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Ear-ly this morning (Sunday June 4th) the Chinese
bourgeoisle flnally revealed to the entire world
Its historic and moral bankruptey. As tens of
thousands of workers and students demonstrated in
Tiananmen Square in Peking, contlnuing a protest
that has been In the eyes of the world for weeks
now, the ageing hoodlums who control the Chinese
capitalist state and all its agencles of repressjon
unleashed their armed thugs. Tanks and Armoured
Personnet Carrlers crashed through both barricades,
and the people at them. Thousands of armed troops
fired volley after volley of automatic fire Into
the thousands there and the hundreds of thousands
who quickly accumulated In the centre of the city,
The dense masses of protestors practically unarmed
as they were could not but sustaln appalling
casvaltles. Thousands have been killed, tens of
thousands  wounded, meny dylng. before they could
reach the hospltals on makeshlft stretchers made of
rickshaws, doors and park benches. The emergency
operating theatres were stilf - working at full
stretch flfteen hours later,

thronged +o the centre of the clty even after +he
army had taken it and the troops contfnued to flre
killing men women and children In volleys of mess
fire from the square. Throughout the clty the
flghting continued. On the student campus on the
outskirts of the clty more +anks and troops
appeared beating and killing everybody they could
find, When morning broke the flghting and +the

k:lllng continved throughout the centre of the
city.,

As we write almost fwenty four hours after the
attack the city is still In utter chaos with
hundreds If not thousands of vehicles blazing and
the streets littered with the dead. Tonlight
reports say that there have been mass demonstr—
ations In support In many clties throughout China,
specifically In Wuhan, Changsha and Shanghal., In
Hong Kong 200,000 plus staged protests cutside the
Chinese government bulldings, some attempting +to
storm I+.  There seem stlil +o be hundreds of
thousands on the streets of Peklng confronting the

Dead students He beside their croshed bicyclgs near Tiananmen Sqoarc the woriiog afler Lapks and troops moved Jn

Some fled at the approach of +the first troops but
many, many more fought back, Using thelr bare
hands, fron bars and a few molotov cocktalls the
first few vehicles were destroyed but agalnst the
tanks and lorry loads of firlng soldlers even +he
most combative cannot win., As the hours wore on
the shooting did not cease. Tens. of thousands
1

troops -and secret pollce overwhelmed by rage and
thelr Tnabiilty to flight back effectively. Deng
and his fellow gengsters may have won the battle,
but at what a cost! Thelr bankruptcy has been
exposed for all to see, They have opened &
Pandora's box which may yet engulf them. For In
China now the bourgeoisie are exposed for what they



really are - +hroughout +he world: a bunch of
murderous thugs who will willing murder thousands,
millions rather than lose power. For the

bourgeolsie elsewhere In the world the events of
last night bear a terrible ltesson., MNo matter how
cowed and oppressed are your slaves, the prolet-
arfat they wil! arlse against you. This Is your
future and the future of your rotten system. And
for the proletartat last night aiso has Important
lessons throughout the world. No matter how the
bourgeolse seek to disguise thelr rule whether by
exhortation, democratic facade or whatever when the
crunch comes this Is what they look llke, this Is
what they do, this is what they are really |Tke,
armed, murdering, dripping wlth blood, steeped In
gore, utterly bestial. China is not some anomaly,
China Is +the future for both proletariat and
bourgeoisie stripped naked, exposed for al! to see.

Whether the movement can regain the Impetus after
such events remalns to be seen but !t Is clear that
the very bulk and welight of the struggles has
brought home +o capltalism the fragli{lty of the
social nexus., All layers of Chinese soclety have
raged agalnst the corruptlon and violence of the
bourgeoisle. This has not arisen as a defence of
an abstract Ildeal called !'freedom' which the
western bourgeoisle would have us believe, but was
the product of the material reallties of capltallst
soclety In both the |lberal democracies and the
one-party states of the East,

ECONOMIC BACKGROUND

For the moment the Chlnese sfa*e Is domlnaTed by
that evil smelling plece of. humanlfy Deng | Xlaoping
whose decaylng facultiles' m!rror the system which he
oversees,
eolsie In the ‘late. 1970s ‘after “the : dea?h of his
fellow mobster. . Mao Zedong. ~Deng ‘was a so-called

"capitalist roader® (a term: whlch obsciires the fact
that China had"never broken free from cap!fal!sm).

puring the Cultural: Revoluflon -he "had often been’

out of favour  arguing: .as he _qld__§galns+ Mao's

accdhdlﬁ*idn.f3é
popular bellef China [s not a- superpower {except 1n

policy of autarkik

Confrary fo
the sense of Third Worfdism).” " Mao'had. tried. to
remedy this situatfon by forclng explol+a+Ion via
closing down borders and rapacious attacks upon the
Chinese working class, Llke Stalln had done before
in Russia agricultural collectivisation became a
key element In thls process. - But thls was all to
no avall, No matter how.much the worklng class was
explolted there was slmply no way that a sufficient
surplus could be generated to fund superpower
status. The Cultural Revolution was one response
to this sltuation, No metter how tight Internsl
controls became, no matter how vicious the regime
beceme, 1t found itself stymied. the only +hing i+
gave to the world was the only thing that decadent
capitailsm glves, the deaths of tens of thousands
and concentration camps for miililons.

.China.

He -came: +o ‘the forefront of ‘hls bourg~.;-; seemed “a

__wlfh 8
= Lenln, Arnold Hammer .,
“able to" fu!ly use ?hls To meet Internal needs the

_state s forced to sell the coal to Japanese and
“other ‘interests.

o Tndustry..
‘worklIng -
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It was from the maelstrom of +the Cultural Revo-
lution that Deng arose. He was a man not thrown by
the viclence of the Cultural Revolutlion, nor by the
barbarous exploitation 1t Imposed. His argument
with Mao had been about how best +o explolt the

workers and the most efflicient strategy for
"modernising" the economy and making It - more
competitive. He favoured opening up Chinese
borders, allowing forelgn capital In and at the

same time encouraging a freelng of Tnternal market
mechanlsms.,

Under his leadership. the collectivised system of
farming was largely dismantled belng replaced by a
series of "contracting households" which were given
8 degree of freedom to compete In the marketplace,
Inltially +hls uncerteinty led +*o  increased
production in agriculture but |lke all capitalist
policies I+ did li+tle for the populatlion at large.
Orie consequence was a. massive increase In those
"walting_for employment", a nice euphemlsm for the
unempioyed of which any western capltatist would be
proud. Up to 30% of the rural labour force was
forced off the land. On top of thls the freelng of
markets wlthin agr!culfure led to massive fluctu-
atlons In production: graln harvesfs peaked In 1984
but since then have fallen by 25 m!l[lon tonnes per
year., These and other problems in agrlculfure have
had a severe impact upon the Chinese .worklrg class,
Inflation in foodstuffs Is rempant, especially so
In the black market which Ts such an In+egra| part
of dally Ilfe.

On_the industrial front the reforms of Deng have

‘had equally dlsastrous results. In the early 1980s
the s+a+e encouraged forelign capltal to fnvest in
“For the western bourgecisle this must have
igreat . oppor?un!fy (Deng became Time
magazlne's ‘Man .- of .“the . Year), an apparently

“quiescent. prolefarla+ ‘which. would unques?Ioningiy

accept hlgh levelsiof explolfaflon. Paratief wlth

~thls poliey the-Deng.led bourgecisie used deflclt
.flnanclng o promofe Indus?rlal growth,

Inevitably
thls led toian ‘overheating''of the economy and an
ever - Increasing ba!ance of trade deflclt, The
Chlnase state has “found . J+s foreign currency

© . réserves. shrtnk!ng and its indebtedness to western

caplital’ has:grown. Consequently it is forced to
look te' any ‘means. of securing hard currency even
where Tt hits 14s: own..polley of modernisation. For
examp!e, “the vast deposlts of brown coal at the
open’ cas? mine: Plngsh!o are being rapidly developed
[14tie help from: thet one-time friend of
However rather than belng

"This.:has exacerbated an already
dlfflcul+ sl?ua?ion. Power Cufs are now a regular

‘oceurrence .whleh makes ‘the -jives of the workers
ﬂ_mlserable as well as disrupting Tndustrial produc~-

tion,: ‘As“with agrlculture so with manufacturing

Infla?ion 1s rampant. More and more the
‘class ' In China has found Its ITving
s+andards ‘belng attecked as the bourgeolsle makes

At pay for econom!c crisis.

Needless to say the upper echelons of the state
have protected themselves from the economic effects
of thelr pollctes. The new open door pollecy has
presented +them with -golden opportunities +o
accumulate mlilllons and to protect and promote
their private famlly iInterests. That great
betiever In democracy, the man with a lump In his
throat and a tear in his eye, Zhao' Zlyang, made
certain that in the wmidst of +the misery he
promoted, he was secure. He led the development of
Hunan Island as a safe port and economic base for
forelgn capital. He ensured thet offlcials were
put In charge who would cream off wealth for him as



well as themselves and at the same time gave them
tdeal condltlons for the exploitation of the
working class, This was an offer which Japanese
capltal found Tmpossible to resist., Some companles
were s¢ keen In lInvesting in imposing misery upon
workers that they took out leases of 80 years on
land.

These are the economic factors which underpin the
mass demonstratlons Tn China.

THE STRUGGLE

It was a spectacle whlch fook revolutionaries In
the west by surprise, LIterally mil{lons involved,
Just to see +the sheer strength IR numbers was
breathtaking and a welcome corrective to +he too
often espoused Euro-centrlc vislon of revolut-
ltorarles which tends to gauge the state of class
struggle by what's happening in the west, Whits+
large sectlons of the working crass in Europe have
been cowed by the Jdeclogical and economle barrage
unteashed upon them in the past ten years we flnd
that the most harsh of Stalinist regimes Is walkling
a knife edge with its proletariat, The Chinese
worklng class Es giving an example of mll{tancy
which should become an Inspiration to I+s brothers
In the West.

i

Undoubted!y the student movement played a major
role In the demonstrations and strikes. |+ has
been at the forefront of the activity In Tlananmen
square, the hunger strlkes etec. and 1t Is +he
students who are mostly quoted by western comment—
ators. To listen to the reports by western corres—
pondents Tt would seem es If the students were
simply an expression of some Chinese Glasnost.
Certalnly, Gorbachov's vIsi+ +to China and the
bourgeols policles he is pursuing In Russla has
scted as a focus for discontent., But Glasnost does
not explaln the demonstrations. Students |Tke
other sections of the popujatlion are suffering as a
result of +the general erisls of the Chinese
SCONOMY, On top of +thls they have problems
particular to thelr situatlon. For a start, of
those Chlnese over 15 years old over 302 of them
are 1lliterate, reflecting the status given to
education, only 3.7% of G.N.P. allotted +o it.
Consequently, the soclal and economlc horlizons of
students are very limlted. The Chinese state Is
now looking for new ways of cutting back on +the
costs of education. It Is now pursulng policles
akin +o those being promoted by Thatcher 1In
Britain. Like T4s Britlsh counterparts the
bourgeolsle Tn China wants to force those In higher
education to carry the costs of 1+. For example It
Is moving towards students being self<financlng,
putting tultion fees up and encouraging foreign
capltal to set up schools in China, Having
struggled to galn entry +to higher educatlon
students find that they have to endure appalling
Ilving conditions - as many as six occupylng one
small dormitory.. And the teachers fare [l+tle
better, Even at the prestligious Quinghua Unfver—
sity, Peking 40% of the teachlng staff Iive In
overcrowded and sub standard accommodation, With
these circumstances faclng them i+ is not =t all
surprising thet students should kick against the
corrupt state.

The students are not alone (n thelr struggle.
Thelr anger at the corruptlon within the state and
their increasing poverty has found an echo In the
working class. Unfortunately the bourgeols press
In  the west Is not at all at ease reporting the
struggles of the proletariat, it flnds i+ easler to
record the demands of the "literate" and profes-—
slonal groups. But even with the very Iimlted
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reporting of the workerst aetlons I+ Is abundantly
clear that mllllons of them have responded to the
attacks belng launched agalnst the students. And
agaln as wlth the students I+ s not a question of
Glasnost. When Bush sald of +he struggle that 14
was Man Inexorable movement +owards freedom and
free enterprise in the Communtst world" he was
throwing an ideological blanket over the realitles
of Chinese capltallsm, The worklng class iIn
struggling agalnst the repressive and viclous
policles of en economy In crisls. i+ Is flghting
to defend its economic posttion. For example,
contlnuing & long history of milltant struggle,
Shanghai workers were out on strlke in December
1988 demanding +that their wages be protected
against Inflation; not demandIing some abstraction
called democracy, or freedom but rather flighting
against the economlc Imperatives of the capttalist
system. And sc behind the working class!' solld-

arlty with the students thera Iles opposition to an
economlc system which forces poverty upon it.

