deflne where wa stand on th1s.,For us.the v1ta1 task of

the party doesnt reside in' the ablllty to organlse the class but in its ability

to provide political leadership based on political clarity., Therefore when we




1g \ LT

look to build an organisation were not looking primarily for the well-oiled

discipline of a military General Staff,but at a gtructure and method of

functioning centred around the process of clarification. (It goes without '

saying here-that;I'm not talking about some .form of academic clarification but
of clarity as a fighting tool of intervention in the class struggle,) When =~ ~''"

we reject monolithism and sectarianism its precisely because they interfere = &

with the process of clarification. In ‘the last analysis its the class and its:
struggles which provide the answers to the debates which animate revolutionaries.

None of us can be ‘certain in advance wo'is right and who is wrong and thats. - S
why the different sides of revolutiohary debate have real physical ‘expression - = -
so that they are thére when the class struggle chopses.the answer, We woyld

argue of course that it would be ‘bést if this maturing of debate and clarific

ation could:éxist side by side with the widest possible regrbupheht;‘ahdfit St e
is this which demhﬁds:the;rejectionwof?sectarianiam and monolithism. Regroupment

is vital,but a'single unified organisation is useless to the class without '

clarity and‘w;thoui’the_gbility.to,respdnd to and absorb the lesgons and

activity of thg;clééSiitéelﬁ;wwetefseen'in-the Bolshevik text how it was this

very. ability:of the. Bolsheviks: which. dllowed them to take up their tasks ' :

and weve algo seenh how the monolithism of the ICC has rendered them irereasingly: - :
blind to reality and unable to. respond to the class. e TR S

2. The Current Isolation of Revolutionabiés ,

As we tried to point out in the Bolshevik -text if‘we'cqhnot;qecognise how .. s
crucially our situation differs)in terms of isolation and size,from the revol-
utionarj’fraétiphs of fhé”la@t re#qlgtipnary wﬁ#ﬁ,wq céntnygng,tq apply the. i
organisational lessons of ‘the past. The, third section of the Bolshevik text - .. NTE
deals with these differences at som length so I wont repeat.it here except, to . ..
say that.We-afé:tini and-r§m§té-ftqmgtthclass_ih a way that would. have been
unimagihéﬁleiin“tﬁeEpééﬁ:;ﬁéibavg‘tq’oﬁeh;i‘bpﬂfrgntﬁthat and make _an attempt

at defining the’ conséquences,stherwise the lessons of the past become nothing
but blind dogma. We have to decide if our current situation is one which will
only be swept away at the point of insurrection or if theiimpligit:assumptions:
of progressive,growthnaﬁd?influepce,iq-pargllel_witﬁ'thé’déépéﬁing-of the e¢risis
and the'glaggfgtrﬁggiéféfé_syill_validnghatéver:&e1Qeqide;qn:this (and it might -
well be“possible to commit ourselves either way) we have to at least realise’ .
and recognise,as a starting point,the degree of our éurrent fragility and the
lack of any evidence of a héchﬁhisﬁwto;,growth in the forsseable future. '

a) What does the recognition of: this mean for ‘our interventionary work?
For a start it very clearly has disasterous consequences for those 'gravitating -
towards the Bordigist vision of the Party., For those who believe that ‘the ' e
fundamental task of the party is to organise the class and the revolution a S
realistic appraisal of our tininess and prospects for growth éan: only lead to =
despair and the belief that the class is defeated or inevitably headed that
cay. The'CWD*ééem'to_have-alfééqy:saidithi ~and it seems tlear that .Battaglia
are headed the same way. C oL o L P

For us however its_mpfe;ﬁ'quesﬁipniof being sble to realistically. assess the. .. .
material limitations-which confroit us 80 that we cah use our resources in a

sane and-balanced way..In'one sense we can approach this on a more or less . .
practical question of -how'to draw the balance between our interventionary.. e
work aimed at ihéﬂqiaés*aﬁd5fhéf*éiﬁéq’at tﬁe:réﬁdlutidﬁaty_milieu, For example,
do we aim immediately.aim for a paper aimed at the class (like WR or WV) ,or

do we concentrate on a magazine aimed at the miliey with mainly leaflets for C
intervention in the class? (With hindsight those of us who were in the ICC can - JET
see that this question was never posed in the debates about WR going monthly ~~ =~ ..
and to newspaper format. The implicit assumption of progressive,almost’automatic ' = = -
growth innsize and influence meant that the move was seen as automatic. The
debate was purely in terms of physical logistics and never really questioned.

the political criteria for the current usefulness of & newspaper.) We also

have to look at the most worthwhile vway of intervening in the class itself,
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Are regular,general,educative—type leaflets,simed at all vorkers wotthwhile
for instance? Or should we Just intervene during actual struggles in a more

agitational fashion? Should we be more selective about the actual struggles.
we intervene-in,etc? 4 -

Itsiéléarhthét‘ﬁyé%;_qgestianswcdnt béiaﬁéﬂérgqfin_the abstract or'jﬁééaﬂﬁ the
basﬁs‘of”bﬁﬁ“péftiquarﬂ resourdeés butmust be Feléiegétp the conclusions we

reach in the first part of this text about the balance of class forces. The
weight''we give to the balance between intervention in the milieu and in the

class in general depends on whether we are confronted with a péribd:of upsurge
or one of reflux. Are we in @ period where_what is impdrtgpt3iSwno¢ﬂsbrmuchFL
oumﬁéb@lity to iﬁtepﬁene effectively in thé®¢lass b@t¥pprqability-to "theorise'
and *to' defend ﬁbl;%iqal clarity? Over and above the specificatien of the -
immédfaté period we have to decide on a mode of existence which allows us

steady systematic organised existence,
functioning as our political bedrock. — o o e

b) What does the recognition of our tininess and remoteness from the class N
‘mean-for .our intéfnal organisatiori? We've already described in the Bolshevil!' -
text-how the constant tension. between local/sectional activity and autonomy
and the central organs was resolved in practice by the sheer size and vitality
of .the Bolshevikg' and,most importantly,by the why they were implanted in, and"
openito,the life of the class. Since we lackfﬁhht‘foday;ddés_that-méan that' ‘'
our committment 't centralised organisation coridemns us_to the: cliquism and'
monolithism of the''sects? It is perhaps not prsiﬁie'to.an$wgr that questign”:
but a.couplé of thifigs can be said in advance. If we are‘hq;hgonSCidus of i
the problém thén we' cant even begin to tackle it,.and‘Secopdly, the

[ : f

isnt one which can be dealt with simply By the prdduCtioplngfbrmalg L
constitutional guarantees in advance, If,for the moment,we cant say HOW to
achieve:what we want,perhaps in the long run that is less important than SR
being clear about WHAT it is we actually do want. T L e e T

it Yy
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fragility: of the revolutionary movement and our experience'ih 6rganiéations Bt
like the ICC and CWO leads us to an implacable opposition to any expression

of monolithism or Sectarianism.’ Therefore we heed a form oi_qgntraliséticn_,
which promotes. and focusses the . widest possible debate rather .than suppresses
it in ‘the name of'orthodoxy". We need 'a centralisation which exists for the "7
purpose’ of allowing ALL members to.play their part’ in the life of therorgamit!
sation and we dont have room for central-érgans which substitute themseltves
for:the ‘organisation as a whdle;:The“cenfrai‘6kgans are not.the brais of the
orgéhisaﬁion and are not.the repository or the bfqdycer ;?—élgﬁclarity.:__f“f““

s T i} e
7Y e

. . O e, . : ie P K .
If we aré to-build an organisation which allows the widest possible debate theh
we have ‘to lodk agaih at the whole business of 'taking positions'. When we v 2
look at organisations like the ICC and the CWO we can Bee that one of the
mechanésms of monolithism and sectarianism is presisely their positive
eagerness to leap into pProgrammatic committment,sometimes even at the first
contribution to a debate. Were not arguing here that organisations shouldnt
take up positions but that it should he done more cautiously. We must be suyre
that the necessity for organisational committment exists. As an example I
cant see any reason for an organisational position on the 'left in opposition'
debate. How did the ICC gain from this? Also its necessary to look again at
the consequences of taking such a position. Its true that there are class
positions which are so fundamental that they are not really open to debate but
I want to argue here that the vastbmajority of organisational positions on the
more transient and conjunctural ANALYSES must be open to wide continuous and

public debate
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As a final comment on this its worth saying that I dont thlnk 1ts poss1ble
or desirable: to build a ‘oncerand-for-all interndl structure in advance of .
antlcmpated.needs. Whatever forms of centraiisatlon we create must ‘be ;
appropriate for our current needs, I"dont.think thers any - ﬂlnlshed blueprint
for’ organlsatlon whlch can ‘be. applled wllly-nllly to any 81tuatlon.

EEET
Syt
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c) Flnally we, want to- Iook at what the recognltlon of our current fragil1ty
does for our(relatlons with the rest of:the milieu. Many of the ICC spl1tters
(viz. the NOWAR comrades) have had a’ strong tendency to argue’ that its not.
p0531b1e in the present perlod to buildz cocherent centrallsed 1nternatmona1

(or eveni natlonal) organlsatlon but that reallstlcally we .can only aim for i

a fraternal network of ilécal. (and localist} groups,based round kernals of S
people who 'trust! each other. Clearly we wouldnt be having. these discussions
if we accepted that but we need somethlng more than assertions here. 1 wont

do it here but at -some point in the formation of a new: organlsatlon we need”a N
more developed critigue of . 1ocallsm ahd a defence of the wldest p6551b1e ‘
centrallsed regroupment. However,hav1ng sald that I think-we do need to:

assess the. whole questlon ‘of regroupment. Im the ‘past the whole qdestlon waq
11qked’to the. 1mp11c1t ‘assumption of automatic growth in size.and 1nf1uence.lJ
Conflnual regroupment was seen as.Just one expre551on of the progressive
strengthenlng we.all assumed was taklng place, With no- eV1dence that this is ,
progresslve strengthenlng is occurrlng we have to ask ourselves today ‘to what
extent‘regroupment is poss1ble today. To what extent does it- depend on the..
act1V1ty of the class and the real material situation?:.I. think we have ito -
reJect the’ 9ld ICC notlon that the material conditions now. exist for-a total
regroupment and that only the act of will, is m1551ng. & think thats ‘elearly:
wronga We cant produce the condltlons for ‘& new Zimmerwald, by an act”of w111.
It was the ‘outbreak of war. and the combat1v1ty of the class that 1a1d the ; fou-
ndatlon for the regroupment whlch produced the party of 1917.f: th-u
However recognlslng this doesnt condemn us to locallsm nor does 1t stop.us
worklng for the widest poss 1h1e regfoupment that we- can;ach1eve. But: ‘as; I've-
sa1d earller the cr1ter1on is the defence of clarity.” Drganlsatlonal “building
whlch compromlsea ‘this -or. hampers the process of debate and. c1ar1f1cataon is:

‘ Worse ‘than useless. If. we. follow the logic of this through perhaps it should

‘léad to-us abandonlng any . cqnceptlon of ourselves as & pole of regroupment,'--

" ag’the kernel oI any future Party but rather to see . ourselves as a ‘living part

of the process ‘of clarlflcatlon. To thls end we want. our relatlons ‘with: the
‘rest .of ‘the. m111eu to be as open and as, fraternal - as” pos51b1e. Tf were
serlous about the reJectlon of sectarlanlsm then we must look 6 the- practical
expre551on of that. That means an openness to debate,to. worklng ‘for::the inst<.
itution of some structure of permanent ongoing debate (like the International
Conferences) to openlng up-our presss to outslders to actlvely striving for

. Jolnt work: and 1ntervent10ns and to turning away .from the language of ultimata.

e

Cbrmack,




T'AY or,nevolutioh?- mle nTato on t]c cou-ue of higtory
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Veighing the La lence Cf class forces between the proletariat. and
- the bourgeoisie’ seems more difficult today th ian at any prev1ouq
‘tlne in the hlstorg OL the young revolutlonarw movement.

JIn the Heady cays of the early seventies when the regroupnment -
which led to the crcatlon cf the ICC and the. CY 0 was taking place
jthere wWas.no' ﬁroblem. le had no Gouhte about the re-energeénce. of
‘the crisis when the majorltv of bourge01q economists still .
rredicted the continued growth of the capitalist economy. e made
apocalyptic pronouncements about the threat, of war when CND and
the anti-war movement was still a phenomenon of the fifties. Our
analvqes were qulcxly confirmed by events and by the . grow1no
p6551m15m of bourdeois commentators. Eut best of all. we had the
1mmed1ate rast hlstory of an enormous upsurae of class strugole.ﬁ
May 68, Italy in 69, Foland in 70, Argentlna and so0 cn -~ see any

of . +he early publlcatlon° of the ICC for varlatlons on the list of
the proletariat's clashes with the bourgeoisie. -
At the same time the caritalist states seemed, helnless elther tc
control the crisie (stronv currencies weaLeneq, trade:- def1c1ts_
““yawned, stock markets rlunoed) or to control the working class
(StrlkFS had to be touvht off, _wtrlkers were released from prison .
kv the threat of general srikes, arna unlnn leaders were. abused and
ignored by their memhprc). Thile no one. ﬁreﬁlctea the. date Qf the
revéluton, there was nevertheless the assumption that the claa
was on a fairly straight course tm a revolutlonarv thallence to _
the power of capital. ”he main threat was Seen as coming from the.
left - the last card of the’ bour960151e.‘ The scenario . (with
Portugal as the model) ‘5aw successive rarties of the tourm901u1e

becomlnﬁ dlacredltem till onlv the stallnlstq or‘the trotskvlsta,j;
would tTar the" path to revolttlon. . . i

In the mid seventles sote oF there certalntles took & knock._,uhe
level cf class struqvle noqe-dlvou.J It took a llttle while for
revolutlonarles to theorls@ this as a'lull in the class ‘trugqle.
The nourgeoisie heqan to claw baor tho ralnv which ~the o
proletariat had made ‘in the previous pericd, the unlonq;j»
refurbished ‘their mllltant 1ﬂage, social contracta reﬂuce&-
standarde'of 11v1ng,,anu the state urﬂateﬁ‘lts meanﬂ of
repre551on‘- ‘

This wag also the period of eurocommunl,m, the hlqtorlc compronise
end governments of parties of tle left. The ICC characterlsec the
left wing as the natural party of government, i'hen sorme members
in Worthampton suggested that the left mirht bave to return to

crpogition when its norularltv wancd t?elr tex t wras crltlceed ana
ignored.