Frem - the. very. outset  the -students have found
suppqrf_frpm_uorkers, . Hhen the first threat of
Intervention by troops became apparent lorry
drivers and bus drivers used their vehlcles +o
block the streets and. stop. the movement of +the
mllTtary, At the same time rallway workers were
Insisting that students travel |l Ing to Pekling should
be gliven free passage, Below ground the same
mllTtant solldarity was to be found among subway
workers who cut power to. stop +ralns using the
"secreth system below the streets, Delegates were
also sent from many factorles expressing support
for the students' actlons, most Importantly from
the Capitat Steelworks, which employs 200,000 in
Peking. Simllar expressions of solfdarity were to
be found throughout China, partial general strlkes
paralysing cltles and reglons.

There have been a number of other manifestations
within the class struggte which, as yet, have
recelved |I1tt]e coverage In the bourgeois press,
There has been the appearance of something called
the Autoncscus Workers 6roup, But what this is we
have been unable . to discover, IT could be a
clearly politicised workers group (as seemed to
have appeared during the.Cultural Revolution ~ the
Shen Wu-lLlen organisation of Hunen province). We
have also seen the emergence of something called



the Peking Independent Trade Unlon Federation.
Thls body seems to be advocating something which s
a cross between a polltical party and western style
+rade unlonism,

The state did not take kindly to the workling class!
presence in the student demonstrations. Workers at
the Capltal Steelworks were singled out by the
state police and beaten and +threatened with the
sack for assoclating with opposition to Deng and
his crew, Similarly members of +the Trade Union
Federation vere arrested. And so the pattern
developed. The. bourgecls state cannot tolerate
opposltion from the working class, Whilst focus Is
upon the plight of the students In Tlananmen Square
repression of workers goes on behind the scenes for
+he state knows that Its fate depends upon the
proletarlat.

In essence the mass strike has shown weakness arid
strength. |ts strength Is apparent not only In the
numbers Involved but also in the way in which the
intt+iative was sefzed by students and workers.
Forms of defence milltias were bullt; the securling
and distribution of foodstuffs was organlsed as was
transport, leaflets etc,  Constant debate went on
at the height of the struggle.: These elements are
essential features of any assault on the capltalist
state, Through self-organisation consclousness and
confldence grows. It was thls which helped give
birth to the soviet  structure,  the form ~of
.- organisatlon approprlate to proietarlan revolutien,

However thls.self orgaﬁlséffdh' is not In itself

enough. Positlve politlcal ‘direction must aiso be

there. “At.the moment TnChina thls ‘seems +to be

missing. There appears to .be -either. a: reluctance

or-an TnablIty on the part.of the students +o move

beyond a fractional critique of the state, .For the
moment everything polnts to them belng locked Into
demands for "freedom”, and a reorganisation of the
party structure and ‘the sacking 6f the agelng Deng
and hils henchman. L] Peng, :
displayed - mocking the motto of Deng ‘students say
"1t doesn't matter 1f the cat ls black ‘or.white so

tong as Tt resigns" - but this will not flnish' the"
state simply a faction withinilt, "1t was certalnly
possible that the gangster Zhao: could have won the.

Internal struggle. - Then what  for the' students?
One capltalist would have replaced another. This
Inability to-ses beyond existing structures Is
apparent In statements Ilke "We think only the
Party has the power to solve our problems, ‘but only
If the people belleve ‘In the Party". Grotesquely
It Is a notion which finds I+s mirror Image in the
vwords of LI Peng "our Party Is a party in power and
our government, a peoplet!s government, '

The struggle has to start somewhere. [t does not

begin f*tabula rasa' but comes from within .a
bourgeols world, Inevitably thls critique *takes
with [t elements of  the capltalist world,

Bourgecls ldeology figures prominently, especial |y
so In mass Immediate struggles, whether 1+ be calls
for the 'Little Father' the Tsar to save the people
or for democracy to be Introduced, One way forward
Is open when revolutionary groups exlst and can
Intervene directly. No evidence of such a group
exlsting in China has yet emerged (although we
would be deilghted to be proven wrong here). Where
thls Is the case then dlrection Is glven and
generated by I+, Clearly, where revolutionarles
are not to be found then the problems facing
workers and students are more profound. They have
to rely on themselves for bullding & crltlque of
the state which goes beyond reformism and points to
a way of rising above the ceplitallst system. One
thing Is absolute In both situations, namely, It s

Great humour ' gets
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only through the working class that the problem of
capltalism can be solved. Only [+ can chal lenge
the state; only I+ has the economic power to
destroy capltallsm and to pose an alternative mode
of soclal organisation. In the absence of revolut-
fonary fractions I+ becomes more pressing that
students look to the working class and ally with
Its demands. Resist the extension. and deepening of
exploltation; resist the imposition of austerity,
At the end of the day the state cannot but confront
the class which opposes the drive for proflt.

We salute the militancy of Chinese workers and
students and look forward +o the day when thelr

struggles are taken up by thelr brothers In the
wvest. : . '

A LESSON FROM HISTORY

In January 1905 a huge demonstration of almost
200,000 workers and others, led by the ex=police
agent/priest Gapon, marched to the Tser's palace in
5t. Petersburg to humbly request that he ald them
In thelr plight, that he change his government,
that he reform the state which Infllcted mlsery and
oppression on them. Many, If not most, belleved
that their 'Little Fathert had thelr Interests at
heart and would heed thelr plea for reform.

But the Tsar and the Tsarlist stete was Incapable of
the flexlbiiity needed to present even a facade of
reforms by substituting one set of butchers for
another, The mass - demonstration was met by
soldlers, cossacks and secret pollce.. . Thelr pleas
were met by fusillades of shots which siaughtered
them as they stood and  their demonstration was
routed by charges of cossacks.  Thus began the 1905
revolutlon In Russia, S

From this experlence the bourgecise and reformists
In Russia concluded thet revolutlonary means had
failed In Russia and elther despaired of change or
sought to change things by gradual refaorms,

For -the proletariat and its fractlons however the
events of Blfoody Sunday proved once and for afli
that . the stete could not be reformed. That the
butchers who ruled Russia would have fo be deposed
and ellminated by revolutionary means, by the mass
strike. and revolutlon of the proletarlat, "We no
longer - have :a. Tsar" . sald .even Gapon after the
massacre. The culmlnation of the understanding of
what had happened, what had been. revealed about
thelr rulers and the way forward for the prolet-
arlat In Russla came with the revolutions of 1917
and the destruction of Tsarlst power. . .

In Peking todey the proietariat have had a bltter
lesson. They have surely learned that the position
of .. supplicant . before +the decaying corpse of
capltalism is no longer tolerable, that the rotting
cercase. of capital can only respond to the demand
fo 'reform! -Itself with tanks and bultets. The
time for the capitallst state to reform Itself Is
long gone. What Is necessary is to destroy i+, It
Is o be hoped that that tesson Is now belng
learned by the -proletarlat of Peking and all the
other ¢itles of China and that the development of
consciousness derfved from bitter, bitter exper-
ience which enabled the Russian proleteriat +o
launch the proletarian revolution In 1917, will now
take place among workers throughout China. Once
ageln we salute the workers of China, heroically
trying to halt tanks with lron bars and molotov
cocktalls thls morning. Next time we expect them
to Hln- . -




For some ten years
ester's Labour led Council, When | first sfarted,
the old guard were In power and apart from a short
break, had been for many years. Then fol lowlng an
Internal coup the left wing factlon tocok over,
This was part of a series of changes which saw
other counclls Ilke Lambeth, Liverpool, Sheffield
and Brent etc. move to the left, The new Manch-
ester adminlstration made all sorts of promises to
the 'voters! and Its own employees allke encap-
sulated Tn the slogan "Defending Jobs - Improving
Services" to be found on all lts letterheads,
billbcards and transport. In fact the slogan Is
about all that's left and a few enterprising rebels
have managed fo get rid of that remalning Insult to
thelr Intelllgence In some places., So what Is the
reality behind the glossy facade?

{'ve heen employed by Manch~

Well [ remember when the Left first took over that
major cuts were made In the proviston of house
improvement grants. This seemed +o go unnoticed by
most people not directly affected, perhaps because
both the Councll and Tts more extreme left eritics
were fixated on council housfing. The fact that
some of the poorest workers actuatly |ived In areas
of high owner occupation In the Inner clty and vere
serfously affected by these cuts was ignored,

Certalnly more workers were employed at first whleh
was good news for the growing unemployed, although
this wasn't matched by +the supposed major
Improvements In services. The Counci! went out of
{ts way to Integrate numerocus constituencles Into
the umbrelia of Councll organisations through a
myriad of speclal committees and new units., These
deal with +trade unfon consultatlon, +enant
consultation, equal opportunities {including race,
women, " gays, the disabled), antl-nuclear Issues,
energy polley and more. The actua| expenditure on
these ventures has been low but +he political
capital substantial,
successful desplte the efforts of the local right
wing press to embarrass the Councl! at avery
opportunity.

Of course the Councl| are right when they say that

The policy has been quite

the primary responsibility for the Increasing cut-
backs in local authority finance lles with the Tory
government. But the delfberate Intention of +he
Councll's polltical strategy has been to focus
workers opposition to these cutbacks on the Councl}
Itself rather than relying on thelr own autonomous
organisation and activity. The Torles may well
regard such counclls, {n narrow party polltical
terms, as an obstacle +o thelr complete control of
economic and social poiley, but in practlce such
councils functlion as a useful safety valve for the
frustrations generated by the government's attacks
on workers. The dlvlslon of labour between the
Tory central government with [+s absolute major ity
In Par{lament and strong local Labour counclls
opposed to them but tegatly and financlally
dependant on central government, has had the hidden
benefit to British capltalism as a whole of
disorlentating and diffusing opposition.

This Ts best 1llustrated by the role of the trade
unlons, At national level +they have been
marginalised by the Torles, belng squeezed out of
many of thelr former positions as junior managers

of capltal. Locally, in Labour Councl! areas the
opposite has happened, The -already close
relationshlp between +he Labour Party and the

Unlons has become ever cosler. this has been just

as much Thé case with non-afflllated unlons !like
the white collar NALGD as with the other unlons,

The disastrous result of all thls has been a more
than usually heavy smothering of any tentatlve
moves by warkers +to oppose the present massive
round of cut-backs In jobs and servijces,

All the unlons In Manchester managed to persuade

thelr members, with dire threats of mass!ve
compulsory redundanctes and the Ilke, to accept
cooperatlon with the Counc!l's cut-backs. Thus the

majority agreed on general terms an cooperation,
but Inevitably, as the effects of +he cut-backs
have become apparent fn practice, groups of workers
have become disgruntled and started to organise a
flaht back. In each case +he unlon, from I+s pald
officlals o local shop stewards, have gone out of
thelr way to stop dlsputes altogether or, where
that has proven Impossible, to at least contaln



t+hem. All the old reclpés have been used -
accusations of not golng +through +the correct
procedures, beling undemocratic, threats of
I1solation, being misled by political hotheads (the
unpopular SWP belng wuseful 1In +this respect),
upsetting the offlicials' -~ behind the scenes
negotlations, etc. etc. A few examples of thls
process will illustrate my point.

In my own workplace we were threatened with a 50%
reductfon in the number of jobs and pressure for
more Tflexiblil+yt. We got together In a meeting
of both NALGO and NUPE members and declded to
oppose the cuts, draw up a Iist of demands and
fobby the Housing Commitiee during work time and in
the sensltlive period just before +the local
electlons, The meeting was the best attended for
@ges and there was a confldent mood amongst the
majority which pulled aiong the few waverers, The
meeting In fact decided to to seek the support of
the unlons but to get on and organise the action
ourselves. Unfortunately after this promising, If
cautlious, start things just went downhill. The
NUPE steward (a Labour Party activist), called &
separate meeting of some of her members and
persuaded them to back off from the lobby,
of us In NALGO, for ocur sins, reafflirmed our actlon
despite this set-back, and decided 1o call on
individuat NUPE members tfo joln us. The NALGOD
convenor had refused to call an emergency meeting
of atl| the stewards to dlscuss our demands but when
he reallsed we were golng ahead anyway he was down
I[Tke a shot with a delegation to heavy us.
InTtially they trled to get our steward to just
call the whole thing off. When he refused to do
that +the convenor addressed the WNALGO members
themselves. By a serles of threats and pleadings

and a promise to get our steward a hearing at:

Committee, and despite my vocal opposition, the
majority backed down and agreed to call off +the
{obby, In fact that .last promlise turned out to be
false and the convenor subsequently managed to head
off all further atfempts to do anything., = The
result of this experlence was that a few people saw
the need to stick to our guns Tn any future action
and organise ourselves but unfortunetely others

Jjust became demoralised.

A slimllar process occurfed'when:ano+her:grbup of

housing workers, where lots of 'staff had left,
decided to Impose :their own iwork priorities. and
refuse to answer Councillor. Ingulrles durlng.the
election. The convenor 'and . stewands refused 4o
support them and Inslsted on thelr working:normally
until "all the procedures had been gone through"., .