Pevertheless, the Frlﬁlg stlll dpvelobed in tHlﬁ rerloq = e had
the 011 rrice rige ann_nlumpflatlon. "It was ' 'generally folt that
it was only a matter of time Lefore the class overcame the R
ocbstacle of the left anJ the struggle broke cut acain, migre -
nﬁlsoalcally ptrhand, Put also mere militznt and rore generalised.
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Towards the end of the seventlcs this prediction seemed to be
fulfilled. The miners strike in the US, the lorry drivers in ..
Britain, the steel strikes in France and Britain,. ‘the“d6ckworkers
in Rotterdam all seemed to show:.that-the 1ull was well and truly
over. The ICC 1n_part1cular took this as a s1gnal for a much
higher lewvel of intervention and involvement in the struggle

There was a dlfferent character to these strlkes from the strlkes
of the early sevcntles. They -were Etrugoles against a.miich more
determined boury e0151e vho were cbliged to cut back productlon in
the face of the: lump in world tradé and they were fought against
a background of rlslnq unemployment. Even where the strikes were
partly successful in acheiving the aims of the strikers, they were
Pyrrhic victories for the whole of thé’ class.: The greater
involvement of revolutlonarlos meant they were more greatly _
affected by Acfeats. ;

By 1980 there had Peen a swing to right wing governments and the
left wing parties were in dlsarray. The ICC- hailed the elrhtles
as théeé decade of truth - the bourge0151e was going to come.

straight out w1th the rieed to increase unemployment, slaSh wages
and the social wage. The mllltary competltlon bctween the blocs

began a new upward solral and prodtced the meteorlc rise in the
peace movement. S

The - morale of the revolutlonary milieu was. affected by two major
events in the early elghtles - the Lu551an 1nvas1oh of Afghanistan |
which certain elements in the ICC tock to mean that the course to
war had been operied up for the bourge01sle, and the mass strlkes
in Poland which was given only a tentative welcome (except by .the
premature enthus1asts) but eventually halled as proof that indeed
the course was towards revoluton.

For the ICC the past 15 years. has seen the comlng to
consciocusneéss", not of the proletariat, but of the bourgeoisie.
The forces of capltal are putting irnto effect the most effectlve
policy' for contalnlng, demorallslnv and defeatlng the’ worklng
class - the left in opposition. ' But 'at the same time the
proletarlat are undefeated and any day now will return to the
revolutorary path. For the CWO and Eattaglla the course of -
history has always been towards war and revolutlon and recently
they have begun to see war as the most llkely outcome. The-
activist elements of the miligu lfke Hildeat might express. an
impatience with the whole questlon of the course of history but.
their practice does not resolve or even escape the dllemma,_but
only ignores it. The debate. on the course of history today is
characterised by 1ncrea=1nﬂly dogmatic assertion of the

possibility of revolution in the face of the forces of despair and
dermoralisation .

IT

In order to find our way out of the inipasse whlch faces the
revoluticnary milieu it is necessary to examine the assumptions
which underlle our position on the balance of class forces. Ve
need to go boyond a 51mple assertion of the course of historv,

Certainly no meanlncful rcvolutlonary acthlty is posslble wWithout
agreenent on the fOllOWan outline of the present conjuncture:
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that capitalism has entered the crisis phase of what. we S
characterise in. decadent capitalism’ as a cycle of war, . ¢

'-reconsffuctiop:and'crisis:“th&:criSis cannot be reversed but will
"inexorably deepen until it finds its resglution in a new worid

wari“that the proletariat is the only force in society -which can

«halt the process towards war by overthrowing the power of thHe

bourgecisie; and that the proletariat remains undefcated, that is
capable of raising its struggle to the lovel of organisation and
consciousness required for its revolutionary task. '

This formulation raiscs many cuestions in itself. What is the
depth of the crisis and how much room for maneouvra is still left
to the kourgeoisie? UVow imminent is an interimprialist war
between the blocs? What kind of a war: a conventional war with
large land armies, or a full scale exchange of nuclear arms? What
is the situation of the working class faced with an idcalogical
onslaught from the bourgecisie and massive unemployment? How is
the proletariat to reappropriate the lessons of its past
historical struggles when its revolutionary minorities are so
tiny?

It is easy to fingd reassuring ahswars to these questions. For
example that the bourceoisie will not go to war until the working
class has been defeated. But this relies on a series of
assertions about the level of conciousness ef the bourgeoise,
about the nature of the next war, akout the ability of the
lourgecisie to control the course of interimperialist conflict
when it cannot control the crisis. A whole edifice can be huilt
on the requirements of the revolutionary minority rather than
making an attempt to understand the situation we are facing.

If we are to make a real effort to come to terms with the course
of history, we must begin. with the past. Tha sketch at the
beginning is very impressicnistic but our understanding of the
period since the second world war and particularly of the period
since the re-emergence of the crisis is impresssionistic. After
all many of us lived through these events cnd think we understand
them. The first ster must be the appropriation of our own period
as history. The zanalyses that were made at the timc by the
revoluticnary milieu are no substitute for an understanding of the
long term forces which were developing in that period.

It is almost two years since a comrade began thig work with an
analysis of strikes in the post-war period. Cther themes require
a similar extended treatrment: the changing halance within the
political forces of capital between the rarties of left and right,
the development of interimperialist strugele, the degree to which
the bourgecisie has managed the economic crisis and how the social
effects of the crisis have manifested thomselves,

A better understanding of the dynamics of decadent capitalism and
an economic analysis of the course of the crisis are equally
essential. liuch of the cconomic writings of the revolutionary
rovement are devalued by simplistic exrplanaticns of the crisis, by
empirical analyses based on ephemeral indicators like the stock
¢xchange and by a cavalier use of statistics which is the
antithesis of scientific method.

Finally, a plea that we rid oursclves of tho jaded and routine
manner of much of the discussion in the milien today. There is no
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room for phrases whlch have hecome shlbbolcths. 'Qome analyscs are
posed in a certédin way and because they are never dé&epened they .

become meaningless through constant repetition. Even the attempt L

to reformulate them is peérceived as a ‘threat to the whole .
political edifice. As Marx warned, quoting Goethe, "when thoughtof

are absent, ‘words ‘are brought-in as convenient replacements". We :. -

cannot afford tlesé barriers to our own.understanding and to our
task of spreading our analyses to a class wide ‘audience.
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‘¢lass be' such as to produce mass revolutionary organs in the.very nea.i:
future but that thé_gﬁgﬁiguipgjand deépehih@}df'fhégbog;geqiﬁiebs‘atfaﬁ%
oh the.préletﬁfigt__WQﬁlﬁiwplegMidej espgciél{y{in_gpgiheagtlandsvdflﬁj
indﬁStrialucaﬁitélisméprpgug¢ increaéing"ﬁavgs'qf;mags strikes -which
would sweep “away'such aS'ﬁhé'uniohs.and_ﬁreéent”feﬁélution.as being mcd
4queuon-théﬁageﬁdafdf‘thelp;bletariat.12 e e R

* SRR

As we look at the first two &ears of the Eighties hpweverhthisghaS“been-
seen to be an inadequate analysis. The mass stfikeﬂhasnappearedjnot' ,

in thEgcoliéﬁsing'e#oﬁbmies_pfﬁfhe'Weét Edropean héértiands_butpin«the o
collapsing ecoriomies of SfatétCapit@Iist'Pblénd; only to.be divérted.: : <
into_thélgeégnénd”of ﬁﬁiohism._j TR T o _ . St i,
What thé proletariat in the Heartlands have facéd has been a. definite -
increase. in: thie ‘attadks of %he<bdurbeoisie oh'iheirrlijiné standards,"

an increase in exploitation coupled}with:a'policy of wholesale sackings
and abandonment of industrial production throughout the whole spectrum '
of industry as the crisis has gutted whol§~indust?iesnﬂThereghave béen'® "

no mass;stnikes-ia”any major,Capitalist staté“ﬁﬁ‘tﬁe'yeét‘and‘in-féct "
the present ‘hold of the unions on clags'aptidnféeems.stronger-than- et

ever. This is not to Séy.th“t_blésa‘acfiéh has ceased, far from, it.: 1t :
has definitely incréaéed”ih_ﬁhé industrial5nabibnsfbut,§he'nature of .. -l
the capitaliStlattaCk}‘ﬁagéféﬁts and/brhuqempldimeﬁt and the .'harsh.
reality of the crisis® hés_¢isatmedprﬁkérs.iﬁjﬁlmoét“every.eeanmyw

To them the ‘typeiof strugdgle they have beén‘used to seems increasingly ,
irrelevant. Whatfuée_ié afgtruggle to- increase wages. in an industry i, 7
which' is dying on its knees? industries whibh_fhe_ﬁqqrgeqisie:say canngt
survive if ‘wages are hbtféut;andfredundancies'ﬁdt'accepteﬁ,rmhe message’ -
of thg«boﬁ;ggpisié:makéS"ééﬁéé,.Work for léss’ or the whole business will. : .
fold. Where ‘workers have Strqggled‘the;bﬁSdnééséé_péveLiqlged:pnd,; ol doae
milljensi laid off. This has had:a tréméﬁﬁbu&“imﬁégtﬁdnhthgzclass¢~Theiff B
militancy'is!tigh as the number of actual -strikes shows but the tradit- _
ional methods and aims of struggle have been undercut by the.crisis of . -

industry, a situation fhe:boﬁrgéhigiéxmerelyfﬁéyé'%6:ppint to:r toi shows!- -

[
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workers thé’@Ee}éséhesé”pglstruggléaon*$hﬁt,téffain%:ﬁ;_h i
Sa top:with”fhé{@ﬁions._$idce,théy haveﬂas'ﬁﬁch éagérnesé,t0~seewthe*':l
restrudtufiﬁg?df‘iﬁdustry'andf;he saving of thé“écbngmic base of their '
respective:capitals as other sections of the bourgenisie they look _
utterly out of place arguing for a iype of strugglq_irrelgvant<¢0ﬁthe Prah s
present period, In fact btheir recognition. of ihiéﬂhqsxphbduqed-ciearér' _
than uSuSla'fiom tHéﬁ,”aébeptaﬁcesﬂquthé3ﬁea1ity pﬁucapitaliStspriSiéeffﬁ '
and Elééfb}”ﬁhanfﬁéﬁal ¢épitﬁlatidﬁshmWbrkéfs}fof their part, .appeai’ i -
perfédﬂly'éWEréffhétfthé unigns ére"béfrayinﬁ‘“them,'selling them; sut:

( in & caring manner of course) and that they realise the need for
sackings,wage restraint and cuts in the statesindustries if the economy @ =
is to survive " 'till the upturn' and comments from workers in struggles
this past year have shown clearly their distrust and understanding of
the real effects of the Union contral of struggles. Yet they can see

no alternative! While being aware that unions will capitulate they can
gee no other way of struggling than through them. In both the above
senses the workers are standing facing a brick wall. The logic of

their understanding of the "sense" of the bourgecisie's exXplanation

of the situation and their understanding of the unions approach to
each strike has led them to realise that their way forward is blocked
Both the bosses and the unions are telling them that they have come b
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a. brick. wall and must stop*n even: retrace’ thelr steps. They are unw;lllng
to do eather, as the nuiber:of stoppages this: past year has already shown.
They have not. yet redlised that the logic of the capltallst deflnltlon '
of the; 51tuatlon must 1tself be overthrowu, that they must destroy the
wall and walk through to what lies beyond = and there is somethlng ‘
beyond- revolutlon -and not the void that the bourgeo131e would have uorkers
believe. . ‘ . o

The proletarlat are deeply puzzled, but they are not stand1ng Stlll.
Their awareness of the crisis and the 1ncompatib111ty of the plans of
the bosses and unions with thelr own needs is getting. clearer - but they :
have yet ‘to make the glgantlc step to reaect the plans of. capltal BECAUSE
the ends "tod are 1rrelevant for them. Once that step.. as taken:we can.
expect- 1mmense COHSClOUS class action. But 1t is an.enormous step.=-'~
l \

In Poland tha cless posed th1s very problem, The need to organlse your )
own strug.le, to extend it’ beyond the . fdctory, the 1nduatry, even beyond

. "state w1ll be pred1Cated by a. realleatlon that whatever the
bdurge01sie say is’ or is not p0551ble, is or ig not needed, We. are not":;n
going to stand for this. .Already workers are saying there must be an
answer, though many undoubtedly still believe the bourge0131e when they
say there isnt, but have stlll to reallse that the answer lies’ out51de
the framework of bourge01s econom; and system. ‘

C 'i'.'"
wek

For example thé answer ‘trotted out to Lnemoloyment at present is that h
there is a lack of demand. But 1ook ‘around, .there is a scarcity of
everything here and an absolute non exlstence of almost everything

in many partg of the world.‘How can there be a lack of demand. There

is an: enormuus “demand. Yet thlngb are not belng produced desp1te the
fact that we have: ample raw materlals, factorles which now ;lie .idle and
workers' who instead of producmng ﬁoous 11e on, the scrapheap. The logic .-
of the capltallet answer to unemployment 1tself 1s ludlcrous.,

The role of revolutionaries 1n the process of maklng thls clear is cruslal.
We must be clear that the class world w1de has in no. way been defeated._
Who can seriously look at the events of .the past three years and see

class defeat’ thereu Our class st ends puzzled at the brlck wall and 1t is"
our task to aid in the process of clarlflcat;on whlch will result in -
the first bricks being pulled down. B

It is our task ‘to show that the bourgeols anewer is not the only answer,-
that the- cap1tallst ‘answer leads tbrough 1mpover1shment to slaughter,‘ _
defeat and ‘yet- more slaughter. ‘Our task must .be to show the alternatlve, '
to show who ‘dur friends are and who our enemles are, to ruthlessly. i .
expose the' agents ‘of the bourge0131e and to demonstrate the pOSSlbllltles
and dlrect1on of class action in the future L o Lo L": £

.