In both cases the offlclal ménagémenf were able to
st back and let the Unlons do thelr job for them.

Another more serfous dispute arose In the Cleansing
Department, Faced wlth sudden and massive job
losses amongst drivers, with the remaining drivers
belng regularly moved around at a moments notice,
one depot went out on strike, They Immedlatetly
sent out plckets and delegations to other depots
and soon the whole department was on all out
strike. The unions Tmmediately went Into action.
Unable fo actually stop the strike they set out to
lsolate 1t. Thelr maln alm was to ensure the
action did not turn Into outright opposition to the
fagreed! cuts policy but concentrated on 'bad
management® of the IMPLEMENTATION of the cuts., In
this way other councl! workers were more |tkely to
see the dispute as a purely Cleansing issue. A few
environmental health officers dld get Involved but
that was all., The strike remalned solid for over a
week untll the unlon menaged to get & siim majority

Those

~campalgn groups.

s,

In favour of an offer of a few temporary drivers
and a few quld for clearing the backlog of rubbish.
the strike ended with a lot of recriminatlons and
frustration.

The same process of diversion and Isolatlon has
gone Into other areas. For Instance the opposltion
+o the anti-gay clause 28 of the Local government
Act has been targely focussed on "pressurising® the
Counci! not to Implement the clause, rather than
gotng directly to groups of workers on the front
ITne. Much of the opposition has relied on Council
funding Tn one form or another. This has weakened
any tendenclaes towards autonomous organisation and
activity essential In dealing with the reai effects
of prejudice on a day-to-day level.

The counci! has &lso had some success In
Integrating counci! tenant opposition to +the
effects of government legislation aimed at breaklng
up councl|. estates {and In the process some of the
material basls of collective action) and increasing
housing costs to workers generally. Of course the
counclt Is genuinely opposed to the government
measures but not necessarily for the same reasons
as tenants. Tenant opposition to the Council
[tself has thus been submerged In an anti-Tory
crusade which Labour politiclans hope to tap In the
next round of electlions,

The Counci!'s corganisational umbrella which I've
described has been In place for several years now.
I+ Is firmly rooted wlth much overlapplng of
personnel between Council| workers in the speclal
units, Counciliors, Labour Party activists, tenant
assoclation organisers, campalgn organisers, Unlon
officlials and so on, They provide an extensive
informal network for behind +he scenes mani-—

. pulation.

All of thls Is a formidable barrier to autonomous
anti-capitalist activity, But i+ don't want to
palnt too gloomy a plcture. The Influence of the

- Councll and the Trades Unlons s not all powerful,

their control by no meens complete. -As thelr false
opposition Yo the attacks on councl| workers and
other groups of workers falls to dellver +he goods-
and the attacks themselves become more widespread
there Is a real potentlal for the emergence of an
'INDEPENDENT . working «class :movement, In  +the

“‘meantime we must ‘do &l In our.power to expose the

-rele of the - Left  Counclls, . Trade. ' Unfons and
Even In this: task however, we

fieed . 8 lot more 'communicatlon and’ cooperation

" amongst the exlstlng small groups.of revolutionary

communists and Independent mllltants,
A Cbunc!lawakeﬁ{f Lo .
(article submitted by 'Subversion' -

: HHERXR XL RR AR R IR UI R *

NALGCO -~ Natlonal and Local Government Offlcers
Union.

NUPE - Natlonal Unlen of Public Employees,

P.S. Since writing thls there have been .further
Wildcat strlkes In  Housing and Recreational
Services Departments, The latest dlspute Is over
the staffling of local ‘'mini-town halls!? Tncluding
longer openfng hours during +the week and Saturday
morning working. The Unfon/Management dea! was
rejected at Branch meeting and a boycott of al!l new
posts malntained. Now the branch officials are
pursuing a strike ballot of the whole membershlip,
(most of whom are not Immediately affected) knowing
that the majority won't support a strike at this
stage, In order to get thelr crummy deal accepted,
Thelr apparent militancy Is In fact a shabby
manceuvre to get round the growlng opposition to
.thelr policies of compromise with the Councll|.



AN ADDRESS TO COUNCIL WORKERS

WHAT'S AT STAKE

THOUSANDS OF JOBS DOWN THE DRAIN; COUNCIL HOUSES SOLD: CHILDRENS HOMES ~

SHUT; COUNCIL RENTS UP; LIBRARIES CLOSED; ADVICE CENTRES CUT; COMPULSORY
TRANSFERS. '

This is Jjust part of a long 1list of cuts being made, not only by the
Tory scumbags in Bradford, but also by hypocritical LABOUR councils from

Manchester and Salford in the North-west to Brent, Camden and Hackney,
amongst others, in the South-east. :

THE DIFFERENCE IN BRADFORD

Bradford has the distinction of adding to this list the privatisation
of 'a whole range of services. Unlike the Left, we don't think it matters
if we are exploited by state or private employers. But the effects of
privatisation are even more Jjob losses, poorer wages and conditions and

reduced services at higher cost, and are an attempt to further divide
us. This is what we oppose.

These measures are being prepared under present and proposed legislation
which will begin to affect ALL Councils of whatever political persuasion
from next year. Central pgovernment intends to bring in privatisation
bit by bit over several years tc divide and weaken opposition to it.
The enthusiasm of Bradford Tories has led them to try everything at once.

For the moment ‘other, wetter, Tory Councils will bide their time awaiting
the outcome of the 'Battle of Bradford'.

'TEST CASE'

The Tories, Labour and the Unions all recognise Bradford as a ‘test case'.
But for them the test is how quickly these measures can be introduced
NOT whether they will be introduced at all. Both Labour and the Unions
accept the 'inevitability' of their introduction. Their vociferous campaigns
of opposition, which we are all urged to join, are nothing more than

words. They cover up their practical co-operation in the smooth.introduction
of competitive tendering and privatisation.

CUTS AND PRIVATISATION HAVE TO BE OPPOSED WHETHER CARRIED OUT

ENTHUSIASTICALLY BY RIGHT WING TORIES OR RELUCTANTLY BY LEFT WING LABOURITES
WITH BIG MAJORITIES OR NARROW ONES

THE ISSUE IS NOT DEMOCRACY BUT CLASS INTERESTS

THE STATE, NATIONAL AND LOCAL IS A CAPITALIST STATE WHICHEVER POLITICAL
PARTY ADMINISTERS IT

THE FIGHT BEGINS HERE

Bradford 'could be a big mistake for the Tories. The real impact of their
legislation .will be dramatically highlighted for =&ll to see and could

galvanise a REAL opposition to their whole programme of anti-working
class measures. .

This will only happen if workers reject the

_ leadership, organisation
and politics of the Labour Party and the Unions. '



8. .
Recent experiences like the Miners strike, Wapping and the Ferry strike
show that no single group of workers can defeat the determined and combined -
efforts of the employers, the State, the media and the Unions to restructure
the economy at our expense.

Nothing will Thappen this time unless  the Bradford workers give a lead
by taking all out strike action. But if they allow that action to be
controlled by the Labour Paerty and the Unions they will end up simply
adding to the 1list of recent couragious but inevitable defeats which -
our class has suffered.

LABOUR DIVIDES US

If the Bradford workers strike their action will be applauded by Labour
politicians and Union leaders whilst at the same time they busy themselves
ensuring that 'outside' support remains largely symbolic. They will encour--
age a siege mentality amongst Bradford workers and seek to isolate them
from other workers by concentrating on the maverick qualities of Bradford
Tories rather than the common factors which unite us. Those of us working
for Labour councils which mouth opposition to the cuts will be told to
hold our fire and co-operate with our 'friendly' employer. This is a
straightforward case of CLASS COLLABORATION with our enemy. The opposition
of ‘'strong' local Labour councils to Tory central government with its
absolute majority 4in Parliament is illusory while councils are legally
and financially dependent on central government. This opposition has
the hidden benefit %o British capitalism as a whole of disorientating
and diffusing any real opposition. '

A COMMON FIGHT

All council workers must respond to the challenge of Bradford, not simply
to defeat Bradford council but to defeat the power behind the council
and force the government ~to pull back from its onslaught on all of us.

Thet meéns striking against central and local government 1rrespect1ve
of the polltlcal colour of the administration.

It means organising and controlling the strike movement ourselves independ-
ently of the Labour Party and the Unions. Action may start off locally
and within the Union framework. We must push it outside that framework
and beyond our local areas or face defeat. A nationwide strike movement
of this klnd is possible and would set free vast reservoirs of frustration
and anger felt by other sections of_the worklng class who would be encour-
aged to take up their own demands.

We need to organise ‘now for:
- a national strike of all council workers

-~ immediete extension of council workers' strlkes to other workers in
dispute

- regular mass meetings of all strikers irrespective of Union membership
~ directly elected strike committees

~ working class community links based on oppositlon to cuts in services,
the peoll tex, ET etc.,

- a demand for the end of privatlsation Jjob losses and cuts in services

WE MUST BEGIN TOQ POSE OQUR HUMAN NEEDS AGAINST THE NEEDS OF THE MARKET
AND THE STATE.

-

Written by Council workers . .
Published by 'Subversion' ¢/o Box W Raven Press, 75 Piccadilly, Manchester, M1 2BU,




CAPITALIST

f

The exploitation of a natural resource such as oi]
is a two edged sword for national capitals. If
there are the advantages of a balance of payments
surplus, large government revenues and credit wor-
thiness in the worid's money markets, there is also
2 down side. A strong curreacy pulls in imports
and discourages exports, leading to a destruction
of the industrial base. The wealth generated is
invested overseas where higher rates of return can
be obtained. :

This has been an underlying tendency in the British
economy over the last two decades.  Now that oil
prices are faliing because of stagnation in the
world economy, the balance of trade is slipping
into the red and only ever increasing interest
rates are preventing a flight from the pound. The
UK. economy is again being revealed as one of the
weakest in the league of rich natjons. What may
5ti11 1je in the future for Britain can be seen in
stark clarity in another national capital whose
ruling class saw 'black gold' as its passport to
prosperity.

In the mid-seventies the high price of oil allowed
the Venezuelan bourgeoisie to line its pockets.
The wealthiest minority were able to indulge them-
selves in luxury imports and.to invest abroad, par-
ticularly in the USA. To the abhorrence of this
section of the bourgeoise a leftist government was
elected which found it politically expedient to
spread a little of the wealth to the other classes
in socfety. This was in the Torm of subsidies on
staple products, cheap prices for petrol and rudi-
mentary welfare provisions.

At the same time the distortions of the oil hoom
were undercutting the foundations of the economy
with the result that today unemployment stands at
25%. Also an underclass of poor was growing, popu-
lating the slums and the shanty towns around Cara-
cas and the other major cities. Nevertheless the
government was re-elected on a platform of letting
the 'good times' continue. But as oil prices
turned down this was funded more and more by bor-

rowing from foreign bankers. '

For Venezuela, oil exports peaked in 1978 at $19
biTlion, In 1688 they were $8 billion and 43% of
all foreign earnings went to servicing debts to the
Western banks of $38 billion. At the beginning of
this year the logic of capitalism finally caught up
with the Venezuelan bourgeoisie. Harsher policies
were dictated by the International Monetary Fund as
a condition of new loans to bolster the national
reserves.

As always the way out of the crisis of the bour-
geoisie was to cut the living standards of the
working class. Subsidies were cut leading to price
rises outstripping wages. The poor were to be
driven below the level at which they barely sur-
vived. But this time the victims refused to place
their heads meekly on the block.

—
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BLOODBATH

in VENEZUELA

Incensed by increases half as much again as those
announced by the government on foodstuffs and bus
fares, by the blatant speculation of shopkeepers
creating shortages by holding back goods until the
price rises were authorised, goaded by the corrup-
tion of the state, the political parties and the
trade unions, and by the flaunting of their wealth
by the rich, the urban slums erupted. For a few
days at the beginning of March, in what one re-
porter called a 'national uprising', the poor from
the shanty towns rioted, burning shops and public
transport. Together with the other exploited
classes they looted:those goods which their poverty
and the profiteers had denied them., -

BLOODBATH

The response of the state was jmmediate and brutal.
10,000 troops were flown to the capital and set
about the bloody reassertion of order:  Demonstra-
tors and rioters were shot down in the streets,
looters were pursued into the slums and killed in
their own homes. A state of emergency was imposed
which suppressed meetings and banned extra-
parliamentary opposition groups. Civil rights were
suspended allowing arrest on sight and detention
without trial. This bloodbath left 1000 dead and
perhaps 7000 in detention. :
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Meanwhile government spokesmen were ready with
their responses: that the uprising was provoked by
*subversive groups, that the IMF and the foreign
bankers were to blame and that Western capitails
would have to go easy in the future. Palliatives
were offered in the form of wage rises but these
were already in the pipeline, and price freezes but
at the new level, '

10.

LESSOKS

Events in Venezuela hold a number of object lessons
for anyone taken in by the propaganda of the de-
fenders and reformers of capitalism. Those who
think that capitalism no Tonger 'oozes blood and
muck from every pore' must think again when they
see how the bourgeoisie imposes its order on soci-

- ety by repression. Those who believe that capital-
: ism can still improve humanity's lot can see how
capitalist relations of production lead to the
squandering of natural resources while driving the
mass of people deeper inta poverty.

Those who claim that democratic government means
that power and prosperity are more evenly spread in
society are proved false for Venezuela is not a
military dictatorship like Chile, nor is it in the
hands of the cocaine barons, Its democratic insti-
tutions are held up as a model for other countries
in South.America. Now many of those people who
quietly queued to vote for Perez' party lie dead,
shot by his troops.

Finally there are those who put their faith in par-
ties or politicians of the left. But again Vene-
Zuela shows the poverty of this view. Perez calls
himself a democratic socialist, he .is a welcome
participant at meetings of the Socialist Interna-
tional where he rubs shoulders with the Kinnocks
and Mitterands of the West. But when capitalist
logic dictates these professed friends of the work-
ers will defend to the last drop of workers' btood
the class system which they represent. That Perez
has done what was expected of him in Venezuela is
demonstrated in an articie in the Economist where
the fiercest critics of his government, the wealthy
faction of the Venezuelan bourgecisie are recom-
mended to close ranks with him now and give him
their support.

:;

Painful éi;sterity |

The Venezuelan and the world -bourgecisie claimed to
be surprised by the response which- the austerity
measures provoked. But perhaps not too surprised
after the recent spate of hunger riots in Sudan,
Jordan and Algeria. The Venezuelan President

.***************************************{*
Perez' remark that "we got out of this relatively
well" reveals the cynicism hehind the mask of re-

Sinclair

************************************************************************************;**.

Later this year the C.B.G. intends publishing Reply to Lenir by Herman Gorter,
Fortunately this already exists in an English translation which we have typeset in book
form. However a very great amount of important material from the German Left exists
in our possession in German. Some of it we have managed to have translated but there
is much more we cannot hope to read in English unless we can discover comrades willing
to translate for us. It is our intention to publish a collection of this material in the near
future.  Texts of .the K.A.P.D., Minutes of their First Three Congresses and later
historical and theoretical material of the first revolutionary wave all awaits translation.
S0 too does material in Dutch such as a biography of Gorter and material in Russian on
the Russian Left Communists. If you could help us in translating, from any language (we

also need material in Spanish and French translated) please contact us at the group
address.

And if anyone would be willing to assist us financially with the above publications please
contact us also at the group address. . . '




CAPITAL'S

Plans of the bourgeolsie In the East grow ever more
frantic as thelr economlies totter om the brink of
col lapse and thelr strategles fall to deliver the
salvation they so desperately want and need,

From the Elbe to the Urals the crisis of capl¥alism

in the east Is now obviously terminal. In Bulletin
12 we wrote on the nafure of the crisls of
capitalism In the Russlan Empire and what +the
bourgeolsie were planning as an escape: Peres-—
troika: Glasnost: +the furn  to  the market:
{ncreasing exploltatton of the working class:

unemp loyment etc, ete., Now s a good moment to see
how the situation s developing. Now fs & good
moment fo look at the strategy of the bourgeoisie
and their problems, to see how successful they have
been and what lies ahead for them. In particular
It is a good moment to look at how the policles of
the Eastern bourgeolsle are actualiy being put into
effect., At the forefront at the Russlan Empire's
attempts |le the satelllte states of Eastern
Europe, the empire where the effects of the erists
of the decay of the system has been most sharply
felt - and where Gorbachov's 'solution! |[s belng
tested on the workling classes of such as Hungary
and Poland. For Poland and Hungary are the states
which most clearly exemplify +he direction that
Gorbachov seeks to take, And what comes across
most -clearly from an examination of what the
bourgecisie are doing In both countries Is the
unity of the bourgeoisie,

HURGARY

In Hungary the economlc sltuation Is desperate, the
economy Is In rulns., The rate of Inflation Is
tofficlally' 16%, In reall+y much more, a natlon of
ten mililon have a debt of nearly £B blllien and
rising; the cost of basic foodstuffs rose ear|ler
this year by 17% wlth meat and dairy products
rising by 44%, Medicines are now B80% dearer than
they were last year with some brands showing a 350%
Increase. For those who can afford them the price
of cars has risen by 25% and for those who cannot
the cost of public +transport rose in March by
between 60% and 80%. Postal charges also rose then
by 50%. Such price rises are a direet conseguence
of the state's efforts to cut the budget defictit
and Tncrease the level of exploltation of the
Hungarian working class. A recent government
-survey Indicated that the Hungarian worker had to
work for 70 hours or more per week to maintaln his
standard of |iving. In 1988 when Inflation rose by
18% according to the state wages only rose by 5%,
Taking the recent rlses In costs ouf!ined above the
prospects for the proletariat look pretty gloomy
this year.

IT Is thus too late for the bourgeoisle In Hungary,
as eisewhere to pretend that this Isn't the case or
to try to use repressive measures alone to control
the anticipated upsurge in working class discontent
at the measures belng taken +o try o redress the
sltuation., What they are dolng Is Just what they
are dolng In Russia, trylng to moblllse the working
class behind economic chariges which move towards
the market, attract forelgn Investment to be pald
for by an increasing exploitation of +he workers

and, most of all, blaming the past for the mess
- they are In, :

1",

D and HUNGARY

AY OUT

In a recent report on the events of 1956 which, as
part of the rewriting of history fo sult the
present, the Hungarlan state has been using to show
how different they are from +he Stalinist hacks
which drowned the uprising In 1956 in a sea of
workers® bleood, appeared the explanation for +the
terminal situatlon +the Hungarian economy is In.
The report stated:

" The crisis which has been
unfolding for the past flfteen
years [s a manlfestation of +he
crisls of the whole East European

model of sociallsm,"

In February the Communist party officially admitted
that the post-war experiment with one party rule
had been a fallure and set up & committee to
prepare for gradual +transition to a multl-party
system. As the Party General secretary put it:

" We have reached the concluslon on

the basis of +two weighty exper-
lences - the economlic and soclal
tenslons prlor to 1956 and those
In recent years - that we cannot
contlnue along +his road. ... 1
see in the multl=-party system
greater posslibllities for ensurlng
that we commit fewer such
mistakes™

Only last May the party had committed itself 4o
"pluralTsm™ withlr the one party system but clearly
this had not had the desired effeet of rallying
Hungarians behind them. And so 'the whole hog' had
to be gone. in other words a commitment only to
‘giasnostt had not been sufficlent t6 rally other
fractions of the bourgeolisie hehind the policlies of
Increasing exploftation of the workers, nor had 1t
been encugh to divert class action Into support for
tdemacratisationt. The full flavour of +the
democratic myth was called for and +he Hungarian
bourgeciste, confident that, whatever happens, the
rule of capitat will not be. threatened, are now
launched into a carnival of deception, laying clalm
to be heirs of the revolution of 1956, European
soclal democracy and workers control. White
warnlng however that membership of the soclalist
camp and the Warsaw Pact could not be put Into
question and keeping +ight control of both the
army, and more Importantly, the secret police, the
Hungarfan Workers Farty (sic) have fought with each

other to propose more radical slogans and
proposals., Politburo member Janos Berecz agrees
that "llberal parliamentary democracy on +he
western model' 1Is what "Is being sought, Imre
Pozsgay, leader of the treformers' within the

PolI'tbure says that:

" soclalism has come to the end of
tts days and Is an obstacle +to
progress In all flelds ..., We

took the wrong way, we 1lost so
much +ime +that we could never
cateh up and now we are not an
Independent country - we can make
only ten-years-out-~of-date halr-

driers.vw



Cne party rule has been nemed as the culprit for
+he 1lls of Hungarlan capltalism and must go, and
Tn going the deluston +hat cepitatism run by a
multt party bourgecisie will somehow be any
different, and less exploltative, will hopefully
succeed In making the proletariat accept auster(ty
in exchange for political 'freedom!.

Already the par|iamentary contenders are
assembling. The 'Hungarian Democratic Forum' &
loose coalition of reforming CP members, Christlan
socialists and Christian Democrats on +the west
“German meode! Is In existence proposing soclution
which stress "Hungarian Natfonal wvalues" [In
language +hat resembles Pamyet In Russla. The
Smal tholders Party which took 57% of the vote in
the tast elections In 1945 has been resurrected by
some of Ifs surviving members, and the virulenfly
anti-communist Alllance of Free Democrats has set
up Its stall, Everyone awaits the reformatlon of
the Soctal Democratlc Party to complete the team.
For that Is what +they are, Whatever fthelr
pollticel complexion and whatever the extent of the
nfreedoms" that are allowed by the bourgecisie all
these bourgeols expresslons are united, absolutely
unanimous on one polnt, *the need to save the
capltallst economy, to get credlt from the west and
to make the proletariat pay for the crisis by
worklng their way out of I+, They are all
commit+ted +o Increasing austerlty sugared by
tdemocratic freedoms' for the working class.

In recent months a number of Independent “"unions"
have been formed by groups of workers,
predominantly white «collar workers *hroughout
Hungary. In February an attempt ‘was made by a
group of flfty workers to set up a "Hungarlan
Sol ldarity". This Tatter group accused the
dovernment of "squandering thelr labour® and called
for wage reform, workers se!f-government, shares in
state Industries and workers counclis as In 1956,
Clearly the working class are beglnning to respond
not only to the hlandishments of the bourgeoisle
but to the growing crisls in their wage packets.
The fact that such organlsations are formling Is
itself a demonstration that the working class are
beginning to take a hand In the game but the form
such actlon Is taking, 1f it does not break through
the bounds of +the "unlon +to save capitallism®
approach will merely strengthen the exploltation of
the ceapltallsts and demoralise the class
combativity of the proletariat.

POLAND

If we look at Poland, where the solutlon of fthe
bourgeolisle Is Ilkewlise pretty far advanced, at
least in terms of presentation we can see the
potential pltfalls +that face the Hungarian, eand
other proletarlats of Eastern Europe.

Since the Seventles Poland has seen the sharpest
expresslon of class conflict In Eastern Europe, a
confilet which has been told of many times In the
press of the proletarlan movement, Upon the backs
of the class action of the working class the
Solidarnosc parassite has c¢limbed untll today 1+
stands hand In hand with the Communlst state at the
apex of the capltalist heap. For here too the
economlc crisls Is so desperate that desperate
measures have been called for, The unificetlon of
the bourgeolsle has been deemed essential [f the
proletarlat are to be successfully pauperised to
save the Pollsh econcmy. Interests rates earlier
this year In zlotys rose to 66% which pushed the
dolfar exchange rate through the fleoor, plunging
12% In a single day legaltly but on the black market
pushling the value of the dollar up to 3500 zloty.
So what {s so Important about the dollar, Well, so
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desperate Is the crlsis and the shortage of goods
that they sell only at the black market doilar rate
in zloty or for dollars themselves. A flat, a car,
chickens, cans of beer, or a meal at a restaurant
can only be paid for by dollars or zloty at black
market rate and there are many l[tems such as baby
food, wood for bullding houses or Polish Vodka that
cannot be bought for any amount of zloty: only
dollars will do. Oniy cabbage, It Is sald In
Poland, can sti!] be bought et the offliclal rate
for zloty. ’

In such a sltuation negotliations have been gelng on
for months regarding the legallsation of
Solidarnosc and +the Introduction of "democracy"
Into the running of the country to solve the
economic problems of the state. Lech Walensa has
calfed for a "reconstruction that will make this
one—party state Into a state that belongs +o the
nation and soclety." And the prospect of Impending
ecopomlic collapse and the "fresh breeze" from
Moscow have brought an extraordinary softening of
the positlon of Jaruselskl's government. Thus In
Poland +too the different elements of the
bourgecisle, from The Party to the Catholle church
are united In seeklng to save Pollsh Capitallsm
from the economic disaster- which threatens +to
engulf It. As Jacek Kuron, an ‘intellectual!
assoclated with Solldarnosc put {t durlng a Radlo
Free Europe broadcast recently: '

"ort Is necessary to force the
regime to accept radiceal poiitical
and economlec reforms. {(+ Is not
the same thing I{f +his [Is done

through strikes or
discussTon In society
with particlpation,

through a
as a whole,
ITnvolvement In

pubile groups, soclal movements
and therefore a debate through
representatives In varlous negot-
fatlions between soclal groups and

above all between the soclety and
the regime. Everything that has
happened recently gives hope +that
this second way wlill be posslible.”