In short'we must realise that the balance of class forces is stlll o
overwhelmingly positive, that the capltallst cr151s is deepen1ng dally
and producing the basic framework for proletarlan revolytion. The’ worklng
class' still stands at centre stage and all the 1nd1cat10ns are that they .
will remain there= :

Ingram;’
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:,The‘qxistencé gf ré&blutibhar&'ﬁréctiéhs ﬁltimateiy hinge round the

.+ defence of pogitions, Though it would be incorrect to say that'an

[

. organisation is soley identified-bf its positions, such’ key items as

its dfiterital stricture and exteinal intervehtion-being-of*cfubialf

" importanee” it is.the defece of political, stances as an axpiression
of its "leadership' role within the proletariat which identifies! ﬁ

. the revalutionary minority. We face today within' the milieu a variety
of organisations holding a variety of positions eagerly identifyiﬁg

these differences as the particul ar feﬁSon,for;tHeir differeht‘:“”

... i importance and “and autonomy. Yet if this type Qf?aﬁél&siswis‘édfreéf

- We.can say googby forever to any possibility of regroﬁpmént“idr*if*j
‘every’ positiondl’ difference necegsitates a new orgaﬁisaficnél“fdrmf
going onioﬁr.éxperienqe-df the ;gst'révo;utionary wave there“eouid
never be a unified revolutionary movement. On . the one hand we Havé syt
a8 the CW.0. ‘whose' claim is to be an organisation of'utter~Unéh£ﬁityi
€vVery topic being discussed until agréement,‘and;unablettpﬂcbhcéi#e‘

- of: revolutionaries with different analyses of péktain“ngstions‘béihg
able to gyiat;withinnthéforganiéétion;;oﬁjjhe other the ICC who pay’
}%p service toqa hetgragéne;ty df“?gs%ﬁioﬁSLsc long as. one is gleariy
that ofwthejopgapisation’and;”for fear of confusing the proletariat,
is4the one put forward in the press, disagreements for the most part

i, peing carefully kept-within the coﬁfines:qf internal publications, i

énly;ﬁllcygéﬁgutvﬁoyseewtﬁe light of ddy now and . again, and. inevitably
kéﬁtﬁon.a,éh6§t,lgash when ‘so allowed., T FETRI T
R [ CnE e bt : . .

. tlerent it w: 3iq,the internal”and extérnaf”Lifé;of.révblutionaries
during the last revolutionary wave. How much of a regression the 6p.
Years of”#o@ﬁ?pyrevolutﬁonahavancéusad. Revalutionariés’toggy'seqmgtg
‘ﬁ%ﬁe lost. iany ireal idea of what positions are and why  they are héld,
CF R T TR R o . o . : R
ST e ¢ ' - .. ' Lo
Théﬁe'arentwoyaxes along which we-can look at thg_positiqns we, &as

?bg'wquing-classp-These'qLass lines did not ‘emerge out of thin air,.»
or - from the'fertile-brain_ofqépecific thinkers. They are positions -
exh;ainipg,thé'wnrld'thCh‘sfém directly from and are’ validated by the
attion of the Proletariat. ' Understandings of the naturg of capitalist
dééadencé,thé‘rmle.of'ihe unions, ' the reality of:ﬁgpadeﬁff¢apitéyismﬂa

v

and nationalism etc etec aie pogitions‘Whibh,.thouébxyhey may have been

class. We can see Bukhdrin trying to formulate the .irrelevance of; . .
nationalism,;the;ﬁndérétéhding'thqt capitalism had mgved into 'its .. .
period of .decay;:we cen see Trotsky in 1905, languishing in Prison. grying
to:asgﬁsggtherchanges'whichrméant that the day of the progressive., . 'u
bougeois.was over and the day of the pProletarian revolution: nigh. Thee'
remained merely clear ‘ideas to be proven or disproven. The now, gtand:
hate [ ; ZZjandwofhéré)
ankeyﬂglements in qur'undérs%anding today. They form this part of « i+ 1’
+ that set of vital positions we may cladk the class lines. ' L el o
Out with- these key positions , schematically, all is -conjecture, *f*?
It'ig.onLY{when'we come to review the positions of the'revdlutidnaff""_
movement -in.a historical sense that we can identify which.positions
are.of relevance and which are‘mefe‘speéific,sets of: conjuncturai.
analyses. . o R Co :

A



First of all there are those which are the theoretical explanations
cf the basic class lines, the amplifications of positions such as the
economic basis of the decadence of capitalism and the explanation of
the crisis of capitalist society. Thus far no one has ever managed
show why any one of the three, or peossibly four, explanations posed
by revolutionaries in the past are correct and why any false, or why
the acceptance of any one, or more, has any real effect. For the
action of the class did not and has nct validated one understanding
and rejected another. the thecretical explanations of Rosa
Luxemburg, Pannekoek and Mattick still remain to be validated cr
exploded.

There are, however, positions which did withstand the test of
revolution, which do indeed stand as having stood, or otherwise, the
test of class action but which the terrible effects of the long
nightmare of counterrevoluticn have served to so obscure that for
revolutionaries today the correct understanding of the situation
gtill eludes them. Our understanding of the role of the party and of
revelutionary minorities was indeed clarified by the mass action of
the class during the last revolutionary wave but successive defeats
and the virtual annihilation of the revelutionary tradition and the
supremacy of stalinism et alia have so cbscured these understandings
that today we must accept that the true positicn is so unclear to so
many fractions of the class.

There remain therefore those positions which have yet fo stand the
test of class action. Theoretically therefore there is no earthly
reason why these, for the most part, specific analyses of events
etc., cannot coexist as possibilities within the revolutionary
movenent, to be discussed and analysed, but all of which are still
'possible'. But not quite. For there is cne further delineation
which serves to define which set of positicns can coexist. OQur
understanding of events necessarily leads tc actions and specific
analyses lead to specific acticns. While the vast bulk of
conjunctural analyses are merely that, some specific ones are of such
importance that the strategy of the meovement rest on their adoption
or denial. It is easy to explain why such a conjunctural analysis as
any one of the analyses of the left in opposition/power are of such
minimal importance as to clearly merit only a footnote for
discussion. However the understanding that capitalism once more
faces its death crisis has fundamental effects on the construction
and activity of revoluticonary fractiens and thus it is inconceivable
that fractions would treat this key understanding a “as yet
uncecided”, for the very activity of the organisation will depend on
this analysis. If we once more revert to our historical axis we can
see clearly that from the period cf the revolutionary wave come
concrete understandings of reality. Since the regeneration of the
revolutiocnary movement after the period of reconstruction
revolutionaries have not only assimilated the bulk of these class
positions but have, in effect, taken these understandings forward as
& guide to action and have furthermore developed developed an
understanding of the nature of decadent capital, its future and the
requirements of revolutionary action to overthrow it. Revolutionary
organisaticns exist to act therefore to clarify these understandings
and to act as a political leadership, clear as glass, hard as steel,
in pecinting the way forward for their class. Our present clarity
comes cnly as a result of not merely of pondering but of being
exposed to the validation of communist positions by the activity of
the class, beth in the last reveoluticnary wave and in the struggles
which the class have entered into since capitalism once again began
to suffer its mortal illness. Reveoluticnaries must base themselves
therefore on what has been demonstrably proven to be true. They
must regroup on the basis of understandings which lead directly to
specific forms of organisation and intervention and analyses of their
role. All else, I would argue, remain specific conjunctural analyses
which should be debated within the
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movement but which cannot be allowed to form the basis for sectarian

and monolithic posturing. Just as Bukharin ‘and frotsky, among others
pafnfully attempted to construct theories to explain reality, theories
which could not be Proven or repdiated yntil the class spoke, so too-
revolutionaries have a duty to attempt to understand as best they can
what isfgoing on. Many conjunctural arpalyses will and must be produced
but it is the height "if foolishness for sueh to be arbitrarily.eiavatded
to the ranks of 'fundamental positions of the arganisation' unless it
can be clearly demonstrated that a whole method of action and interven

tion rest upon an acceptance of such -a position.:.. -

[N

sectarianism with each group vying ‘for pole position in the
reVOIutionqry leage as *groupjwith'moré'Eorrect_ppsitiohs that another
without any real understanding of the value of. otherwise of any
specific position and the impact such éebtarianism has. Of course it -
is easy to see that such sectarianism has as its root the experience
of«the_Péiioq_of counterrevolution but that is no reasaon why webshould

remain~silent in accéptance of such a situation, Revolutionaries must

As for us we are clear on this issue. If the crueial role of revolut -
ionaries is the clarity they can bring them we utterly oppose -
the leap intd'programmafic‘committmentfﬁt every pogsiblg_pppdrtunity -
§o' beloved of our sectaries, We seek ‘to regroup on clear and un- .
mistakeéblejgrounds-with a firm . committment to the open elaboration

of -aIl the myriad questions still facing the movement g
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’I'FQ.;gkenait-fof”gianted'ihﬂthis presentation that we're all ag;eed
on the necessity for some form of political centralisation in the organ-

“igation of revolutionary activity. So, all we want to do in this

discussicn is locate,.in & generel fashion, where we Stand on, the .
historical dsbates dn centralisation and fhen decide ‘what the practical
consequences 'aré for reyolutionaries in general given the ourment -
Eragility.iof theé novement, and how'it affepts us in particular. Given
‘the fact that on ‘the most optimistic estimete, ws!ré locking at en *
organisation cf less than a dozeg“péép;b,'We‘ré-ﬁ@t‘?e%llyﬁgo;ng'tof‘“
hayg.too mach to say about the- practical syggestions’ for. purselves, -
but, despité-that, we still have to know where we stand on (the ‘questicn
sQ.bhat future ‘devélopments don't take us unaweres #nd so, that we elso
have something’ tc say about the way Other revolutionaries organiks:

themsal?eé;;éff:—zu .. Vi .
TR LA L ! . . S i ' '_!:1—4 . "‘..,"r
1 think it's fair to say, for example, that.a sizeable proporion igF"
our critique of the ICC's monolithism and.secteriahibm ties it imwith'
thein, faulty vision, of ceﬁtfaliéatibn}‘Oﬁﬁmpursé;”ﬁ“hgﬁpﬁhsgyingwthhf L
if only they had gb??g@_fhéir‘céntrééiggtipnﬂright,'tﬁeqﬁ,woulqjhaﬁé'“:”
been,no problems; but pather, that their acttial practice of cent¥al-
isation firstly, provided a fertile soil for: monolithism and ultimately,
became i excellent; tool for its maintainancs, Getting centralisation
right isn't a formula for making problems disappear, but getting it
wrong undoubtedly exacerbates them, " . P
History. - : o . o o S
Before we look at the specific way we're currently presented with the
question, it's necessary to have a lock at the history of the debate, w
which fundementally means a look at the theory and practice of Lenin
and the Bolsheviks and at the critique which the German Left (mainly
Luxemburg) mounted ¢n them, I've already dealt with this at some
length in the Bolshevik text in the last Bulletin (Another Look at th
Organisation Question ~ Bulletin No,2) so IBll keep this as brief as
possible,

The eventual evolution of people like Ruhle and Pannekosk opened the
door to the still-current slanders that the German Left were permeated
with councillism and anti-partyism etc right from the beginning of

the debate. But in reality, all the central arguments against Bolshevik
centraligation from Rosa Luxemburgs critiques of "What is to be Done"
and "One Step Forward" in 1904, to Gorter's polemics of the early '20's
accepted as fundamental the indespensible leading role of the party,
and the corollary that the perty could only bs centralised. is early as
190k, in "Leninism or Marxism", Luxemburg is saying clearly that the
nature and tasls of Social Democracy - “Makes it, as a rule, hostile
any manifestations of localism or federalism". She takes it for granted
that the party can only be builtby, and round, centralisation,

"How to effect a transition from the type of organisation
characteristic of the preparatory stage of the sooialist movement
- usually featured by disconnected local groups and clubs, with
propeganda as a principal activity - to the unity of a large,
national body, suitsble for concerted pelitical action ....
“esecAutonomy end isolation ere the most proncunced cheracteristics
of the old crganisational type., It is therefore understandable why
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organisation sheuld be lcehtra;ism‘“-
(Leninism or Marxism) : =

the slogan of the persons who want to see an inclusive hationqlf;f,'y“;_

The point at . issue isn't‘ééntfalism.par_se, but the ITEEhofWQQnt:alism.

of the. Party. For the Lenin of "What is to.be Done", the struggle for =
"all power to the central committes", the struggle to acieve "the
absclute and blind submission of the party sections to the will of

the cantre”r(aSalmxemburg describgd,it),uflows.diréctly‘from‘a_visigp
of the proletariat -which soes it as cgpable of °nly achieving a Trads
Union conscicusness, With this devestatingly limited view of the =
capabilities of the class, the role of. the party becomes correspondingly
unlimited, It's the starting point-for the view of the party as the
brain of the class, its only thinking part, its Gsnaralustaff,‘charged!
not only with organising the cless and.its struggles buf with the . |
unf'olding of the revolutiqnary.proéess-itself. The raison d}etrq.of-;”*_
such an orgahisation is its "unity of: action", And for Lenin this épuld "
only be:achieved by the total domination of the central orgsns, His%,"‘h_
vision of the proletariat as an unthinking mass with the party as its |
brain has-its direct. counterpart in his. ¥ision: of the party itself .
consisting of an unthinking rank and file = with the Central Committee ™
"es the only thinking element® (Lnxemburg).-Irwsialieéﬂquudted‘iq.ﬁhe o
Bolshevik text his famous dismissal of internal democracy with tue = -

phrase "only the police cotld benefit", At thik point in.his thinking,

Lenin is‘openly équating‘the_disciplinq.of-thg-faqtory with the
political Qiscipline of theinrganiSa@ioh.h R Lo

There's no..quéstion that. the German Left and Luxemburg in particular
hod s vardly more advanced and complete grasp of -the operation of olass
consciousness and of the relative roles of class and party within the
revolutionary.process, e : o o B

For-Imxemburg,?it'iS«thefactivity:ﬂfﬁﬁhe class itself which is at the o
heart.of,‘both;develOPing:COnsciOuanSs and the unfolding of the rev~
olutionary process,. It's taken:for granted, of course, %hat‘this

process is meaningiessrwithwdtuthe_Existenbéﬁamd;iﬁtervénﬁicn'Of the
party within it; but.rejectsd out-of hand is thé_notipn_that:the.ﬁafﬁy; -
however clear or well-disciplined, possessss in. advance, some form of .
blueprint for the proecess,

"Except for:.the Beneral principles.of‘the St;qggle,chere do not -
exist for the .Soccial Democracy detailed sets of tactics E which a &
Central Committee can. teach the party membership in the same way

as troups are instructed in fheir training camps." (Ibid)
On the_dbntrafy:

‘"The activity of the party organisation; the growth of the *
- proletariat's awarensss of the struggle and the struggle_itsélf, are”

not different things seperated chronologically and mechanically, .
They ‘are only Aifferent aspects of tho same process." (Ihid)
Ct e g T A T
From the point of view of -centralisation, a couple of importent
cunseguences flow from this vision, First of all, the political

discipline of centralism is NOT the discipline of “the TEF oMy Or* the
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‘ i #n the rank |
and file - it's the opposite of that. Political discipline is 3
essentially sel-discipline. It i$ "the rule of the majority within:

barracks; aimed at imposing the authority of the centrs’

its own Party";:(idﬁéﬁburg)iFQr”Luxemburg,'the centralised &isciplinef£ "L'

of the party'is directly equivalent to' the discipline of the class's
own self-crganisatién and is necessary o both for the .same ressons -
and that is, the development of clarity and conscicusness is' something
which ¢an only involve the whole and can't be the product of just a
part. Gentralisatibn_exists therefore, to allow the active participat-
ion of all and NOT to impose” the will of the centre, '

The second consequence. of Luxémburg's visionibf‘the class's own .
activity being at the heart of the revolutionary process.and her L
- rejection of. the notion that it's the party which assumes the initiative
of the revolutionary act; is fhat!the party mustibe a living part e
of the class, It can't foreseéd every twist and‘tuin of the struggle, it...
cen't have a ready-made step-by-step plah for thé revolutioh but can - .
only see the way forward in the most general terms..Clarity on the
concrete details can't be. produced by the cogitations of the party. by
itself, but by the class's own activity. If the party is to pick up
on these lessons, t0 transcend them and lead the class beyond their
immediate: gains in donsciousness, then they have to be open and
responsive to the class. Centrelisaticn isn't just for the internal
benefit of the party, it's also a method of absorbing and being
responsive to, the advances of the class. . S

"If the tactics of the'soeialist party are not to be the création
of & Central Committee but of the whole party, or still better, of

the whole Labour movement, then it is clear that the party secticns
and federaticns need the liberty of action which alone will permit-
them' to develep their revolutivnary initiative and to utilise all
the resources of a situation." (Tbid) '

Luxemburg -points out, as I did mt fair length in the Bolshevik text ;
that. in periods when the advandes of the class take the party by | .
surprise, thers's a constant tendency for the central organs to be the. °
most removed from, and the most hostile to, those advances, Always, .
it's the elements of the party closesﬁ to the class which makes the
running, with the téendency being for the central organs to play =
conservative role, ‘I won't repeat here all the examples I've already .

given in the Bolshevik text.

Summary. ) | g e

To sum up this section very briefly, The differences on centralisation
between the Bolshaviks and the Germen Left can be located: in their .
different conceptions of class consciousness, For the Bolsheviks,
clarity and: consclousness is fundamentally a product of, X and the
property of, the Farty which is ‘aceordingly charged with not only the
organisation of the class but of the revolution itself. For them,
therefore, centralisation exists to implément the will of the centre
which is seen a=s the ultimate locus of clarity. The German Lef't reject
this for a much more advanced vision cf the dialectical intér-reiation-
ship .of party, class and conscicusnessi Consciousness is the product

of the class's own activity end the party-filays a~leading rolé within
this process by picking up and transcending the momentary asdvances of
the class. The crganisation of the class and its activity is fundamenil-
ally selfworganisation, What's important is not the ability of the
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_party to organise the class and its struggle but rather its ability
to point the way forward via the clarity of its programme and slugans,

In:thiS“visionjlthe function of centralisation is to allow the active

rarticipation of all in the development of elarity and to make the

<. party acecessible to, and responsive to, thée life and advances of the

class '

I think it's fair to say that in this debate we stand sqﬁafely*with

5. _:the German left, Howquz, tc avoid red herrings in the future, 'I want
© to. make a couple of qualifications o that, when I say that we stand

with the German Left, I dom't mean it as Just another expression of
thet femilier 0ld search for political purity in our heritage. I've
simplifisd the historieal reality of the debate so that we can draw
. the lessons from it and not so-that we can find the herces and the

;.. villaing, We should be quite awarse that the clarity of the German Left

was very much a partisal one and we' can't seperate it from its limitat-

~.ions - for example, their difficulty in breaking from Social Demecracy

and all their resulting illusions about the mass party ete. But we can't

.w1lock at our history for a perfection which never exists, Vihat we get is

& process of clarification, more or leds confused, with moments of
clarity appearing hereﬁand‘there, with the diffgfing,ﬁxperiences of th
different branches of the revolutionary movement highlighting only .
partizl aspects of the problems, Nobody got it all right, It's only’
‘hindsight that allows us %o look at the"totality, at all the contrib-
-utions to the process of clarification; and to draw the leszons, In th
early days of the CW0,. there was much agonising over who was rart of
the heritage and who wasn't (a process “they still seem to be engaged )

- the reality is our heritage is the entire process of clarification,
Ttts meaninglesé’to‘accept or reject the different elements of if,

Therefore, I'm not trying to argue that the.Germar Left got 157511 .
right and the Bolsheviks all wrong, The wholé thrust of the Bolshevik
text.1fi the last, Bulletin was to attack the notion that the:Bolsheviks
had some finished static vision Of orgenisation., The views of "What.is -
to--be Done" were complétely transcended in practice, and to z certsin .
extent in theory, under the impact of .the. high points ‘of the class

struggle. Vhat was argued in thet text was that théyf*>f ged to perform
the role they ‘daid precisely because their practice was in ACCURD with
the .criticisms of the German Left. R o

It's ironfe-that in &ligning ourselves with the German Left, we line

up shouldervi to shoulder with the 1CC, who, while thevretically
rejecting the monolithism of Lenin, have in reality built an organisat-
ion more_monolithic,_mqre centralised and motbe sectarian than was ever

seen inside the Bolshevik Party before 1921, The central urgans of the
ICC wigld a pewer “that Lenin might well have envied but certainly

Tha‘Bolshevik'taxflalready makes a'fairly-detailed comparison between
the ICC and the Bolsheviks so T won't bother describing here agein
the incredible vitality eand confidence of the Bolshevik's internsl.
Life,: . - : : '

Contralisation Today, . . .. S L e
S0 where does that leave us? Given our starting point of our conceptiona
of class consciousness and the role of the party, how do we translate
that into an appropriate vision of centralisation in a way which
minimises the dangers of menciithism ang sectarianism? It has to be
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said clearly in advance that it's a waste of time looking for THE
corrgct model of ‘centralisation, which 'is eternally appropriate for
revolutionary ‘activity and which ws' just have to discover and then apiy.

"Centrelisation in the socialist sense is not an absolute thing
‘applica¥le to any phase whatscever of the labour movement, It

is a tendency, which becomes real in proportion tov the development.
end political training acquired by the working masses in the
course . their struggle." (Ibid) - - ' =

The weight given to.the central urgans in the life of the c¥ginisation
isn't'somethiﬂg'ﬁhichlcan be defired in advance, once and for all, I
don't think it's possible to say thst there is a single corvect
balance to be found in the relationship between. the central organs and
the rest -of the orgenisstion, Rather, it's a living cchanging function
not only of the particular dircumstances of the urganisation itself,
but muck more importantly of the activity of the.class as a whole, In

cage this point seems rather obscﬁre,'fhe'clearest~eipression'of'this“
is.the way that the weight of the 'ésntral orgens in the Bolshevik
Party chliangsd fundamentally at ths high points of the class struggle,
At that point, thé'central.oxg&ns, being more isclated- from the class
were overvhelmed by the layers of the party most radicalised by the |
class's upsurge. The need to' survive and maintain political clarity
which was uppermost in the periods of isolation and class quiescernce
was replaced by the need. to epen up to the class, In such a situation

the balance-between the central organs and the rest of the brg&ﬁiSatioﬁ,f

had .to changg._Tha'ppintwisbﬁbatliﬁﬁs nhot possible to find in ‘adirance
one single way of resoclving 'the tension produced by the necessity of .
centralisation. The tension itself is not only unawoidable but ig.:
necessary 0 allow the changing rdle and tasks of the organisation

produce the appropriate form .of centralisation required,

The Task of ‘Centralisation. R L -

In a way; speaking of centralisation in terss of the relationship
between central organs ahdgthe rést of the organisation isn't the most
1lluminating way of approsching 'the discussion. It tends tu produce &
very static view of centralism and make it look like a thing rather
than as an activity, as a way of working., It's much more useful to
lock at the function of centralisation rether than its form.

Centralisation is necesgary for"reVOlutibnaries-fbr.eiactly the same

reason ‘that it's necessary for the class as a whele. It's a method of _'

assuring that the parts can tike:an'active role in the activity of
the whole, L s ' :
"The.aim of centralisation is thus +o stimulate the active

participation and involvement 'of every element of the organisation
in the work of the whole. Through ésntraliéafiﬂn;,thebconcerns‘a‘ _
of each part of_tha'Qrganisation'become‘the'cqnc@rns.bf the whole;
the actions of sach part become the respunsibility of .the whole,"
(The Functioh of the Organism - a WR internal text by R.Weyden. )

However, that's only half the story. The re versa‘iglequaii§1£ﬁ£or£aﬁt

Centralisation alsc ensures that.the céndérns. and activity .of the whole .-

find expression in each part: For without that, centralisation’ loses

its political content and becomes merely & technical device for adding

up diverse voteslén@‘dpiniqgs[,luremember it being argued in the early

™
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days.of the moyement that if Wwe could have a.computer screén and™ - >
termifial in every members houge we wouldn't need central Urgams; but.
that's clearly fundamentally wrong., Central orgens are delegéted a
political task over and sbove collating everyone's contribution, They
aiso have to impuse a coherent order on the tutsl input; to synthesise
it and -to .dwvaw.out the priorities for the.next stage in-the process,
and return it to the organisatiun, «Tc be sure; this is a task that thy
don't carry out in isolatiun orvexbitrarily; but in a fashion which
"fékqsfagcdﬁnt'of, and. expresses: the activity and. cuncerns of the _
organisation as a whole, This is sumethirng which was entirely lacking
in’ the, latter days of out time in the I0C, The centrel organs had -
no senss of being, an expressicn of the- vrganisation as 2 whols ]
the. contrary, they sew the political dimension of their task as being
8 product of their own activity. dn other words, they had substituted
themselves for the organisation s a whils, Centralisation becams s
method of conveying the cpiniong ‘of the centre to the rest of us at.
the periphery. The resultant bureaucratism and -the emergence of .
p_%;!sq_nal_.‘cli,q_}le_s exacerbated the whole preblem, but: the point here is
no} to rehash 0ld ground but-de try and decidse how to ivoid +he
sepération of . gentral urgans .from the organisaticn as a whole emerging
in the furture, =~ T T e
Conclusions, S ‘ EE B
How to acieve, this? T have 4 say that T don't think there's ‘any '
formal constitutional way of: doing-this, As -we have- seen with ‘the -
BbIShaviks,.the"uitimata;gQaggﬁtqegcanﬂonly‘residb‘in-the vitality and
responsibility of the members-allied: to'ihe radicalising infliénce: of
the class itself, subjecting the whole life of the organisation to ‘the
orucible of its activity, Bits of paper dnd ‘détailed constitutions "~
can't do it. I think we would probably all. adcept the statutés of the
ICC fur example. Likewise, I don't have any confidence in the nostrums
that are always floating arcund about constantly rotating the

peraonell of the central organs, It's got its merits, but as a guarantee
it's useless, 411 of us who were in the ICC will attest to that,.. We

Just havel to ‘accept that there’ sren'+ dny puardntees ‘in advance, all
we can do is constantly bear in mind what it is we want centralisation
to achieve and what it is we want to avoid,

1) We want it to promote and allow the active participation of all in
the lif'e and wurk of the organisation,

2) We want it to give expression to the life and diversity of the
organisation as a whole - I think thet carries with it the understand-
ing that, like the Bolsheviks, factiovns and tendencies are sSeen as a
vital pert of the life of the organisation and are given free rein,

Wie must reject vut of hand the ICC contention thet the appearance of
a faction is a sign of "immaturity" or "degeneration", we must follow
the Bolsheviks and , as a matter of course, allow them representation
cn the central urgans. and the central organs should not feel hound
by the necessity tu present a united front to the rest of' the organ-

isation. The prime eriterion is tu facilitate the prucess of debate
and clarificatiocn,

3) Its role in the internal discussions of the organisation isn't

to take up a position, or to dscide wh's right and wrong but to try
anc impose a coherence on the discussion: to draw out the lessons and
try to point wvut the most fruitful direction for the fiture develop-
ment of the discussion, It's no part of their task to funetion as
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the repository or producer of clarity, or to act as the ideoclogical
policemen of the crganisation, Clarity is a .product of the whole
organisation, not of its parts, o

4) 4s far as the outdide world is concernsd, by and large, central. ..
organs are chergsd with speaking as the voice of the organisation. -

. 4gain, this shouldn't be seen as presenting.a united-front, but of
clearly expressing the life and debates.of the organisation, Obviously,
. the demands of rapid infervention frequently require that concrete
‘positions are decided upon -more or less instantly.and thet's clearly
the task of the central organs. But, as witk everything else, it's

not something they do in isolatidn.” They do 4t as part and parcsl of
the proucess of giving voice'and shape to the .concerns.-of the erganiss’
ation as = whole. The fact that the central organs have publically
spoken ‘doesn't fix that as a permanent pesition of the organisation, .
Time and time agalh, we saw in the ICC, that having mads a contribut-
ion, either in publdic or within the internal debates, that contribut-
lon immediately became a pisition of the organisation which the centrd
organs ‘felt obliged'ts'dsfend_agains+ further discussion. THe result
was the constant polarisation of debate into "dissidents" versus

"the organisationh, T N
5) Finally, it should be clear that it's not pessible to do what the
ICC attempted and build an edifice of centralisation which will be
appropriate to future needs..(gt‘a time; for example, when the entire
membership of the ICC can sit in one rcom, voting at full congriesses
is an astonishingly complex ‘affair of national delegations rather
than the straightforward one of having every. member vote!) : ‘
Centralisation:gan't be isolated from the real 1life and needs of the
organisation in that fashicn. ' : - : R e

LR R w % ® e

This discussion was followed by concrete proposals for the functioning
‘of the new organisatian, - oo
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ORGANISATION

(%)L'Thé”raisoi d'etre of revolutionary organisation is the need f&i
intervention in the class struggle. Our existence is not dictated by
a*whimAQn‘our.part, no® is it predicated upon the possibility that rev-
clutionsaries might be able tc "accelerate" the emergerice of & revolut-
ionary:claSé:coﬁsdidusnesa. No, we exist, as was explained in Bulletin

say that intervention is centrsl to our existence, | .