As Stanlslaw Handzllk, leader of Solidarnosc at the’
Nowa Huta steelworks In 1980 and member of fthe
unions national teadership put I+ last year when
ssked about the possiblilty of an anti~crisls pact:

" The Ildea 5seems reasonable tTo me
because the main question In
Poland today is not who wlil win,
but whether we can get out of the
crisis as a netlon. And If both
sldes prove- willing such a
natienal understanding 1s the only

way. Solldarnose 1s not putting
forward tfoo radical a programme,
On the other hand the regime -
whlle wanting as much as posslible
to maintain l+ts possesslons - has
also +to show a readlness for

concesslons. v The
experience, and
Yugoslavlan one
management Is

Hungarfan

above all the
show that self-
Tncapable of curlng
the economy here. 1t Is an
outdated remedy,. On the other
hand the experience of our western
nelghbours shows that +the market
system, the capltalist system, Is
the most stable and efflcient. So
wvhy seek a speclal road, vhy
involve ourselves 1In experlments,
vhen we have a ready-made model
that vorks marvellously and
achleves a perfect balance."

(our emphasls)



And there we have it In a nutshell. Solldarnosc
and the State, unlted on the need to move to the
market economy, attract western capltal and delude
the proletariat into belleving that thls is +he
only way that works, a way that has brought
susterity and pauperisation to tncreasing numbers

of workers and others throughout the western worid

slnce capitallsm faced I+s historic erisis once
agaln in the late Sixties. Two months ago the deal
was slgned, Elections are expected sas early as
June according to the accord worked out between
Walensa and Interior Minlster Kiszszak. Yes, the
unlty of the bourgeolsie agalnst the proletarlat,
just as In Hungary, s assured. But In Pojand we
have a worklng class, for all the deluslons of the
church and Solldarnosc, which Is well versed in the
traps of capltal, with a vast experlence of
defensive actlons agalnst the Imposed austerlty of
the capltallst state, The comblned bourgeolisie
still have to convince the proletariat that they
must suffer for the natlion, And there are omlnous
signs, omlnous for the bourgeolsie at any rate,
that they stil! have a long way to go before they
can persuade the proletariat +to suffer greater
misery to seve their decaying system. The Feasant
Party MP put 1t succlinetly during the negotiations
when he sald:

" As yet most Poles are unimpressed
" by the potitical changes: the
sconomlic debacle Is paramount.™

POLISH YORKERS FIGHT BACK

Even while the negotiations were going on +the
Potish worklng class were defending thelr living
standards and making [t clear that they were, as
yet, unprepared to Ilet +hem fall apy further,
whatever was agreed. In February In the middle of
the negotlations 7000 miners staged a slt=In
strike near the fown of Belchatow. This was only
one of & serles of disputes that occurred
throughout the winter, This particular strike was
only called off after the personal! Interventlion of

Walensa who sald the negotiatlons were threatened

by It. After it was called off one miner sald:

v We call aoff our strike for
pollt+ical ~ reasons and if it
weren't for the round +able we
would have kept gofing on. ... we
support the round table, we want
Scolldarnosc to be legalised: there

will be somecone to defend us then,

11fe will be better,n
The miners, whose pay at the start of the strike
was 74000 zloty per month on average (£12) began
the strike calling for a 30000 zloty increase., As
the strike went on the demands escalated and
widened, After Walensa's fIntervention they
accepted a temporary bonus, a promise to recommence
negotlations later and there was an agreement to
return to work. The efforts of Solldarnosc and
Walensa were clearty therefore to stop class action
Jjeopardising the negotlations reinforcing thelr
belief that the saving of Polish capltalism is far
mere Imporfant that miners I1ving on the breadline,
As Edward Olszewskl of +the Belchatow Strike
Committee put it after the strike had been called
off: .

" There was a moment of opsycho-
foglical breakthrough, when we
reallsed that we had o act

responsibly as a group and with an
understanding of the natlonal
sTtuation.” )
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In other words, an understanding of the sltuation
of capltal replaced the workers understanding of
the sltuation they were in themselves. The role of
Solldarnosc 1s thus Put Tnto sharp reflef, To tell
the workers that [f they do not strlke "|[fe will
be better", while negotlating with Jaryse)ski about
how to screw the working class In order to defend

the capltallist economy,

Has He Conned Them Again? .
This, ot course wasnt the only strike +his Spring
In Poland. There has been a rash of wlidcat
strlikes, and even some: led and organlsed, under
pressure from the working class, by the "{egai®
unfons Tn opposition to the calm preached by
Solldarity. Handzlik reported in an interview that
In the Lenin Steet Plant over +the winter
Solldarnosc had had a very hard time convinelng
workers not. fo go on strike +ime after +Ime.as
thelr economic sltuation. deterlorated In line with
the collapse of the economy. He clearly polinted
out the danger for the state and for himself and

_his Sotldarnosc colleagues, now In part responsible
for gulding Pollsh Capltallsm through the storms of
economic collapse. He pointed.to the fact that the
workers have regalned thelr confldence {n

collective action despite So!ldarnosc's appea (s for
calm: - '

oWl ), demand
their due,  especially slnce +the
country's economlc sl+tuation ls
getting worse daily. inflation Is

Y The workers

Incredible, and people no longer
have any savings, because only
nuts would seve zlotys .., people
are living from day to day;

families have no hope of saving to
buy furniture, washlng machlines,
TVs., We are living as though In
the African bush. What we get we
eat every day, and the next day
the question arises of what to do,

This 1s shapling soclal consclous-
ness and c¢reating an explosive
situation. Nelther a new state of
war, nor the army, nor the police
can keep such a sftuatlon under
control  m

Only Solldarnose, he thought, hed a chance of
channelling the discontent of the workers away from



class actlon into cooperation with the state for
the salvation of Pollsh capitallsm. In May 200,000
copper. miners staged a strike and sit~In., Walensa
appealed personally to them to call off the strike
and they quickly sent him packing., The government
then caved In and the miners got thelr demanded 30%
pay rise and then and only then did the strike end,

Potand and Hungary therefore are acting as
frontrunners for Gorbachov Tn his race against
‘history. Every lesson he learns there about how to
organise the state end control the class actlons of
the proletariat wl!ll be ‘used when his "reforms®
. cause simflar situatlfons to emerge In Russia.

STILL NOT CONVIMCED

I+ would be untrue, however, to clalm that there I3
“‘unanimity among the bourgeoisie 1In -the . East
regarding the valldity of his approach. 'In Russia
there are still| Important sectors of the state at
best  uncertaln, at worst openly -hostile Yo
“Gorbachov's sotutions, = Thus far Gorbachov and his
" backers,. In particular the KBG, have successfully
- kept these at bay . by a ‘mixture of preferment -
those ‘who keep quiet are left alone - and threats,
" Those ‘who grumble Yoo much are forclbly retired
“i{ke .Gromyko or are suddenly find themselves
‘accused of corruption and bribery, as .LIgachev
found himself recently on natlonal television.

'i ;ﬁ the empire too there are whole states who, as

yet, have not gone-down:ithe ‘Follish .and “Hungarlan
‘road. - East Germany, cosseted by 1ts nelghbour to
the West [In .Bonn stilt belleves. [ts economlic
sltuation does not necessitate the move towards the
market and "“democracy". The East German state
stil1 belleves that its economic pull- and Its
relationship with the West will be sufflclent to
pull 1+ through { If not it can always threaten to
demolish the wall and let thousands more frefugees?
flood west disrupting the West German economlc
miracle.) )

To the south the Czech bourgeclsle, though I+s
economy [s fn & far more parlous state, simllarly
Is too frightened +to make ~any move In the
"glasnost” direction. This Is primarily due to the
fact that those in power at present got where they
were by being the toadies of Brezhnev after the
events of 1968, !f you like they are the last
dinosaurs of that era and they are holding tightly
onto the relns of power come what may. Demon-
strations against them are belng dealt with by
means of maximum force and beatings up and
imprisonment multiply daily. The attacks -on
parades on May 1st were merely the latest exampies
of the brittleness of the: rullng elite, More and
more 1t 1s clear that even If they were to accept
Borbachov!s pollicies they would be unable to carry
them out, unable to make anyone believe +hat they
belleved Tn them. But there Isn't really anyone
else who cen. The Czech equivalent of the Russian
and Hungarian 'reform' wing were wiped out after
1968. The bourgeolsie faces real problems here.
SImitarly In Rumania the economy Is past even the
stage of saving as Ceausescu razes even more
vlllages in order to clear ground for hls enormous
concentration camps and yet more palaces he and his
wife can live In. Here however there Is clearly a
wing supporting Gorbachov and [t cannot be long
before reality Impinges and they take over the
direction of a state with {lttle hope for the
future at all.

4.
DISUNITY

Poland and Hungary remain the models +o fol low.
But there is one quirk. There the working class
Is, as everywhere, the major problem to be
overcome, It ts also the only one, there Is no
real dissension ameng the bourgeolsle, This 1is
primarfly because there are only Poles In Poland
and onfy Hungarians in Hungary. Russia is not sa
"lucky', For the other major problem of letting
loose the strings of powsr Is what happens 1f there
Is not unity among +the bourgeolsie, Already
Gorbachov has his problems In Latvia, Armenia,
Lithuanla, and most recently In Georgla., He Is
acutety aware of the situation of state collapse In
Yugostavla where the bourgesisie of differing
nationalitles are trying to mobillse the workers
away from +the class demands prompted by the
collapse of the economy onto nationalistic demands
fronted by them against simllar demands of other
competing nationalities within the same state. The
working class Is not the only problem though [+
remains the only solution. (we shall return to the
problems of bourgeolis nationallsm for the
proletariat In Eastern Europe In another article,)

THE PROLETARIAN ANSHER

If the proletariat In Hungary, Poland and Russia
get conned by the ploys of 'democratic freedoms',
"I1beral democracy! peddled by +helr natlonal
bourgeolisies, by the 'Iife wil| be better! garbage
of bourgeols parasltes like Walensa and
Solldarnosc, then they wlll-be beaten, mobl!lsed
for austerity, mobllised for pauperlsation, behlnd
these factlons of the bourgecisie, mobllised by the
capltallist answer to +the economic crisls +that
threatens the rule of cepltal all over the world,

an answer that wil} {ead to Increased misery and
war, ' - ' '

Another solution, however, beckons, the profetarlan

solution. . Workers must reject the bourgeoisie In
all 1ts gulses, soclalist fatherland, !iberal
democracy, “trade unlons, for +they al! defend

capitalism and just as they did In the past wiil.
drown the working class In blood as part of that
solution. Workers In the East, just as In the West
must reallse that there Is but one world crisls
that threatens us all and which only we can solve.

And we can only solve 1t by destroylng the
capitalTst monster itself and Imposing our

solution, the rule of the working class Instead of
the rule of the bourgeolsle, an end to the lunacy
of a world which has the capacity to feed Itself
four times over but where milllons starve because
our masters cannot make a profit; a world where we
have the .capacity to produce every Item anyone
could possibly want but where mlllions starve in
ldleness because our masters decree that nothing
will be produced untess they can make a proflit from
1t; 8 world where the weapons of destructlon are
the only growth Tndustry In an economic system In
deepest decay and which must be destroyed before 1%
murders |ife on the planet,

ERH R R Y
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| Gorrespondence

ATTACK INTERNATIONAL - BM 6577, London, WCIN 3XX

18th December 1988

Dear Comrades,

thanks a lot for your recent letter and especially the
back copies of the 'Bulletin'. Your comments on the Irish struggle
were noted with interest by us, but we feel that it is on such a
point that the divisions between us become clear. If we could quote
from the first draft of ocur parmphlet on the Irish struggle:

national
liberation, national self-determination are deadly weapons of the

bourgeocisie aimed directly at the struggles of the working class'

"Some revolutionaries argue that 'all forms of ‘fnationalism,

(Communist Bulletin Group). There is a lot of truth in this state-
ment as nationalistic struggles ignore the crucial fact that the
national bourgeoisie are as much an enemy to the workihg class as
the‘imperial bourgeoisie. The 26 Counties state and the vicious
attacks upon the working class there are an excellent example of the
pit-falls of 'national self-determination'.

There would not be all that much difference with a 'united' and
'independent' Ireland than there is at the moment. The working class
would still‘be exploited by capital. It is vital that this is never
forgotten, pushed into the background by blind glorification of
republicanism, the IRA and Sinn.Fein. But it is equaily vital that

we are not blinded by theoretical masterpieces and dogmatic absolutism
either. | o '

There is a massive level of struggle in the 6 Counties that has enor-
.mous potential - that is why the British state is willing‘to invest
so much into a totally unprofitable concern. There are many problems
with the republican struggle, but it is_only through struggle that
ideas change. To cut ourselves off from this struggle because of our
intellectual ivory towers would be a: major mistake. We have got to
work with what we have got in reality, not with what we would like
to have. And that means supporting the struggles of the republican
working class while criticising its reactionary elements such as
nationalism and religious damiahce. Indeed, Ireland can be: seen as

the dividing line between the abstract theoreticians and the practical
class strugglers".
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We believe that if Sinn Fein did ever achieve power, then it
would perform the role of a bourgeois government, supporting capital
against the working class. But the point is that the potential of
struggle could mean that bourgeois elements such as SF are pushed

aside by the'working class. To hold back from such a struggle is an
abdication of responbility we feel.