‘Howevér,‘thissgéneral necessity finds concrete expression within given '
cireumstances which will determine the possibilities for intervention,

In shorﬁl{ghe_revolutionary group, -if 4t wants- to be effective, must .
take account of the general and particular cireumstances which face iti:

it
#

wave. ‘The extent of this, and its significance must not be underests
imated. Today revolutionaries fing themselves not only at each others
throat ,but also in a very real sense seperate from ‘the ‘class. - Thé .
crushifig of the proletariat in the lest revolutionary wave, thecapitulation
of Soecial Démoéracy and the post-war period of reconstruction has severed
links between the class and its political factions. The class has lost
the "tradition" of recognising ang being aware of revolutionary‘org&ﬂiéaﬁibn,
The fadt of this seperation, and the miniscyle nature of the politieal
movement (itself g reflection of this seperation) we believe dictates how

we should approach.the problem of organisation and intervention.’ This is
not' to say, as we shall probably be accused of, that thier is rothing to

do in the present situation, that we must, be "realistic", - This is ntvt
our position, However, to ignore the cofitent. of the historical legacy
which confronts s is to court political disaster, ' e

z W  plagued the revolutiohary?movement since its re-~
emergence in the. 1960s has been its failure to come: to terms with the fact

(3). One thing which has
that there is not, nor do we eipect-to‘see, & single monolithit organ-

isation in existence, Nor is thefe:a looser umbrella’ organisation within'
which the revolutionary movement comes together. . e

The failure to come to terms with this, which itself makes unified'adtiohr‘
even more difficult, manifests itself as -an ongoing sectariaﬂism,-perhaQS“
the most hideeus -expression of this was that found in the GWO when it B

characterised all PQlitical expressions other than itself'ds reactionary.

More.geterally, and épparently more benignly, it also app@ars ‘ds the jdea
that a single group is the pole of revoluticnary regroupmenty’ This = - ,
belief, which is confounded by the details ofirevolutionary unification ih-
the last revblutionary wave, is a product of the isolation and immaturity
of today's proletarian milieu, The notion .that a group is the pole of
regroupment, that it alone possesses political clarity, is an attempt to
bridge. the barrier~between the class and revolutionary groups; groups
take "the sebera#;pn 8s a consequence of the lack of political harAness
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i ;
and absolute homogengity in organlsatlon, in other words rether than per-
ceiving the distance between the class and its political factions as
having its roots in hss orical experlence it sees it as simply a failure
rooted in the actions of . .bhe factiong, "Henee, jan get of will im the
answer, The logic of thls understandzng (or proba ﬂy more corre tly,
lack of understanding) was played out in Intefnational Conferences which
were initiated by Battaglia Communista, Battaglia and the C.W.0,
the latter organisation. -increasingly Beeing the Italian group as the pole
of clérity, could -pot tolerate the preSence of an organlsatlon which did ,
not conform te their view of the party. ' Hence the I.C.C. wéa squeezed ‘
out ' And thls practlce was Justlfled as a poeltlve gain for the clese.&‘

Hlstorlcally, past regroupment did not proceed according to thle monollthlc
vigion® (the -historical details and content of past regroupment will be
dealt with in a future Bulletiny, “Today, as with the, past, 1nternet10na1
regroupment will only occur when revolutionaries recognise that a degree of
heterbgenemty is not a. circumstance to be feared, nor is to be overcome

by burésucratic manipulation, . Contrary to what -aope revolutlonarles _
believeiall the problems which face the class héve .rot been reeolved’ o
it -is this which gives birth to the multlpllclty of polltlcal expre551ons
within the proletarian movement. Histroical experience of. the glass - -
has certelnly'resolved certain. queetlons the nature of "reformlsm" and -
the'decadchee of,eapital, but their abe. flner detailed: polnts which -

have ¥et to be answered, It is &bsurd-that 'any..one, ~group can put ;teelf
forward as the clearest expresszon Wlthln the proletermen movemant that

is clear'on all~queetions. c g e .}_*&{ -

The fallure of the Internatlonal Conferences is probably clear to all but
the eelf—deluded C.¥.0, and Battaglla.' This failure, hOWever must not
dlecourage -us. from the. strug@le fcr revoluticnary. regroupment .. We
recognlse our: seperatlon from the class and the internal secterlanlsm of
the movementi, at times these realltlee can "weigh like.a nlghtmare“ but
“'thi* nightmare will only be obllterated if revolutlonarles come to” terms
with the political world they lnhablt We see ourselves a8 part of the

. struggle to regroup revolutlonary forces. Qur- contrlbutlon to dlscueslon
" of the erigis which is affectlng the milieu is part of thrs process, We
are not, mor would we claim. to be the pole of international regroupment
gch’a claim would be: absurd What Wwe are is one part of the mllleu's
struggle to:become aware of 1tslef and 1ts reality,"

Fooee b .
Lo

(4) How do we see regroupment proceed1ng¢ o In a word by openess{ thls
does- not mean; unorltlcally reletlng to the varicus expre5510ns w1th1n the
proletarian movement, but’ #+fdoes fequire an acceptance of. the ex1stence

of a movemnt. Other perts of ‘the proletarian movément,. wether it be the
‘C.W. 0.5 the 1.C.C, or some other part of it, these we do not 1ntraneigently
oppose. The enemy is capltal not e’ proletarlan movennt, .This'means
that we wish not onlwg to polemicise with -other groups but also to1ﬁork _
“with® them,. Non—secterlanlsm which we espouse w111 only be testedidin the
larger class: e;ruggle "~ Our ability to cooperate. on a prlnclpled basis
will bée the touchetone of our non—sectarlenlsm- &lthough ‘having daid this

- we cannot unllaterally "cooperate", if we find our call falling on deaf

ears then =21l #e can do is to struggle against the desfness, We sge
the Bulletln asgone means of thls struggle and this cooperatlon.

1 .
l

(5) AS we etated earller thé genersl and @@rtlcular clrcumstancee which
face a revolutlonary group will' largelly govern what ig: .possible at any
given moment; . .We.zre a small group., Our regources are limited. ThlS

meane that more than eﬂpr we must beware of launchlng ourselves 1nto a
o1 1n Ml ) ) ) | e

[
b 7 Ly
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‘course of activity which will burn up these limited resources. Thig is
the particular reality which faces us, - At the more general level, and
this applies without exception to a1l revolutionary elements, we mist take
.account of the broad objective limits for struggle and intervention. We .
do not beliewe, unlike the C.W.0., that a significant presence within the
class can be achieved by a mere act of will, Factory Groups and :
Discussion Groups will not nagically appear simply because we might think
them necesssry.  Nor do we now believe, as we did when within the I.c.c.,
that the act,of.moving into newspaper format will solve many of the problems
of seperation from the class, For this seperation 'to be got over two
elements are necessary. The firat is the need for the class itself to

be struggling,kwe cannot initiate struggle, It is in struggle ﬁhatzthe
cless becomes aware of itself ag g class, however,this awareness is not
immediately born in the struggle, it is necessary that their be a .
revolutionary presence ie, an organised. political faction, This is the
second'element'ef the . .equation. For a political group to bhe able to
make influerice the class in struggle lt‘must have a deep political sense~ * -
itivity, be able to read the class struggle and know when to intervene and
saying what. ' The formalism of immediate newspaper format. daily atanding
2% the factory gates or ealls for Factory Groups now is no substitute for
this poiitical-sensitivity. ' I .

Given our size and-¢he.generalconditions which exist at the moment
(both the quiet in the class and the nature of the milieu) we seec the
bulk of our work in the Bulletin being directed towards' the milieu, o
Thié;does-FOt; will not and must not*activity directed towards the larger
world, U7 T : * *preclude - . '

(6) Finally, in the past we have been criticised by the C.%.0. for = o
being:é'"psuedofgroup", an organisation which should not in fact exist, = .

but should return to ite natural home, the I.C.Cy (we await full thedretical
developmeént of this concept and category of "péuédc‘grbup“,gas‘yet we o
have only been given @ hint of the edifice w ich supports thim), No. doubt, =
how that we have erystallised. our politiesl break'from-the_lgc;e._into_ R

a formel organisation this criticism will be repeated, so we take ‘the
opportunity: to' refute the notion that We are merely a rerun of that
organisétionB PQ1itics. . o

It must'sEemHVéry ironic that- an organisation which ﬂec1afes itéigf £or

cooperation and openess in the international milieu should begin its life .

as a split from an existing group, apparently*further‘frégmenting_ﬁhe .
limited resources available to the ¢lass. - This split, however, was.
forced upon us, we had no option but to leave an organisation whigh had .
shown itself to be unable to contain withih' itself internal dissent,
The fact that the splits from the I.C.C. involved some of the most sordid .

political:aétions since the rebirth of the' revoluthonary movemert should

not be allowed to obscure the political content of the affair, We see N
the manner in which the I.C.C. responded to the splits as a logical expression
of the inherent monolithicism of that organisatien, Certainly, on the face

of it tﬁe.organisation was committed to internal discussion, bit the fact

of internal life denied this rhetoric. = This is not the place to_ﬂetail

how this manifested itself, this would require reference to discussion

texts vhich were never made public, what we can do here, however, is. |

spell out the general framework within which discussion broke down and

dissent was stifled, ' ' : ' o
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the centrzl organs conceived their tasks. - At one level it was taken to be
the case thet they cocordinated and unified the actions of the organisation,
and synthesised discussion. With this general conception we find no fault,
The failure of the I.C.C. was its inability bo allow discussion, indeed it
feared discussion which was disagreement with the central organs; this

fear was the fear that internal disagrecment would threaten the external

Crucial in the monolithic domination of the crganisation was the way in which

activity of the organisatira. How did this fear manifest itself?
Essentially it appeared as a premature rushing to take up positions on

all issues which face the clags. We do not take issue Wwith the demand
for revolutionaries to pronounce on the engoing ‘struggle, but this doés not
mean freezing discussion. = This is exactly what the I.C.C. did. ~Rather
than seeing issues which were not directly found withih the' class lines of
the Platform a&s part of an ongoing struggle for clarity (which is how we

' conceive them) they took them to be - questions which could be definitively
answered by the didtat of the central organs. . The most notorious public
example of this practice appeared.in the form of the "Course of History"
and the "Left In/Out of Power" 'debates', Internal dissent from these'
dogmas of the organisation were denounced as threatening the 1ife of the
I.C.C., and were explained as being products of an =lien political strain,
characterised as the intrusion of bourgeois ideology. Wher“fhe cracks
eppeared in the rigid edifice of the I.C.¥, it reacted by refusing the
right of factional dissent, tow.the line or get 'out was the melsage.

. T K .
This mode of internallyﬁorganising,:being;unableth,pop§JWith dfgégreeménti
is very similar to the actions of: the C.W:0. - for this' see Bullekin 2,
"The Hunting of the Snark". = Why should revolutionaries be #o afraid of
discussion and disagreement? . As.vwith most problems. which beset the
revolutionary movemnt today this is a response which finds its-sustenance
in the historical rupture which exists between the class and its political
. faetions. . In the I.(.C. monolithic domination was the means whereby
the organisation coild defend. itself against what it saw as the threat
.of further isolation,Asqmethingiwhich_WOulﬂAfdllow from dissgreement
within the organisation being given a public airing. - This they believed
would hampér-théir_ability.to_intexvené‘in the class struggle. Bt this
monolithicisa far from aiding the organisation ‘actually elosed down its
-ability to understand and intervene in the olass struggle. " Prematurely
" ‘achieved positions very quickly becane dogmas, the exomple of the Course of
"History, and the nonsense of the Left In/Out of Power is withess to this. -
‘Despite what the I1.C.C. claim we are not empiricists, but we 'do sdy that
if an organisation refuses to teke note of empiricsl reality then some-'
thing hag gone .far wrong. , Being empirical and being empiricist is not
the same thing. -Their fear of disegreement has dviver the I.c.c.v T
towards the ‘defence of positions which. clearly have no: empirical bBasis,”
The stipizicil resdlity of the I.C.C, is that those who refuse to accept '
the hegeﬂony’@ﬁ;thé_gentralgprg&ns_must get outs~t It is not possible’ for -
us to efist?wiﬁhin,suqh,&nfﬁrganisationgfg;**i' T
gt ot T L R SR / o

A operiess im’ external life must be reflectéd in internal organisation.’ .-
Central”organs must not:bé’chabged with"the. task of dominating the ¢rg-
anisation, = Yes, they give an.orgainised palitical lead: within the.class
struggle dand cocrdinste intervem¥ion but they must not. shy* awdy from-and’

stifle debate,.either internsllly or externglly. Debate and disépreement = °
is not a luxury; ig'dsistructural to thé proletarian movemnt. It reflects
the historical uncertainties which face the class, it is witness to the

fact that deéfinitive answers have met- been givery problem which faces the
class. In all political modesty we see our aim is to play some part in

the reorientation of the proletarian milieu and help make it more effective
in the coming de¢cisive battels with capital,
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®e are happy to print below a recerit text of the Tampa WQrkers"Affinity
Group. TWAG recbntly‘sent_us.a himber of,@exté'aSKing.us:tb print this
one. Readers can obtain copies of thei others, on the March 1982 ‘Confer
ence in Seattle and on the Miami Ghetto ricts direct. from TWAG ‘who may

be contacted at P.0.Box 16000 SG Tampa Florida 33687 U.S.A.. o
THE woRLD‘EcoNOMIc;cRsts:’CAPiTALISM"-'oNE;WAY TICKET TO ATLANTIS.
The world-crisis‘éﬁ political ééohéﬁj}df theﬁpapiyéiist mafket¥ecpnbmy' T
is blindly~dniving.it591f ahead at top speed.. From Mexico to Rumania, By

from Italy:to Nigeria, from South Korea to Brézilhevery'ﬁationﬁétaté'bf e
dapitalist=irrationality continues, its' guideless toboganning-toward = ..
total economic,political and social collapse. All the St;hcturalefimf: S
institutiohsloﬂ.the-gibbal capitalist system - bénking,moqetarx'ﬁoficy
commodity traffic,investment ,amortization —:nawAfaqé“thefjugt,prgspect

of nucléﬁr\diéinfggratidn. . A B s .
Even the various bought "and sold intellectual mouthpieces of the bourg-'
eoisie no longer keep up a cheery pretense of "“imminent recovery', of (%
possible soliitions to the crisis., The'Reagan;ad@ihistration's>é§gpqucvqs

Counéfl‘GMartinfFeldsféin;Donald Regan and David Stockman), the . '
Congressional“Budget Offite and the Federal Reserve Board in the Udse: oy
and*tﬁé*érganiSatiqn for Economic Coopefationlapﬁ De#elopmeﬁgmfand'“ﬁ .
Time Magazine's European Board of Economists abroad all agree on thiss
Hard Times-Ate?HEré”Td‘Stbyl L Co L e e
Glooi ?n&:peSsimism;sqmetimes bordering onqdesperatiOngare,;he watch: . ;
words for all capitalist parties. Just listen to the voices of shit= i«

scared’Fabbits. "All claims.that the recession is ending now ring: i,
rathet “Hollow", ihtbﬁesﬁeorge Peff&’df:the‘liberal thipk-tankmﬁfbékingsu
Institute, For Harvard economist Otto ‘Eckstein, "The eébnbmnys;:"7 B

probobly in the worst shape it has beén in: for nearly half.a century".:.
And’ihhh6USe.Kenned&wFamily economist Walter Hgiié};'uThiS;isntHe‘-;A:.

deepest and most dahgékous'races&ibn'of the,pésthar'peripqﬂﬂ_sﬁféTF:'” .
mast Hangerous-for”yoﬁ,bﬁtwan_eliiir fqr:qs_— the world pfolépa;iat#*w
"We aré sitting in the midst of = major_déprggsidﬁ",statéS;é'$6mbre.”l
Rimiér de Vries of Morgan Guaranty Trust Co. The etonomic crisis is. .
.K?withoﬁt precedent in the postwar world" acco?diﬁg-tbﬁthe:hegqiﬁlr'fif
bourgeois Paul Volcker,Chairman of the Federal Reserve Bank, S
_'?h thé«U;S.,fDifectbr'ofgghé_COngregsidhal Bu@ggtjoffice;éiipe_Ri#lip_
quiétly-declaims'"Thé uﬁéMp;Oyﬁént problem is_ndt‘gqing'awqy‘quickiy"q,.

And all;these‘ngperts”=nowﬂﬁnder3tand that"thg_ﬁéjnsian ppiqk is"played
out agiwell: as Rivlin puts it in summation "The experience of the' |
past ‘decade’has made économists a lot inore sceptical ébgﬁtndéiﬁﬁfthé.’
féderal budget to create new jobs." The .January 10th :issme of Tife:
magazine gives ‘the best :condenséd testimony: Noone” has. produced”’ -

yet the ‘sort of wide-ranging- answers needed. What 'is ackngwledgda 'i's :
that: there are no'quickﬁfixes;"'Céftain;yl 'No quick: fixes" for‘capital
‘:éiééptwfor”itxto slowly st}aﬁgle the life out of the international:
proletariat (by its I;MaF.'garrqttér)y‘br‘fiﬁish us off not with

- whimper,but with the bang of a mu$hroam‘clou§£ R R
- waemefhye._fWOrkersfof the world - muét'rejoiﬁé'at the onset bf

fi;?:fhe advanced stage of the global crisis because these very abjective

features.of increased misery and suffering have &lso put forth ‘the o
real material‘énd éubjectiyé‘boﬁditions forha;éenéralise¢h¢lésé.dffggsi#e
against oppressive and woeful capitalistﬁrulé;‘EVery-mQtiogmﬁohafds' 
breakdown;towards'désdrder,towards disempowéfmenffﬁbwards,iffﬁtfﬁnality
gives us an opening, a world-historic opportunity to contest our class

_enemy - the bourgeocisie - for humanist power: to raise an antizpover,

:f:_a Higher Order and Reason which will bring to an end all exploﬁ;ation

"and ‘alieriated soeiéty, to root out the domination of capital, of
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,exchange value over human community,and to begin to usher in an epoch
".of global libertarian communism. But let us first meaSure the ectent

of the crisis,

~ UNITED STATES.

'The severlty of . the CrlslS is. such that now the heartlands of capltal—

1sm are belng h1t hardu As the most 1ndustr1ally developed, and there

'by the lynchpln of the Western bhloc, the situation of the Unlted .States

' assumes dec151Ve  importance: its'‘economy is plvotal to all other

members of the Western array ! and the world capltallst market as aA,
whole. ) ., { '

As we, have already p01nted out, thetmood among the Us bourgeolsle is

‘und1sgu1sed panic. And in this regard, they show good sense. Offlclal

unemployment is at. 11% and climbing every mbnthi: ‘the real level

“ﬂtaken with those who rare underemployed and even stopped 1ook1ng for
.‘JObS is probably,tw1ce that. figure. Accordlng to the US Labor, Dept

12" mllllon Amer1cans are out of ‘work. Mast of these are. 1ndustr1a1

workers from the. Midwest and Northeast . . autonorkers, metalworkers,
coalmlners and: textlle workers. Government statlstlcs pIace unemploy-

.ment. in M1ch1gan at 17 2% and Ohid at: lé% for black teenagers - the..
'natlonal rate is over 50%' Both publ1c and prlvate pred1ct1ons for

Vgoods._ Blg farmers would cut: back‘their output on arable

1983 Jobless levels glve an-: anxious nod “ta; eVen hlgher figures!. .
The US 1ndus¢r1a1 capacity is operatlng ‘at less than 68%, which means
that nearly a third of theé country ] plants, factorles “and m;lls,are.

_standlng 1dle; I{I‘he bus1ness tax-cuts meted” out by the Regan Adminisf.
“tratlon, the,.supply-s1de' farce; has gone for naught' companies: are.

going to reduce real capital spending by 8. 5% in 1983., How .can_ invest-
ments be made 1n new. productlon when the factorles and plants already
errected are s1tt1ng unused?’ Chme

Buslness fallures totalled ower 24,000 in 1982 “the hlghast number
slnce 1932. The US trade deficit will exceed the 1978 record pf a. .
BA42.4 b1111on mark, - There are, and can be, no buyers. for expensive.
us goods in the saturated and depressed 1nternat1onal market-place,
In the States the Gross National Product (GNP) fell to a -13/4% 1n,[
1982, and both ‘government and private economle ”experts"'sheeplshly
antlclpate only a marglnal rise in 1983~ of 1eSs than 2% Inflatlon,
has been purtalled somewhat onlyi because’of the oVer-all torpor of

*"Yhe market- .and :even at lower retail piices’ ‘mokt Amer1can workers can

hardly afford anythxng more than the bas1cs..,. food, rent, gas and.
clothlng (if they are lucky)e -t At the ‘turrent” tax and outlays level .
the federal budget Wlll .Score: $200~b1l110n in the red for "common C
sense" buslnessmen-actor Regan.‘-The only government schemes to lower
thls def101t are even:fiore’ slicing of the soc1al waoe on unemployment
med1ca1, food and pension benefits for the:! worklng classu ,,q_:_.t1‘
In agr1culture, the. glut af" farmlng produce has ‘also’ caused a dramat1c~
crlsls of the capltallst market.; Indehtednéss and foreclosures are o
runnlng rampant among,small farmers,” éven W1th the standarlzed federal: ;
subsldres_and huge overseas ;allocatisns. Agrlcultural Secretary John=1
Block has ‘Come up. with o remarkable plan “£o bail’ out the flagglng
farmlng 1ndustry and alsg: reduce the massive government stockplle qf

‘ ,land from;a. p'
mandatory 20% to .a mandatory 50% - anad 1n turn would rece ﬂ back TR
pay ent-1n-k1nd pf crops nQW“held in government storage, wh1ch were
bought from these same: agrlbuslnessmen in "the first” place, to,sell a!
second tlme on the open market! This" i'$ the keen loglc ‘of. capltallst
1nsan1ty, whlle all humanity 'is literally starh1ng under the impact of
a 11fe1ess exchange-market the US State wants a 50% reduct1on on
faod-stuff on order to keep the agriculture industry, and malnly the
conglomerates, f1nanc1ally sound' Here one sees the essentioa signature

of the capitalist system; the overriding priority of market over human
needs.




EUROPE 4

In Europe the crisis is taking an even higher toll on capitalist
stability. Austerity is the order of the day, for both right-wing and
Social Democratics governmente. Thea Eurupean bourgeoisie prefers a neat
division of labor, fhe'”?ealist”'conservatives call for the end of
the "welfare state", while the Left clamoirs for more statification
while aut of office. Like the edginess between the United States and
Japan, squabbling amonyg the Common Market "partners" has led to new
cries for protectionism .. tarriffs, quotas, fixed prices .. ini'some .
quarters as each sinking ship of capitalist State scuffies to save its
own thick bourgeuis.hide. This nationalist fervour is being led both in -
the U.S5. and Europe by the TLeft and the Unions: just likevGenerai Patton
lets lay it ‘on -s501idly on the other son-of-a-bitch! o

Great Britain is at 13% unemployment and.climb%ng,Q% inflation rate,
GNP at 0% The 1983 forecast: more of the same except worsé!f
West Germany once thought 4o be the stud of the Western European
blac is behaving more like 2 eunuch., Unemployment is!at_?% and pro-
Jected at 9% in 1983. Last year inflation ran at 5% while economic
growth dipped to 51%%; business failures are alss accellerating,
like the bankruptcy of the AEG~Telefunken, the.elect?ical‘eqpipment'-
giant which called it quits in July 1982, The Kohl regime is currently
embarking on the pntent Reagan~Thatcher scam of lopping the government
budget, ie. knifing the social wage for ‘the working class, and the: .
results - burgeoning economic collapse - will be the same. Watch out . ..
here for the wolf cries of the unions-and the left wing of social
democracy (and the moronic Dreens &4s well). . LT e
"Socialist!'France has also gone the way: of all'éhopkeépe:s: sock it . T -~
to your customers! In this case theugntire working class of France.
Wage and price controls were quietly enacted, the socizl wage was priuned. .
down to compensate for a 2.4hillion & Year running deficit (sounds
familiar?). Meanwhile,notwithstanding the promise of Mitterand of
"full employment?, joblessness iz at 9%'and'rising,inflation is up tp
12% with the GNP .a mére 13%. No' wonder they're so hot for the Sibériga.
pipe-line:deal - God knows the bourgecisie needs it! T :
Italy of course is in the worst shape of all. Its governmental CT
indebtedness is over 8.52 billion - 15.5% of its}entire Gross National
Product! Inflation is a staggering 17% for the past year}:unémplo?mént?ﬁ .
is over 9% and Elimbing and ths growth prognosis - nil! The multi-
cycled Fanfani government has the same answer to the crisis that its
had the past: no answer! o T
Where the Left hasunecently come to power - France Greece and Spain -
the governmental."Sacialists" havé quickly abandoned their credentials
and palliatives of a more firmly ststified capitalism,turned squarely
to a centrist position. This has then conveniently allowed the. left
wing of ‘the SPDs,the unions,the various Stalinist and atﬁgr_Léffists
parties to take up the role of tHe 'truye' workers opposition,the real
defenders of Euro-state capitalism, : PR

WCRLD

Arzsund the planet evé}y Zone,every quadrant of national capitalist

velue is rapidly losing its green hue. The total world debt held by

banks and governments is $706 billion., For these less capitalised -
countries the.figure is £626 billion, Topping the list is Brazil

at 890 billion owed. This natural resource rich Latin American‘land,

once presumed to be the HorétidnA.ger af the southern continent has just )
been given a monetary respite (one bigger than the August '82 transfusion:‘
to Mexico) by a consortium of its 1000 banking creditors. The Brazilian .
bourgeoisie had been borrowing heavily on the basis of its bPreviously
strong export ability - coffee,sugar,tin and copper - at the rate of 8.1
billion a months for every 8400 million paid back when the walls caved:

in this past December.It taok no less than :Paul Voiker to organise the



42

liquid fix: £1.2 billion from the Bank for International Settlements and

a reluctant grouping of world bankers to fork out over another 4.4 billion.
Others with massive foreign debts are of course Mexico (883 billion in
arrears);Argentine(g43 billion),South Korea(£36 billioh)Poland(g24billion)
Israel (826.7billion behind),Egypt (£19.2 billion),Yugoslavia(g19billion)
Rumania -~ which just postponed all debt payments (S9,9biliidn) and
Nigeria{£9.3billion). Chile with a 219billion. foreign debt and a pop.-

of 11 million people(the world highést per capita indebtedness) has just,
along with most of the rest,requested a large infusion from the Intern-
ational Monetary Fund. (4nd of course the standard ante for an IMF
loan‘is‘total‘austérity;wage freeze,consumer goods price hike,speed up
slash the government budget/social wage), Major US banks like New

York's Chase- Manhatten,Citicorp,Bank of America and Chemical are holdin
the bulk of the World's 10Us meaning that the financial redemptions are
imperative and a foregone .conclusion at this time. Meanwhile the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation has Just had to pump £175 milliion into

some of the smaller and exposed N.Y. banks. ‘

What has cahused this global crisis? Why did all the bold plans for
"modernisation”" by these developing capitgdésinto the incinerator? Because
of OPEC 0il? Beczuse of corruption and and "poor management'? Because -
of Western Bankers' greed? Of course not and these are just part of the ':
endless -smokescreen thrown up by the clever bourgeoisie. All of these
capitalisation prbgrammes failed because of contradictions inherent
within the system itself. Simply put, there was just no sales space
for all of the various commadities these countries tried to lay on the
market all at once in competition with each other and the advanced ..
capitals,. There is already an over production of goods, services and
technolegy which the value-defined market cannot accomodate. There is
an inability' to circulate,to sell that which is already there. The
resulting contradiction of the ‘domestic and fargign-markets_shqws,that
less overall i#nvestieénts could be amortized, less surplus value (profit) .
realized and'espécially by the weaker nation-states - Brazil et alia.

The organic boundaries of market exchange are beginning to'fissure and
will soon yawn-wide_qpen. And these gaps must be filied by the emergence
of a conscious world proletariat. B .

INTERNATIONAL ‘CLASS STRUGGLE ..