This is our main basis - we believe in populist pOllthS We
argue that if our propaganda is not accessible to the broad mass of
the working class, then it is pretty well useless. This you will see
from some of our productions (see enclosed). Such groups as the ICC

and yourselves do have excellent political positions that we really

find very little to disagree with - except from your practical position
as regards struggle, everyday life and general accessibility of
propaganda. Certainly, the propaganda that you have produced is more
accessible than that of the ICC, but we feel that it is still locked
in the ghetto of high theorism. A further point is that we find it
very difficult to be interested by the extremely detailed denunciations
of other groups in the left communist milieu. Obviously, political
p051t10ns do need to be criticised if that is necessary - to deny -
that would be to accept totalitarianism. But when such theoretlcal
elaborations achieve more importance than basic political propaganda,
then surely something is wrong somewhere?

We would be very interested to read your respoﬁSe to what
we have raised above. We certainly feel that there is no 'fixed line’ i
that we rigidly adhére to, so any points that you make would be eagerly
read. One final pqint - sometimes {when we're pissed!)} we say that
our basic aim is to 'popularise communism'. Some of the high theorists
would argue that that is a contradictory statement - we would argue
that they're irrelevant to the working élass and its struggles,

_ B& LR R B BB B R R BB AR & &

Box CBG

Comrades,

Thank you for your letter. It makes points that have been raised again and
again in the communist milieu ssince its reappearance twenty years ago. We welcome the-
opportunity to restate our positlon. '

We'll attempt to deal with your points as they appear in your letter. TFirst though, on a
point of information, we are puzzled by your phrase "the national hourgeoisie are as much
an enemy to the working class as the imperial bourgeoisie"; this would seem to indicate
that you believe there are two types of bourgeoisie today. Perhaps you would explain the
matenal basis for this difference and what the ramifications are for the working class.

We see no such distinction - as our Platform makes clear we see state capitalism as
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universal, and it's dynamics are similarly universal. All capitalist states are imperialist -
though the expression of these imperialist Interests are largely (though not totally)
subsumed under the imperialist interests of the US and -USSR. The .fact that, say, the
Irish State, given Its material weakness, has no scope for expressing these interests,
should not lead us to the conclusion that it is 2 somehow different animal to, say the UK
state (which of course has next to no such scope outwith the interests of the US.) We
believe that to argue otherwise must eventually lead to the conclusion that one bourgeois
state can be mdre progressive (or less reactionary) than another. One of the greatest
gains of the communist movement of the first quarter of this century was the
understanding that this idea in the period of capitalist decadence was false.

We would further ask you to identify whether or not you see the UK's role in Northern
Ireland as an imperialist one - your letter doesn't make this clear. As we've made clear
before, we see it as no more imperialist than the UK state's role in Scotland, Wales or
Yorkshire, If you disagree we would appreciate it if you could make clear the difference.

Now te the points that you raise. You talk of how vital it.is for the working clas; to
realise that in Ireland it would "still be exploited by capital" even if Ireland was "united"
and "independent" but then write "it is equally vital that we are not blinded by
theoretical masterpieces and dogmatic absolutism either." What does .t.his me?n?
Sneering cannot take the place of polemic. You appear to argue that the clarity of view
given by these positions is vital but that this clarity of \rienf'T mustn't blind us...?7??

Judging by your letter your position appears to be that the Republican stru_g_gle. is
reactionary but that "political class strugglers" like yourselves recognise th.at _the struggle
can transform the working class regardless of its direction. Comrades, this is extremely
dangerous ground.

The working class this century can omly struggle on its own terrain, or be defeated. This
understanding, the legacy of the Dutch, German and Italian Left, faug.ht for and Eiefended
by the Communist milieu today, cannot be sneered away as "theoretical masterpieces" -
it was paid for, and is still being paid for, by the blood of millions of workers.

"There is a massive level of struggle in the six counties that has enormous potential -
that is why the British state is willing to invest so much into a totally unprofitable
venture" - you write. But where is this massive level of struggle? The class struggle in
Ulster, as in the rest of the UR, is relatively guiet. What expressions there are, are
being corralled by the left and the Republicans into rent, housing and eivil rights issues -
all safely on bourgeois terrain. Are you talking about a massive level of Republican
struggle? Again, where ‘is your evidence? We would expect such a massive bourgeois
campaign in reaction to a working class struggle, Nefther at the moment seems apparent.
Perhaps you could enlighten us on this. As for your claim that the UK state is investing
- "so much into a totally unprofitable concern" - it is difficult to see this massive
investment - try showing the workers at Harland and Wolff. Ulster is neither a .
profitable nor an unprofitable concern.. It ig part of the UK state's hinterland - like, we
repeat, Scotland, which, by the way, receives a far greater part of state spending that its
population figures would suggest - why is this comrades? 'Massive struggle' in Scotland?

You further write "it is only through struggle that ideas change. To cut ourselves off
from this struggle because of our intellectual ivory towers would be a major mistake."
You equate political clarity with ivory towers. Your notion that 'struggle' in itself can
be positive, educative, liberating is, as we've said, not a new one. It is, unfortunately, a
reactionary one. Sometimes its proponents are anti-fascist,. or anti-apartheid, or anti-
zionist or...but the idea is always the same: this or that struggle must be supported and
Communists are abstentionists for ignoring these struggles. But we don't ignore them -
we attack them as an attack on workers, as an attempt to derail class struggle, to attack
the unity of workers as a class ang impose bourgeois divisions. Your talk of the
"Republican working class" indicates your lack of clarity on. this - there is no republican
working class any more than there is a protestant, black, white, gay or female working
class - unless we accept only bourgeois sociological definitions of what class is.

Your idea that "the potential of stru

gele could mean that Bourgeois 'elements are pushed
aside" follows directly from your

idealist notions of struggle, which lgnore the class
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nature of all struggle - either as an expression of the working class or of the bourgeoisie.
Bourgeois struggle, such as the Republican movement, is the antithesis of working class
struggle - it exists to isolate, to reinforce political, religious and geographic divisions; to
drain militant workers of confidence in their own abilities, to tie the workers to
Bourgeois notions of democracy and civil rights, to mask the true nature of exploitation
and oppression. To argue still that such 'struggle' can lead to heightened political

consciousness is on par with arguing that since WW1 led to the Russian Revolution we
should support imperialist war.

How far do you carry the logic of your position? Do you argue that we should be in the
Unions fighting since that's where the workers are? After all "we have got to work with

what we have got in reality” - and we don't have to look too closely at whose reality do
we? ' '

You "believe in populist politics". We don't - we believe only in the politics of the
working class. You claim that "if our propaganda s not accessible to the broad mass of
the working class, then it is pretty well useless.” We _disagree completely. The lessons
of this century are that communist politics are inaccessible to the broad mass of workers
except at moments of high class struggle. For us this doesn't make our politics or our
existence 'useless' - but crucial. It is the crucial role of the class' political vanguard to
defend and maintain the gains made in past struggle so that they are not lost for future
struggles. This is not academicism or a retreat to ivory towers; it is a fundamental part
of the class' existence as a class - that it throws up a politically conscious minority who
will act upon the majority in times of high class struggle. This is not a pedagogic
relationship, as you seem to believe. You make a fundamental mistake if you believe the
reason that communist politics are inaccessible has anything pgreatly to do with
presentation. We suggest you try to find out about the mass circulation press of the
Russian revolution ~ you'll find. no echo of your contempt for theory there.

Again for twenty years we have heard voices raised to the effect that the reason we are
not heard by workers must be - If we are saying the right 'things - we are saying the
right things the wrong way: using too much jargon, too many big words, too many idea
etc. etc. And so we have your notion of us as "locked in the ghetto of high theorism":
the insults change - but the level of understanding stays the same,

It is a sad fact that those In the past who have advocated what you now dd - entering
bourgeois struggles "since that's where the workers are"™ or changing our

positions/propaganda since workers don't understand it have either been sucked completely
into leftism or have sunk into demoralisation.

What can we say? Bourgeois street politics carry a certain excitement, a certain
dynamism - deliberately so to suck in working class militants. The defence of communist
positions, especially in today's period of low class struggle, offers no such excitement, no
such enervating activism. But activity always serves a purpose: there are no neutrals in

the class war. We hope you realise this before you disappear leftwards up the backside
of the bourgeoisie. ,

fraternally,
G.M. for the CBG.

Box CBG |
«69 boomtown books
599'9‘ 167 King Street
Aberdeen
U.K.
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The Proletarian Milieu
and
REGROUPMENT

The last lssue of the Bulletin contalned an articie
by us attempting +o draw up a belance~sheet of +he
work of the revolutlonary mitleu since l+s virtual
rebirth In the events and aftermath of 1968, For
ali but the wlilfully bllnd (or perhaps, more
accurately, the desperately blind) the need +o
understand the contrast between the ravelutlonary
movement!s Initlal achlevements, hopes  and
assumptions and I+s current fragmented and
demoralised sTtuation is an unavoldable task 1f we
are to face the future with any degree of clarlty
and confidence, The whiff of panic permeating the
ranks of revolutionaries }s unmlstakable, |+ takes
several apparently contradlctory forms - biind
activism, retreat into acedemic theorisatlion,
outright demoralisation and programmatic
degeneration - but its roats are Ildentleal: a
fallure to understand the dlfference between *the
cirrent period and the last revolutlonary epoch and
a consequent fallure to draw the correct lessons
for the work and role of revelutionary
organisation.

The crisis In the mllieu did not appear overnlght,
In fact, [t ls true to say that all the weaknesses
we see currently in flower were prasent from +he
beglnnling. But for +the greater part of the
seventies they were largely hldden by the profound
(though fraglle) achievements - the recapltulatfion
of  programmatic clarity, the organlsational
strengthening through the foundation of +he 1CC and
the International Conferences calied by Battaglia
Comanunlsta. However, by the Eighties = the IcCs
Ironfcally named Years of Truth ~ the demands of
translating theoretical clarity Into a fighting
Interventfon In the masstve outburst of struggle In
the French and British steel strikes left the
Inltlal weaknesses cruelly exposed. To a greater
or lesser extent, the whole milleu was affected
but the most spectacular casualty was the 10C. |+s
fnablilty to deal with the extra-ordinary ferment
of Internal debate on a wlde variety of issues
eventually culminated In a crippling serles of
splits in 1981, The CB6 was a direct product of
those spllts.

Rlght from the beginning and throughout +he ensuing
‘elght years, we have devoted considerable effort
defending the necessity for a splTt and developing
the theoretica! and orgenisational foundations for
a new and c¢clearer regroupment of revolutlionary
forces, We have argued time and agaln, then and
during subsequent splits from the I1CC, that NONE of
the specific lssues In contentton - the Theory of
the Left In Opposition, the Machiavel)lanlsm of the
Bourgeolsle, the question of Centrism, Subterranean
Maturatlon of Consciousness ete = were of
themsaives, taken singly or together, sufficlent
cause for splltting. The problem was much more
fundamental: 1+ was not the differences themselves
at Issue but +he ICC's complete and profound
fallure to elther resclve them or deal wlth them
productlvely within a single organisational
structure without the forelble suppression of
dlssenters from en arbitrarily declded "Party
Line".

The Issue at stake Is the very one which spllt the
Bolshevlik Party from the maln body of the RSDLP -
the question of revolutlionary organisation, The
sectarfanTsm and monollthism which paralyses +the
miileu can not be dealt with In fisolatlon from the
question of organisatlon: and this |s emphatically
not simply a questfon of structures and statutes,
I+ demands an understanding of the relatlonship of
revolutionarles to class consclousness and the
revolutionary process, of what It is that Ils
essentlal Tn the role of communlst minoritles and
of the fundamental, historic dlfferences
confronting the class today than In 1917,

We have dealt wlth these questlons In Tssue after
lssue of the Bulletin, and year after year we have
awaited the ICC's rasponse to our lengthy and
developed critique. Common sense would seem to
suggest that any organisation which ¢lalms to take
the lissue of the regroupment of revolutionary
forces serlously and has seen I+s own ranks split
repeatedly on the speclfic questlon of organ-

Isatlon, would be eager to confront opposing
political analyses of +his question. But
scandalously, lIssue 55 of International Review,

almost eight years after the split,  is THE FIRST
TIME THE 1CC HAS EVER DEALT WITH OUR POSITIONS. In
many, many pages of thelr publlcatlions and In tens
of thousands of words devoted to the CBS, they have
never progressed from the events of the spllts and
the character of the splitters,. We Wil not deal
here with the ediflce of [les, dlstortions and
Insults they created, or thelr unceasing campalgn
of hate. That+ has been done already.We simply want
to say here that the comrades shouid be ashamed of
thelr POLITICAL falilure to engage the issues.
Trying to force mllltants and tendencles out of
politics Is WNOT the way to clartify palltical
differences within the milieu. The loss of
comrades In these clrcumstances - and the IcC have
lost many, many comrades In that fashlon ~ 1s a
profound weakening of revolutlonary forces, not a
strengthening as +he 1CC clalm.