What seems to be the end of the world for the bourgeoisie (dnd it is!)

is in reality-fhe'start of a New World for the global prﬁlétafiatlfJ;he RS

universal wage-slaves who are taking the brunt of the crisis - a new
world without' capitalism and the State: a global society of freely
associated and- creative human beings, the heralding :of the age of_ELﬁ-
Comunismo Libertario! e L :

It is.only the planetary working class through its refusal to submit
to and combat against the crisis whi can break the chains of capitalist
barharity - of:wage‘lébbuf, of hierarchy, of starvation, of wars, of

untold anxiety and misery. Therefore we welcome this crisis because it .~ . i

affers to our class the requisite material compulsion to overthrow the
entirely of the capitalist system. The more sufferring inflicted,the
worse conditions get,the faster all the lies of the bourgeoisie are
used up, then the less will the workers listen to and believe the voives
of their masters - the various ideolosgies and gambits,right and left,
of all the political parties, the uniornis, the media, the"culturall
narcotics. As this happens those of us who have been forged by sur _
class, and by humenity proper, as the revolutionary vanguard of species:
emancipation cen then begin. to intervene in the struggles of our class ..
with monumental effect. Our voices, which will seem like a2 hurricane of .
oxygen ageinst the pall of bourgeois pollution will then interpenetrate
with the rage of our class : and find a geometric reverberation
among all our brothers and sisters, ' '
Already the class battle is heating up and in Some nreas where it ..



i ¥y

i ~ed

TEiv o, 43
L vels. : .

was least expected..., in Argentina, in Israel, in Portugal, in thqdylﬁph““‘:“
A month ago (December 82) the largest demonstration and street = S
fighting~in the 7 Year rule of the military occurred in Argentina, A
24 hodr-general..strike for higher wages was honoured by over 90% of -
Argentinian=WDrkers; A.call_fof class peace by the gobernment has been-f
rejected on the streets; transport workers have threatened a nationalzgf
strike against the audterity. Of course the leftist parties - the | ‘
Peronists and Radicals - and the Unions are still calling most of the
- shats.: Nevertheless without open defiarice none of the leftist mystif- . i
~ications will ever be overgome, STt LTl
Recently in Israel the E1 Al eirport workers have broken the mftnwiﬂqf'j“ B
Jewish?nationalism is iqv%olqte of_?;ags'difisions,nTheyconfrantaﬁiqns*f“ o
cat the airpont QEQUnQS‘Wasfhf@emonstfétive and ﬁidlentyattack on the
. IsraéiiﬁstateyjsxrikesJiﬁdiudiﬁé goﬁérnmént-ﬁorkeﬁs,teachérs and =
-truckwdriversthage{bqen,jgﬁifedFiﬁ TéI-AVif;?Théfethnit repression of
the‘Sephardimxctthé,pé?kﬁﬁews - {sf%%bdﬁﬁain'néﬁaﬁqgthidnist ideology.
as these-slum dwellers. have just” gbne 6ﬁ‘§ﬁrémpag§;g&gain_the‘Lébgpr .

Party witl try. to. co~opt all fhis pnderfé;b@puliéi;hlankety;StiLiqthg;:h
clas%astfhggie-insng Israel is'thé:ﬁﬁiy“thing7that;p§n-prevgn; further
-rmilitary?aﬂventurﬁs.ﬁpﬁ massacrés and shtw ﬁHe*wéy;fGEWarq“for‘the entire

Séméﬁicﬂproletﬁriaice ihzEgypﬁiééﬁgbiafly"itwhd:Qréﬁ?he real class

brotiiers. and sisters, Allah and ; JehovaHh be damnedl. ;s . o R
ff“mﬁéunight.hastque*to_ppwerg;ﬂj?drﬁﬁgal-épaFtnéngﬁt\gaeg-;qtp_¢__‘F_ MR
- opposition asirécently 6ccured in West Getmany and#MexiGQgglnapﬁe,anfﬁﬁﬁé- t
town .of Vizela rioting erupted a5 thé central govéfhment,attempted;ﬁo ft: 'f

“disﬁlaeéxt@wn-eguﬁ&i}lq§SVth:b@§_enacted economic benefits for, the .
unempibyed;aWbrkens;wgﬁ¢kéh§§611iﬁﬁ’b§dths‘aﬁdﬁfgré;up #Qﬁing”sqips¢gpq

@nxauﬁtba:rithpo;iceﬂwgtngshgﬁisﬂafTWThis'isgn¢£-ngiaﬁdlnﬂmegn;pdjj;‘“;
that?%he-cIasS&Faﬁqggﬁ_hright;y’confésting State' pawen. P

In the United States the Décember riots in Mfami's-Qvegtown;thttb o ;
are merely a few sparks from the firéstornm aﬁaiting_theiAmgr;cgﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁfg_?“_; s

. Erséwhefe-thai-f1Qns}ang doing their bhest totkeép the:1id;on ~ liké the. ' 'F'7
’ﬂﬁWﬂ5f>ChnysLer-;;énd.froﬁicéffﬁ°ifs'whité”dpllahkworkers;p"¢hg,ﬁr9tr;

. actedrand wviolent teachers sﬁrikes in'Céiifdfhiay?ennsylvaniawaﬁd;ﬁégﬁggrq{f*
Ohio ~ who arEACastingflightNQﬁ the'prﬁbé: coufse: for ﬁheir_b;ugéqgiié;“”' P
féllow-workers, : L T ceoa T

Now is the time for all the authentic forees! of world social. revolution

“ to come together chitically"and“oréénisétiohaily,ppiqr to the: immense--

- stiuggles for human - liberty that lie sheail. Alngehuiqe free communist. ..
eléments ‘must then coalesce; must cbnsdiidgtﬁ{themselves.on_the;foun- AN
dations 6f the prinéiples of both Marx “and Bakunin f;Smésh;Capitalism;{;fﬁ~$?f
‘Smash. the State! 2°té join in circumférehcefiike,the.steel sinews.of " . . /%
‘a batterring ram to bash. in the rotten edifice of alienated:exchange- e
society. We ‘must unfurl,the banner of the international proletariat —

point iout the insolubility of ci%friéatiaﬁféiérisis'under the fetters
of capitalist value: and t6f§é1i°ﬁo arms all' of exploited and downtrodden
humanity - Workers of the World Unite Against Your Class .Enemy! We must. _
-address directly our clags thys: Follow the lead of the Polishmyorkers;-_yn=73
"in-August 1980’h“1a§héh'tqe coordinated general strike everywhéhe_ahq ol
adrosa:all;borders ip answer to the 'final solution'ﬂgur,;g}grgﬁEggt. _

and West have in store for us if we acquiesce ~ NuclearJWbr@g;Wﬁr,iaﬁal'”f
destruetion of earth.and all living beings. Let us resume our long = U s

awaited class manch: we still have a New World to Win.

Tampa Workers Affinity Group
January 1983, ' :



LETTEQ A%QUT THE CWwWO

{ In October of 198& two members of the Communist Workers Organxsatxon vxsxted
Aberdeen. We print below an extract of a letter descr1b1ng this visit,)

Dear evany . S v N ‘ e
The meetlng took place at’ the request of the CWO. The flrst discussmon
was about the 'technical' detalls of our future’ (and past) relatlons. DGP (of
the CW0) Kicked off by demanﬂlng to know why we . refused to have face to fatce'
discussions with them and mdt'e or less 1mp11eo that unless we gave them a ]
committmént on this they would have to reconsider their relatlons w1th us. We.
replied by statlng that first of all what our position had been as an .informal
grouping, more or less along the Ilmes of’ our previous reply to their letter
{ see BULLETIN 2) statlng that fokr obv1ous reasons we didnt give.them a very
high priority. We then went on "to explain that as a formally constltuted
organisation (espec1ally one’ commltted to non—sectarlanlsm) our approach and
priorities would be dlfferent 'somewhat : that we would .want ag much debate as
possible and on asg’ fraternal ﬂnhxtn a bagis as pos51b1e with.as many fractions
of the milieu as possxble- that this would involve. the whole gamut of- 1ntercourse ;
- correspondence,textual forfial meetlngs,lnformal ones,confrontations: at:
interventions and”ﬁhenever p0551b1e, joimt work. The only proviso we: ‘added to
this was that all this ‘take place in a structured and disciplined fashion and
not at random or on the ba51s of wHim and. that it ‘be as public as posszible, We
pointed out that we didnt think that debate between ourselves and the CWO was .
of interest and value to only us ( or indeed them) but ‘had to be seen as part of
the process’ “of clarification w1th1n ‘the' polltlcal m111eu as 'a whole. It became
very clear that this concept of a ‘m111eu with 'fraternal responslbllltles‘ for -
the process of clarlflcatlon was qulte alien to them.

T

At this polnt the discussion became very repetltlve since DGP kept pressing for.'i.
a committment to face to face meetings and Seamed oblivious to our repeated
statements that that was part and parcel " of the relationship we had in mlnd.
Even with hindsight dnd in the: llght of the rest of the dlscuss1on Im. Btlll .
baffled by the mutual 1ncbmprehenslon here, ) -

A couple of* other polnts emerged here. On the queltlon of wr1tten polemlcs and
on a response to what weve already written in the Bulletln »they had an. extremely :
mechanical and formal approach. They seemed to think that we were demanding: a.
detailed, point by p01nt text by text response as a prelude.to further:
discussion. We: replled “that that wasnt our posxtlon but that it was up. to them
to decide what,ln their own’ oplnlon,was the best way to respond angd.to focus
on what they considered the most *mportant areas. The second point- was that.
thay couldnt ‘undérstand whay an 1nformal grouplng had such a low pr1or1ty for
discussion with the CW0O ‘should’ have spent 20 much effort polemicising against
them. We replied that ‘since leavxng the ICC our central concern had been:the S
gquestion of organlsatlon whach couldnt be addressed only in the: abstract, ‘The {“}t;*
attempt ‘to clarify ourselves neceSSarlly 1nvolved mounting a crlthue of tle co
concrete organisastional practices we were actually confromted with in the rev-:b“ﬁ
olutionary milieu.’ Since we were situating ourselves in the tradltlon of -the
centralised party that meant dealing with the CWO..and the ICC. There wasnt any .
gquestion of picking on them, there just wasnt any way we could avoid a crlthue
of them when deallng w1th the organlsetlon questlon,

PR T

At this point we moved onto the p0551b111t1es for Jolnt work between us. It Was.-
explained to us thatjoint work Just ‘wasnt on 51nce we were a 'pseudo-group'. and
it would thus be opportunistic for the CWO to engage with us in Jpint work. We
could, if we wished help the CWO in their work (possibly) but there could be no
question of them reciprocating, let alone attempting joint proaects° It was:.at
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‘ ‘this.point'that they explained why they were keen to conduct discussions with
' .uss They believe that it is their duty and political task to ""break ‘the
collectivity" of what they defined as "pseudo~groups" and that this duty
' forms the basis for any possible relationship they might have with such
groups. Its fair tg say that we were a-bit taken aback by this but we were
' abselutely flahbergasted when the political theofy which underlies this policy
 was explained to us. The CW) believe that there are only four "reall groups

.. .;-.-in existénce within the revolutionary movement - the councllist/libertarian

. ;. Camp ‘and the ICC both coming from the German Left, and both Batiaglia. ‘and’
Programma coming from the Italian Left, Every other grgiup: is kgél}yzénij a
pseudo group whose only real task is to dissolve themseives' into the’ group

. whech represents the pole to which they 'belong'. In tHe light of this we
. can- see ‘that their past statements to us about our lack of. vidbility werent

:ﬂ_.justifyfseparatibﬁ but were meant in an absoluté sense. For_thé CWO'it is

&imply riot possible for political fractions, to have any 'real’ existence

. qﬁtsidéfthéir'wrééf‘;pple; énd since they will only engage in fraternalyjoint

wbrk?ﬁiﬁhf'rééll:QfouPS:their‘pqlicy'tg all the rest of the milieu is
.necesgaffly*secténian_and'destructiva in the extreme, o

ﬁL'JWhats appareént iélﬁhé incrédiply'érbitrary-nature of this bizarre pantheon

of 'real’ groups_aﬁd 'pseudo-groups', When.we pressed them they couldnt

' w¥qproduce-ahi_hiétqri¢al or theoretical basis for this“edifice,'e;cept that

’ddiywasuSeff*évideﬁ§'aﬁd'tﬁét'Battéglia also believed it, It really begs so
© many.-questions. ﬂhat} for example,are the defining characteristics and positions
" of eaclé pdle, ahid what is it that ‘decides which is the 'real! group in the

. ﬁones‘whiehfgrdﬁifafe?é#dunﬂ this pole? Why is programma a 'real! group “amidst

the plethora of Ttalian Bordigists? How is that pole qualitdtively different
«ivfrom the Bdttaglia ome? ( Although they replied here that "everyone just -
‘;-accéptsltﬁét?ﬂﬁg‘Pé}ﬁysis split" | )Why .does @ group which supports: the PLO _
' éﬁd"wdrk”iﬁ'ﬁhidﬁsfﬁUaLif? as a proletarian pole in the Tirst:place? (On this
' ‘said that if tr 'St came .to. the worst and Battaglia ama’ /"

positidn;onhtﬁgupérty!) As for us, according ito.the CW0, we should do like~
wise with the IQC‘f:adggpt whatever they demanded of us, bite our tongues,
and rejoiny Moréover they think that the ICC are angling for' this anyway in

theihtCdmments_ph;thélﬂulletiﬁ in recent issues of WR. . fo T e
R - , . . [ L ] . E . L
We a ‘hhéthef:thekgwbidf 5 Yyears ago had also been a'pseudo~group' of the
£ fﬁéféfpfg;mhe;Aberdeén_comrades had'been-rfght-to'splitJonm the
at: basis. They found this a bit . puzzling. First of all they said™”
that ¢hét*Wa$”diff?rent?%ihcé'the CWO was a group in’evolution and secondly

that.Wé”SHduid"h%?équineq'thefPpI: Both points are quite illuminating. It

is difficult td see why the CWo showkd be allowed a process of—evdlﬁtion'but

sked'’

groips today cannot, but also implied is the notion that the 'real' groups ° ‘
have reached ‘static perfection and wont have any further evolution. (Shades .
of the Invariant Programme) Secondly it reveals the extent to which they have
sapréssed,their_owh‘history_from'their consciousness. They seem completely
unaware that five years ago they were within the pole of the German Left
and. therefore, using the r own methodology, of the ICC. e : St

..The other obvicus question (which unfortunately we didnt think to ‘ask #t' the
timg),§51:Why’i§ﬁt'the_CWQ_a pseudo group today? Why are they prepared to'
'integrate’ new' members for example instead of directing them towards BattHglia?
Perhaps they/ solve thig problem by pointing to their committment to dissolve
into Battaglia) but if thats the case, would we betome'real’ if we stated a'’’
longterm committmerit to reintegfate'into, say, the ICC? Or pérhaps theéy are '
legitimised™ because Battaglia's still uneasy ebout extending outside Italy -
in which case groups become 'real! or ’pseudo'-according to nothing more than
the policy decision of the group. The whole discussion was horribly reminiscent

LR
[
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of the period Just before we split from the CWO when they had hacked themselves
into a 1oglcal corner aboult evervone slse being bourgeois, and how there were
only 5, revolutlonarles in the entlre world, ie the memoers of the CWO= '
l...{-" .

The one good point that did emerge from- this sectlon was the way 1t hlghllghted--
our need to be clear about - why we exist &s5'a separate grou01ng. It ‘was a;task
we were aleays aware:of of course but up - to “tHen we had seen lt simply in terms
of show1ng that. our, differences were - stflcient to Justlfy separate exlstenoe S
from other groupSVSMCh as the ICC., It'is clear row “that we have to .address
the problem An a.muph broader. fashion and- 51tuate it in a hlstorlcal and
theoretlcal framewcrk rather- than aseapurely pragnatlc ass«.ssment° In the CWO o
we a e confronted with an-.organisation of! extreme’ partylst v151on. What matters. .
above all to them is the organisation ‘and itg actual phxs1cal surV1val éol1t1oa1
clarity 1s secondary to' this. Hence: their attacks on the KAPD for lsaV1ng the.
Comlntern which not, go . long. -age” they wére praising on the correct grounds that:
it was an act that preserved -political ¢larity for the futurengts clear that
the Ita11an Left paid the price of degeneratlng clarlty 1n exchange for. phy31ca1
survival and we, can-see ;this .in ‘the legacy of confuslon exlstlng today in,that
camp on questlons like working w1th1n the- unions and’ parl1amentar1an1sm wofor o
them, merely tactical questions ( ag: they are now rapidly becomlng for. the CWO) .
If one read; the text in Revolutionary Perspactlves again on the Ttalian Left .
it is clear that things like NEP; sFrontism and’ ‘even Kronstadt were necessary
and unavoidable policies if the Party were to surv1veu For us on .the contrary
the existence of, the party is inseparable from ltu pol1t1oa1 ClarltY.‘You
cant sacr1f1ce the latter for the formern

. P

This empha51s on the phy51ca1 survival of ‘the Party is obv1ously what lles ; _
behlnd the, CWO's assertion that, if- necessary, they could swallow ¢h51r scruples
on the PLO etc. and Join Préogramma. blea 1y ‘what’ 11es behlnd th;s is,a o 3
-conceptlon which, belelveo that: the vita quality of the Party s thelr ab111ty
to __ganlse the class..For the CWO what has t¢ be built is a unlfled exequt1Ve
machine that gan carny -out the manoeuvreés and - 1nstructlons emerglng from:-.
Cammunist 1nfa111b111t}r° For us,: sthe' revolution ard rEVolutlonary clarlty is .. -
maDE by the glass! mass.action and not by tHe cogltatlons of the Patty 8 -
collectlve brain. It is not: the Party's: 1nstructlons whlch are v1tal to the .
revolution but. Ats ability to .give political shape to the act1v1ty of the class,
to absorb. the advances made by:-the class and theii transend them in a way that
the class 1tse1f .cant and. feed’it back ints the life of the class as\polltlcal
and programmat1c clarltyp“in this way the ‘party acty as the po11t1ca1 compass

of the class, able to:point the:. way forward by accentuat1ng what ., is positive . .-
in the class B own. activity. and. £ 1ght1ng again " cul- de—sacs,_The essenta11 =
element is clarlty and.that .can only be & ﬁroduoy of 11v1ng debaten as w;des,,
and as thorough golng as possible, allied to an openness and respons1vemess to-
the class 1tse1f, We cannot know.in advance ‘Vhich p051tlons and analyses e
will be found wantlng when it‘ comes %o the critich' 50 1t 1s essentlal :that. the,
process of.. clar1f1catlon, the. confrontatlon of p051tlons and analyses, have a
living, concrete -expression and are not’ suppressed a~la- Bordlglsm er hidden .:
away in pr1vate a=la+ ICC. It-was precisely thls ab111ty of the bolshev;ks
which made them the party of the class and of the Revolut1on and not their . T
mythical d;l‘scu:nl].ne;l unity of action” or qualltles of generalshlpulﬂlgldaty i
and monollthlsm are_ithe last qua11t1es needeﬂ bj revolutlonary fractlonso

LRI

Its true also to say that the CWO have a tendency to wrlte off the yalue Qf
the free expression of debate bécause of their very meohan1cal not1on of. .
"scientific marxism!” They tend to believe that glVen a. speclflc set of startlng
positions everythlng.else can. be log1ca11y deducede They are qulte reslstant

to the 1dea that. there can be genuine debate and dlfferenoes even within a-
common axis. Thls came out .guite: clearly when we ‘discussed Factory Groups .
with them We were trying to find wdut how vital their comm1ttment to. FGs was

to their deflnitlon of the CWO and asked if they would or could 1ntegrate u
elements who d1fferreo with- them bn that polnt They found it hard to take . -
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the question seriously, arguing that anyone who held their position on the
Party would necessarily evolve the same position on factory groups. Therewas
extreme shiftiness when we pointed out the example of the Bolsheviks with DGP
trying to c1a1m that Bolshevik factory cells were the "same sort of thing" as
factory..groups and then conceding that that wasnt the.. case but arguing that
"a lot. had happenned since then'! They also argued that we had misunderstood
what they’ ‘had said-about iactory groups, that they didnt see them as a means
to bridging thelr .disolation from the class and that it wasnt a major emphasis
in their 1nterventlonary wnrkp Somg of’ us.took this shiftiness as evidence of
the1r uneasiness about’ the realltv of their original claims about factory
groups' however others of us thought that an unannounced policy shift has

o taken place stemmlng frém a reassessment of the possibilities for revolutionary
" work in the present perlodu -

There was certainly ev1dence for this in the final part of the dlscues:l.onc We
kicked off by asking them to respgnd tothe, ﬁlnﬂl section of our Bolshevik
text on the material d1ffercncés between thé situation of revolutlona;les
then and now and, asklng for thelr perspectlves Ior growthq They began by
admitting that {he revolutlonary movement was “tiny but dehled any qualitative
difference between .that. . 51tuatlon and that of the'Bolshevaks. DGP came up
with the old chestnqt -apain abuut “there: belng only- 13 Bolshev1ks in: 1902, :
Compietely 1gnoﬂ1ng themglgéntlc and deeply rooted. political and reyolutionary
tﬂaditlon,eﬁ & clasq emerging from the mass barties of . ascendance. Desplte
pre551ng fnom s they seemed unwilling to deal with'® the questldn except by
ignoting it. R ek ; * put ETL R
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On the eat;on‘of future nruwth the1r analye1g.was startl1ng and fr;ghtenlng.

.4-Thesy- be eve‘¢hat the mqvement w111 only grow “after a- long serlbs of total’
and'’ rpofound defeats, 1nvolv1ng contmnent w1de1 -and - perhaps even' s ‘world wide

L WAL fhey quite speéﬁflcally mean profeun&‘ olltlcal aefeats rathér - tha@ Wi
econoﬁié_enes. To quote DGR HPhS proletarlat ‘need- to have. a hell of’ a, lot "
of shit kicked out of, them Yet”’ Jts only ‘at the end: of thls:prbcess that they
enV1sage the class tunﬁlng £a? revolutlonarleq, It is qulte the'starkest and"'

bleakest ana1y51s ever heard 1n51de the fevolutlnnary movementa Eiemepts whd

have: aCCepted this ana1351s in the past. have, upderetandably,left p011t105v

They thlnk the ICC“haVe adso ¢ arhlved at: thls p051t10h but areiputtlng a: brave
public’ face on it whlle prmtately ﬁreparlng for Kamkimmxwexkxams a retneat"
1nto factlon womk. For ithe CWD 1t would ¢ertainly explaln LRy poss1ble :
downgraﬁlng of factory gronp type perspectives. It*alsb explamns why thgy “”f
thought- the discussion about who best. survived" 1921.Hnd how .they” ﬂld 50, was

so 1mportant It should be sald that this 1is stlll under dlscu551on 1n51de the :
CW0 and Battaglla and  what wave heard s0. far 1s only DGP'B oplnlod of the . ”57'
likely" outcome‘of the dlscug51on.‘0bv1ously if’ this. p031tlon is. adopted,then"n
it is 11kely to, have extremely 51gn1flcant bonsequences and ;mplicatlone Sty
for their work and act1V1ty,fso ve :might saa some very rapld polmtlcal evolutlon"
taklng place. Frankl -1tg hard to see how a groqﬂ can: Surwlve ‘gsuch - a perspectlve.L
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As far asIWelcould tell from the d1scusslon, what has taken plaoe 2y a t eorlsatlon
of the current 1501at10n of revolutionariaes’ ‘and lack of‘drowth rather than an-
assessmeht of the ‘Balance of crass"orces i %he present perlod.aThey Beem -
to haVe fmpllc;tlynabcepted the m111eu 5\ curfent t1n1ness'and 1mportance and,’
geeing no’ mechanlsm for growth: presently at’work theorised what they ‘think :
must . happeh 1£ we ard -’ LO GrOW. {oldlng theil conceptlon of the .party; that “it .
is its organlsnng abllitles that’ coant, Ats hardly surprls1ng that they have IR
succumbed to the most profqund despair. We dont exactly have the most: cheenful )
perspectives’ ourSeIVes, but for 'us. at least there is no need to envisage our ; e
1nf1uence depen@;ng fundementally on the strength.of our organlsatlon, but I
rather on the ,Strength’ of our positions. Weve already 8ald how even the tiniest"
revalutlonary organlsatlon could have had a dhalltatlve effect én Poland,for
example, whereas for the CWO they think that "at least 600 revalut1onarues AT
would have'been neeéded" to have had any effect '

it
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Golng back to the flrst part of the dlscu551on 1t seems clearvthat our

'"“jnitial hopes of an ongoing fraternal relatlonshlp arent possible any more.
"It iz difficult to see what sort of direct relationship we can Gan with' them

outside beneral polemics'in our press. There doesnt seem much point in ex-

:pendlng much energy in detailed d1scu551ons with an organisation Ccommitted

to our destruction { in the kindes t and most fraternal -senhse of course)a‘We

"will have to decide however how to’ publlcally deal .with ell .the issues whlch

“emerged from the meeting, but:-given that, so fary, they ve nothing in prlnt

‘yet about all this "real™ and "pseudec! business, or about their perspeztives

for defeat 1ts dlfflcult to see how best to do it.

T
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In the last issues of The Bulletin we announcad .our abstentlon from the

Teylira Keft Review project lauriched by Wlldcat, a group comprised of fqrmer

'appeared.

ICC and Splidarity members ‘in- Menchester Fqllow1ng a conference held last
September: the first issue of the rev1ew ( now styled Intercom ¥ has duly
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The Manchester conference was a confused affair with the discussions completely
bypassing the central political issues. .The main argument revolved. around

the attempts of. the "delegate from the rump of solidarity to have all crlter1a

" for participation.in "Intercom" dropped so as not te‘excliide’ "progres51ve';"‘

_elements" (sic). inside- organisations like Big Flame. While the conference i
'"flxated ‘on such guestions as the prec:ne meaning of: the term 'democracy’

T,

T

and: the most. appropriate title for the review, it rap1d1y becaine clear that
the only groups prepared to make any: sort of committment to- the proJect Were

’Wlldcat .and :its gster organisation Careless Talk (from Stoke—on—Trent)m

and Subversive :Graffitti (from: Aberdeen) Thus the: resultlng publicatlon 15
umb111ca11y :linked to the conéept: of organlsatlon shared by 'these groups.;”"

its seen.as a means of communication and: swapplng ‘leaflets betwWeen' autonomous B
”local grouplets who distribute their own. strike bulletins in ‘their own ci 3

and as such . s de51gned to ‘act as‘a crutch for locallsm and fedérallsm.

To sltuate our crltlgue of Intercom we must return to ‘the. events of two years
aga. In, 1981 the British section of the .Intérnational Communlst Current was
rent. asunden by a series of confused splits schisms ih which-the pol1tlca1
1ssues at ‘stake were largely obscured by a. serles ‘of ugly: 1nc1dents whlch we
have dealt -with at greatilength in prev1ous issues of the Bulletin. Far’

~ from being a well oechestrated’conspiracy the splitters had little 1nternai
5i?coherence and..splintered into a number of directions. The majority 1mmed1ate1y
‘dropped out of revolutionary politics: altogether, while others embarked on -

a frenz1ed period of workerist and activigt, adventures whlch rapldly led to

’demoral1satlon aird more departures from polltlcs, It was to counteract these .

tendenc1es that the Bulletin was originally set up: a means bof focu51ng debates
on the polltlcal issues. involved in the splits. and of prevent1ng ‘further
fragmentatlon. While we”argued that centralised and disciplinéd political’
act1v1ty was the only way forward our: former comrades” in Manchester took
quite a different approach.: They meregedw1th those revolutionaries in
Manchester who had managed to extricate themselves from.the fast degenerat1ng
Sol1dar1ty to form the Wildecat Collective. Bomplete local- autonomy was seen
as the ,banacea, that would obviate the various problems.experienéed’ by WGR.
and Solldarlty -and-the activity of the group was to, centre on the product
of free local newssheets-distributed as widely as possible within: the PR
Manchester areas After eighteen months of such activity much of the st&am =
has gone out of Wildcat and its sister groups and it i= many months since
the last newssheet was issuedt at the time of writing there seem to be no
moves towards ospooducing a second issue of Intercom and the groups are
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paralysed by a general mood of resigned apathy.

When greeted by no response whatsocever from the working class, workerist
interventions such as wildcat and the ill-fated News of War and Revolution
are bound to crumple into despair and a retreat from all political activity.
There are no magical solutions to the Separation of revolutionaries from the
class as a whole and in the testing years ahead only those communists who
base themselves on the splid foundaticn of disciplined theoretical work

and centralized organizational activity will be able to fulfiil the tasks
demanded of them by the class struggle. The members of Wildcat and the

rest of the comrades connected with Intercom must begin nov to draw the
lessons of their recent past, to reexamine the organizational questidn

and to make a clean break with Libertarianism if they are to play any part
in the momentdus Struggles that lie ahead.

Wildcat can be contacted at Box 25
164 - 166 Corn Exchange
Hanging Ditch
Manchester M4 3BN
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SUBSCRIBE

If you want to make sure of your future copies of The Bulletin
send £2,00 or foreign eqiiivelant to the groups address on page 1

Thus far we have freely circulated copies of The Bulletin to as wide
an audience within the milieu as possible., However due to our wish to
do so we will henceforth only be freely distributing copies to those
who subscribe, those with whom we have an exchange agreement and thos
who now arrange to take out a subscription. Unless you fall into one
of these three categories this will be your last Bulletin