However, +the |ICC's hopes that the yeaps of
viliflcation would see the disappearance of the CBG
and the polltical orlentation defended by us have
been confounded by reallty, In particular, our
contention that the crisis In the milleu cannot be
wlshed away but demands a thorough-going re~
assessment of the current perlod and the tasks and
method of functioning of reveluticnaries is flnding
an  Increasing eche, In one _fashlon or ancther
within the mlifeu. As the 1CC themselves admlt,
with some dlismay: '

" +he varlous basle afflrmations
contained In the CBG's +theorls-
atfons &bout the mllleu ..(are)

+-Shared by a
mitleu T+self,m
International Review 55 Page 22,

gocd part of the

The 1CC singles out two organisations in particular
who have "urconditlonally capitulated” +to our



alleged "theorles of defeatlsm™, The CHO's recent
volte=face on the questfon of the nature of the
period opened by 1968, their contention that this
Is NOT 8 pre-revolutionary perlod, and that there
is a need for a "shift towards theoretlcal work" 1s
bizarrely lald at our door., It 1s true that the
CWO are (belatedly) responding to the same reality
that we are concerned with -~ a recognition of the
contlinued Isolation of revolutionarles, and a need
to re-assess the wearly assumptions about the
current perfod - but thelr particular response to
this owes nothing at all to the analyses of the
CBG., The developing politics of the EFICC however,
who in splitting from the ICC In simllar c¢lrcum—
stances to ourselves were forced to recapltulate
much of the same work, is undenlably a direet echo.

Faced with +this dlsmaying evldence +hat CBG
politics wlii| not disappear, the ICC have finally
been forced to add a political attack to +heir
campalign of viliflcation. As they proudly announce
in International Revlew 55:

" the ICC Is ready to setftje
accounts by gelng +through the
arguments one by one."

Let us follow them through the three major areas of
their attack.

1Ml ) Itant Intervention.

The ICC descrlbes our positlon and practlice thus:

ﬁas) ees AN

" (the CBG absolute
convietlon that In +he present
conditions of the class struggle,
the intervention of revolut-

fonarles-plays no real role”
Accordingly, our conclusions are predictable:

" we have to stop the
bulld a centraliised
whose task s to
class  s*truggle: we have to
dedlcate ourselves to a work of
study of 'opent! debate..®

effort +to
organlsation
Intervene In +the

On one level, of course, this description of CBS
practlce 1s spectacularly siliy. This is NOT what
we say (despite the false quotation marks used in
IR 55): It is NOT what we theorlse: and It Is NOT
what we practise, Almost any Issue of the Bulletin
provides 1Immedlate evidence of our enduring
commltment to mititant Interventlon - artlcles and
leaflets on +the struggles of workers In the
shlpyards and the mines, textile workers, teachers,
nurses, oll Industry workers, car warkers, the

workers at GCHQ etc; leaflets on leftlst
mobllisatlons; agalnst electoral campalgns; and
against bourgeols Imperiallst adventures. We are

. no stranger to factory gates, picket llnes, demos
and leftist public meetings. (It Is worth pointing
out alse, that our work within the nmilleu -
correspondence, polemlcs etc - which the 1CC
Insultingly calls “parasitism", Is also a m![{+ant
Intervention In the working class, albelt wlthin
1ts revolutionary minoritles,) We do not pretend,
of course, that the scale or frequency of our
Interventlonery work matches that of the ICC.
Simple numbers and geographlcal distributlion makes
that Tmpossible.

For us, there c¢an be no confllet between Inter=
vantion and theorisatfon., It Is not a question of
elther/or. ~An organlsation -which does not
intervene Is not a revolutlionary organlsation,
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Theoretical work has only one justlflcation - to
understand and comprehend the external world and
the struggles of our class in order to Intervene In
them. Theoretical clarity and militant {nter-
vention are two sldes of a dialectical whole.
Each depends upon and Informs +he other.

Among revolutfonarles, +the argument cannot be
whether or not to Intervene, but of how and when to
Intervene, about the timlng, content and style of
interventlon. A leaflet at the start and highpeint
of a strike will not be the same as one at the end
and defeat of a struggle. The tempo of Inter-—
ventlon will differ during periods of generallsed
upsurge and those perlods of gqulescence and
passivity. The balance wlll be profoundly
different during the depths of counter-revolution
than during a pre-revolutlonary perfod. Getting
the balance rlght therefore, depends upon several
things - understanding the nature of the general
period, *he specific balance of class forces, the
particular level of class actlvity and the extent
of our own resources and capacitles. |t |s here
that the argument between revolutionarfes 1les and
I+ 1s precisely at thls pelnt that the ICC abandons
argument wlth us, preferring Instead to argue
nonsensically that the CBG zre agalinst tnter-
ventlon, It Ts a very old and shoddy 1€C methed of
argument - If you don't accept everything we say
about TInterventien +then you must reject any
intervention at all,

The plaln fact is, the ICC, in common with the vast
majority of the mllleu, have falled to come to
grips with the guts of +he argument on interventlon
because they have failed to understand fully the
nature of the current perlod and how It dlffers
from tha last revolutlonary wave. In 1917, *the
protetarlat confronted [+s hilstorlc +tasks after a
century of struggle carrled out from within the
historfcally speciflc conditlons of caplitallsm's
ascendance. It is vitally Tmportant $o comprehend
what that means. It means not only a century of
struggle resulting Tn real and lasting successes,
but a struggle in which the Minimum and MaxIimum
programme could exIst side by slde, That meant.
that the political dimenslon of the class struggle
was overtly, explicitly, unceasingly part of the
class's day-to—day existence, That did not mean,
of course, that a majority of the class was wedded
to the communlst project at any glven point, but It
did mean a widespread awareness and understanding
of its revoluticnary minoritles and Its own
polTtical potential - a llving, organiec, contlnuous
part of i+s experlence.

The proletarlat not only galned from the experlence
of organising i+self, of creating I+s own organs
for political and economlc struggle = the Soclal
Democratie Part]es, the Trade Unlons, the Flrst and
Second Internationals ete. - but just as fmport-
antly, that provided the materlal and politlcal
bases for the growth and work of polltical
minoritles of the class commltted to communlst
revolution and thelr Implantatlon In the heart of
the class and |+s day +o day struggles,

The organic rupture [n revolutionary experlence
during the decades of counter-revolution makes 1+
difficult for mlliltants +to comprehend the
differences from today. In Russia within a working
class of less than flve mllifon, the Bolshaviks
were numbered In tens of thousands - 34,000 by
1906. In some areas, as much as 12% of a!l factory
workers were members, Many other workers, again [In
tens, perhaps hundreds of thousands belonged to
other revelutionary fractlons - 84,000 in the RSDLP
In 1907 alone. Revolutionary [deas and arguments



were totally famillar fo workers. Revolutionary
mll1+ants were everywhere,
" They {ie +he
among the
benches,
pause,
l1ttle,

Bolshevlks) were
masses, at the factory
every day without a
Tens of speakers, blg and
vere speaklng In
Petersburg, at +the factorles and
In the barracks, every blessed
day. For +the masses, they head
become their own people, because
they were always there ,... the
mass [lved and breathed together
wlth the Bolshevliks.”
The Menshevik Sukhanov quoted Tn M.Llebman's
'Leninism under Lenin'.

Before we can even begln to make & sane, balanced
Judgement sbout how best to use our resources In
revolutieonary Intervention we have to grapple with
the reality of our current sltuation, I+.1s no
good pretending that we are slmply a snaller
verslon of the Bolsheviks, Slmple numbers give us
a clue to the grotesqueness of that fallacy -
revolutionary milftants numbered In  hundreds
Instead of hundreds of thousands, withln a class
numbared In hundreds of mlllions instead of less
than flve mitlion.” More profoundly, there 1s a
qual ltative difference: today the proletarliat ls
attempting to confront I+s historic tasks after
almost a century of exlstence and struggle within
the speciflc condltlons of capltallism's decadence,
The majorTty of communist fractlons pay llp service
to the concept of decadence and 1ts polltical
consequences = the counter-revolutlionary nature of
reformism, trade unfons, parllamentarlsm, natlonal
I1beration struggles etc - but virtually nong have
thought through the full Implications. The rupture
between +the proletarfat and i+s revolutlonary
history . and 1Its revolutlonary minorities Is
profound, In the perlod of decadence there can be
no permanent existence for +the unltary organs of
the c¢lass. The reformlst programme and all its
organisations are now tirrevocably organs of the
bourgeolsie - no longer preletarlan terrain. There
no longer exlst permanent organs of class struggle
which revolutfonaries can work alongside and
within, Our separation and Isolation from +he
class Is virfually total and can only be breached
at very speclfle, favourable highpolnts In open
struggle. Our footholds in the c¢lass are
inevitably translitory, Outslide of those moments of
struggle when action illuminates our Intervention
for fthe class, our abllity to work polltically with
the mass of the class, to speak, to put forward our
poiltics In an Tmmedlately ldentifiable fashlion, ls
enormously IImlted, restricted largely to
individual militants moving towards mature
-commitment to revolutionary 11fe,

There are two clear consequences Involved In
understanding this. Firstly, the potentisl for
revolutionary minorities to ever match the slze and
Influence of revolutionary fractions prior to 1917,
except during immedlately pre-revolutlonary, simost
tnsurrectionary perlods when the class Is
contlnuously mobllised Tn the factories, on the
streets, in strlkes and demonstratfons from day to
day and month to month, Is severely limited, The
abltity of even elitlst, vanguardlst, +tightly
selected organisations I1lke the Bolsheviks +to
attain (and maintaln outside Iimmediate hlighpolnts
of struggle) somethling approaching a mass character
disappearad wlth capitalism's perfed of ascendance.
The materia! and political basis for that does not
exist In our perlod. We cannot have a serious
discussion about the most frultful wuse of
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revolutTonary resources untll this Is grasped. It
Is the fallure to do this that Iles behind the
varlous panfc responses to +he current Tmpasse In
the revolutionary milley.

The present mllleu came Into existence wlth
soveral, largely unexamlned assumptions - that +the
economic crlsls would deepen and spread inexorably,
class response would develop accordingly both
quantitatively and qual Tt+atively, and the
revolutionary movement would grow progressively
along with It. The current disarray in the miifeu
has been produced directly from the fallure to
understand why this +hlrd assumption has not been
fulfitled. On the one hand, we have the
Immediatism of groups |ike Wlldeat and the CWO who
are swamped by actlvism with each upturn In
struggle - trying fantastically to builld wildly
nappropriate networks of  non-exlstent factory
groups, or bhelng overwhelmed by the sheer spectacle
of rlots etc = only to fall Inte the trough of
demoralisation at each downturn, disbanding In the
case of Wlldcat, and calllng for a retreat Into
theorisatlon In the CHO. On the other hand, we
have the hysterlcal +trlumphalism of the 1CC who
have clapped a Nelsonlan eye-patch on each eye and
Insist that there [s no erisis In the mllfey, that
the movement goes from strength to strength
aceording to plan and cannot understand that &
slwple repfay of 1917 1s not on,

It 1s NOT defeatism to reallse our sltuatlon Is
profoundly different from the Bolsheviks and +o
plan accordingly. .To understand why our growth has
been, and will be, more Iimited than the Bolshevlks
and the KAPD and that that Is not a cause for pani¢
Is to provide & stable foundation for contlnued
work. |t allows us to understand that Intervention
at the point of struggle must have a relatively
much greater [mportance now than in pre-1917 and
that agltational Interventlon In the class, and
organlsational work In the milleu must assume much
more [mportance than general propaganda work, Only
the 1CC could argue that that Is a recipe for:

" J..stoppling the effort te bulld a
centralised organisation whose
task ls to Intervene In +the class
struggle,"

On the contrary, 1t is a reclpe for abandoning the
search for maglcal devices to short-circult our
Isolatlon, for reallsing that there are no short-
cuts, that we cannot by our own efforts produce
movement In the -class, but must rely on acting
within the class's own actlvity. The class can
hear us best préecisely at the polnt that its own
actlon begins to break from 1ts constraints, when
It beglns to be forced +o conslder self-
organlsatlon and generallsetlon, Our abfllty to
persuade +the class Into that by propaganda Is
enormously more |imited than the qualitative impact
our Infervention can have when pclitical maturation
is placed on the agenda by the necessitles of
struggle. We could not have produced the events In
Foland 1980 no matter how hyper-active we became,
but who can fall to realise the profound potentlal
of even the smallest Interventlon once the
upheavals had begun?

This 1s not to argue that ",,.there is no real role
for revolutionary Interventlon In the present
conditions® but Is to be more precise about what
that role Is and how I+ differs from the [last
revalutlonary wave.

Although 1t Is not within the scope of thls
article, It Is worth pointing out In passing that



the 1CC's blind triumphaltsm about the state of the
milteu Ts exactly mirrored In Its attempts +to
understand the development of the class struggle.
Regular readers of the ICC's press over the years
wll| know that to read any issue at any time Is to
be told that the struggle 1s deeper, more developed
and more advanced than [t was before. Unable,
unwllling to admit to any setback or Impasse in the
class struggle, the ICC has arrived at a situation
where |t cannot understand the difference between
class milltency and genulne developments In
conscliousness and organlisation, Every sign that

the class has not allowed past defeats te destroy

I+s wlllingness to fight is halled as a qualitative
advance. Right next +to +the artlicle In
International Revlew 55 which we are responding to
here and which so signally falled to comprehend the
crists In the revelutionary mllfeu, Is an article
on Poland which repeats the ldentical falfures In
assessing the class struggle. Certainly, the wave
of recent struggle in Poland demonstrates +the
fallure of past defeats to destroy mllltancy, and
that 1s not Insigniflcant because it provides the
basis for the class to transcend those defeats; but
+hat demands developments In consclousness and
organlsation which are profoundly mlssing in these
strTkes.

In terms of spreading the strlkes, generallsatlon
of the struggle and 1ts =aims, self-organisation,
_ sheer scale and In self-consclousness the current
wave of strlkes falls enormously short of 1980, It
demonstrates the depth of the political defeet that
has been inflicted on the Polish worklng class.
Desplte being forced, on the level of evldence, to
recognise that there ls Indeed:

" ,..a very tanglble retreat In the
strength -of the werkling class"

the ICC rush azhead to declare this "superficlal®.
On the contrary:

" Nothlng could be further from <the

truth. In reallity, +the recent
struggies of +the proletarlat 1In
Poland provide & c¢lear conflr-
mation of +t+he whole perspective

put forward by our organisatlon
for twenty vyears: more than ever
this Is a tIime of the unfolding
and Intensliflcation of the class
struggle," '

(IR 55 page 5.)

Thls triumphalism, and the necessary dlstortion of
reallty In Its defence can be found In all the
ICC's coverage of class struggle. :

In reality, the unfolding of the class struggle,
lTke the development of revelutlonsry minoritles,
has been enormously more complex and hesltant than
alt of us {Including +the ICC) foresaw, The
preletarlat worldwide has not lacked combativity
but the obstacles Impeding developments In consc-
lousness and self-organlsatlen are formldable. To
recognlse this and to explore the reasons for it 1s
not defeatlsm but the only way to bulld a2 sound
foundation for effectlve, enduring -revolutionary
work. It Is the only way to aveld the current rash
of panlc¢ and demorallsatlon.

2} CENTRALISATION

The second leg of the ICC's attack on our polltics
s their contentlon +that we have abandoned
polittical centralisation as an essentlal method of
organisation. We are +old that:

* The CBG6 *rilumphantly attalned at
the beginning of the elghtlies ...
en exalted leve! of struggle
agalnst any mili+ant, centrallsed
actlvlity,."

(IR 55 P21)

And that we have concluded:

" we have to¢ stop the effort to
bulld a centrallised organlsation,”
: {Ibld.)

What type of argument Is this? Have the ICC never
read our publicatlons? Do they really not know we
have wrltten article after article argulng exactly
the opposite? Or, more llkely, are they merely
hoping that their own readers have not read our
publications?

we firsf ldentifled ourselves as 8 specific
groupTng within +he multiple 1981 spllts from the
ICC precisely on the defence of centralisation.
Agalnst the locallst and federallst arguments of
the elements who formed NoWar, the Ultra-Left
Review and Wildcat, we Inslsted: .

" L..the Internattonal neture of the
working class and the necessity
for there to be polltical
mlnorities force the conclusion
that only a centrally, organised,
international class Party can play

a fruitful role in the <class
struggle," _
{Bulletin 2. =The Ultra-left Revlew: Vehicle

Without Lights.)

That entire text, I|ike many others which fol lowed
It, was speclfically and precisely almed at the
defence of the centralised party and the absolute
rejection of federallsm and locallsm. The
proletariat enters history as a class without
fntrinslc antagonisms. Although 1+ is physically
and 1decloglcally fragmented by 1ts .day—to~day
ex|stence within capltalism, I+ carrles wlithin I+
the potenttal - for unificatfon globally and
politically, An Internatlonal class, I+ Is unl¥ed
by a single common response wherever, and however,
1t Is confronted by capltalism - the overthrow of
class soclety. Of necesslty, the palltical
expresslons of the proletarlat, both its unltary
organs and Its pelitTcal fractlons, mirror its
nature and hlstorlcal tasks. A class party can be
nothing other than International and centrallsed,
That 1s an unavoldable starting polnt for
revolutionary organisatlon and 1+ was precisely our
starting point in the constituting of +he CBG. In
the very first artlcle announclng the formation of
the CBG we stated explleltly:

" seafor us, +the achlievements of
clarity and the creatlon of a
milleu to defend +that clarlty In

an organised, continuing and
stable fashlon, Is . Inseparable
from the commitment to the
necess|ty for & centralisad
party,."

What could be clearer? The stuplditles of the
ICC's allegations are desligned to avold the real
argument between revolutionaries = what kind of
centratisatlon. And the -answer to that depends
upon an understanding of the role of revolut-
fonaries In the development of the preletariat!s
f+ruggles and consclousness within the unfolding of



the revolutionary process. Because the last
revolutlonary wave +took place right at the
beginning of the epoch of capl+allsm's decadence,
revolutionary fractlfons (and the class [+self)
entered the battle stlll welghed down by Illuslons
and TInadequacles of +the -past wlthout Ffully
comprehending the Impllcatlons of the new perlod.

The legacy of a century of Social-Democratic work,
the conceptlons and methods of organisation
appropriate te 1+, lingered on even after It was
clear that Soclal Democracy Itself had been
transformed In the development of state capltallsm
and had pessed Into the camp of capltal.
Generations of playing an actlve role, In fact the
maJor rele, In the creation and day-to-day running
of the organs that the proletarlat had thrown up +o
pursue its economic, soclal and polltical goals In
the nineteenth century - the Trade Unfons, mass
parl|Tamentary parties etc - obscured what It was
that was essentlal In the role of revolutlionary
fractlons both In the class's actions and within
the development of its consclousness, '

Thls fallure of understandlng was expressed most -

clearly In the conceptions of Lenin defended in
fWhat Is to be Done”™ and "One Step Forward, Two
Steps Back."™ For the Lenlin of this perlod, the
proletariat was capable of achleving only a very
[Imited form of consclousness - a Trade Unfon
consclousness. -From thls view, a genuine revolu~-
tlonary, class consclousness could only be +the
product of, and could only reside In, the Party.
The Party was thus charged not only wl4th the
organisatlon of the class but of the revolution
[tself. The creator and bearer of revolutionary
consciousness, the Party thus bore the same
relationship to the class as the General Staff does
to an army. Only the Party by its cogltetions
could see the way ahead, plan the sfrategy and give
out the orders for the Implementation of tactics
and action.

This visfon of the proletariat as a largely
unthinklng mess wlith the Party as Its braln was
necessarlly mirrored In the organisation of the
Party [+self ~ an unthinklng rank and flle with the
central organs as the ",..only thinklng elemant®,

1+ 1s obvlous what type of organlsation and
centralisatlon flows from thls, Leadlng the class
into revolutfon like a General leading troops Into
battle requires a "unlty of action" which Itself
requlres complete submisslon to the authority of
the central organs, Internal democracy Is
dismissed as ‘"only of beneflt to +the pollce",
Centralisation exists to Implement the will of the
centre, Folltical disclpiine becomes +he

.discipline of the barrackroom, or {n Lenin's
phrase, "the discipline of the factoryn,

" The political purpose of an organ
having such great povers s
understandable only If those
powers apply to the elaboration of
a unlform plan of actlon, Tf the
cantral organ assumes the
Inftlatlive of a vast revolutionary
act.”

(R.Luxemburg ~ "LenInism or Marxism®)

Even during the last revolutionary wave Itself,
when revolutlonary fractlons had +tens, even
hundreds of thousands of members, 1+ was obvlous +o
some elements of the revolutlonary mevement, in
particular the German Left, that the material basls
for such a role for the Party did not exlist., Of
necessity, the Party could only be a fraction, a
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minority of the class. The mass parties of Social

Democracy dlsappesred with the progressive era of
capitallsm, -

" Therefore a
where."

(H.Gorter — "The Organlsation of the Proletarlat's
Class Struggle",)

small Party every-

" Can this one small Party
simultaneously rule +his mighty
adversary, massively armed
caplitallism, and the mighty
proletartat? Can it be the

dlctator, +he despotic ruler or
both of adversary and proletariat?
The very numbers rulfle 1+ out,"

(1bld.)

Today, wlth the added experlence of seventy years
of the reality of capitalist decadence, It Is even
clearer that the ablllty of revoiutionary fractions
to functlon as +the organiser of the class, the
order-glver, can never be a major element of
reveluticnary activity. We aré smaller, more
lsolated and more separate from the class, Yo a
degree not dreamed of by Gorter, and that condl+ion
wit]l persist unavoldably except durlng the ferment
of the pre-revolutionary perlod. In  thls
situation, it is much easler to sse +he much
greater clarlty of the German Left, In particular
Rosa Luxemburg and Gorter, on the whole question of
the relatlonship between the Party, class and the
revolutlonary process. The CBG stand squarely with
Luxemburg when she argues that 1+ s the classfts
own actlivity which 1s at +the heart of both

developing consclousness and the unfolding of the
revolutionary act,

The proletarlat creates 1ts own consclousness in
action. The polltlcal clarity which Its
revolutionary fractlons bring to that ls an
Indispensable part of +hat process, but {s not
synonymous with the class consclousness whleh will
complete the proletariat!s historic task., I+ Is
merely an essentlal part of the whole. At tlmes,
en specifle 1ssues, on speclfic ‘aspects of
understanding, the class In action will (and dld
many times in the last revolutlonary wave) run
ahead of 1its political fractlons. But however
advanced the achievements of specifle moments of
struggle, they must necessarlly dead-end In the
ITmitations of consclousness possible in the mass
of the class at any glven moment., The unmistakable
¢cul-de-sac the Pollsh worklng class found
themselves In In 1980 desplte the enormous advances
In self-organlsation, generallsation and
confronting state power, Is a clear example of both
the potential of cless struggle and i+s 1imitations
lacking & revoiutlonary iIntervention. I+ Is only
the political and programmatic clarity of the Party
which allows those momentary advances to be
synthesised and transcended. ’

It Is preclsely here that we find the essence of
revolutionary praxis. We glve shape and dliraction
to the struggle: we point the way forward by the
clarlty of our slogans and programme frem wlthin
the rilchness and complexity of the proletariat's
own actlon. We do not have a ready-made blueprint
for that. We cannet foresee In advance, no matter
how sharp we are, all +he furbulence and unexpect-
edness of class struggle, the twlsts and turns, the
sudden outbursts and perfods of quiescence: we
cannot order It Into 1ife, we cannot plan 1+, we
cannot organise I+,



Even the polltical clarlty we bring to the struggle
cannot be some finlshed, complete vision. It is &
living and changlng product of the struggle |tself,
both shaping and belng shaped in one dlalectlcal
moment, As the class confronts each obstacle, Its
actlons detineate +the solutions, action and
consclousness flowing Into one another, throughout
the revolutionary process. Programmatic clarlty
depends upon that even as [t Intervenes In I+. It
Is a product of the whole not of +he part. It is &
process not a thing.

¥ The actlivity of the Party
organisation, the growth of +the
proletarlat's awareness of the
struggle and the struggle Ttself
are not different things separated
chronologlcally and mechanically.
They are only dlifferent aspects of
the same process."
{R.Luxemburg — Leninlsm or Marxism)

Centrallsation, the way that we orgenise our work,
exists In order to faclllitate thls |iving process
of clariflcation. It fs not & device for
implementing the wlll of +he centre, for the
dlspensation of a ready-made clarity. There Is no
room wlthin this vision for the "dIsclpline of the
factory", No single element produces or owns
clarlty, nelther wlthin the Party, within the
political milleu nor within the class as a whole,
Centrallsatlon Is the method which allows the
active particlpation of all withln thls process of
clarification, I+ opens up the Party to the
radicallsing Influence of the class and to those
elements of the Party closest *to the class In
actlon. We do not need a centralisation desligned
to allow us to manage the class and I+s struggles,
or for one part-of the organisation to create and
dlspense Its own ready-made clarlty to the rest.
Central  organs are nelther +the repository of
clarity nor ldealoglcal policeman.

Today, more than ever before, . It ls absolutely
necessary to be clear on +the questlon of
organlisation. The "dIscipline of the factory" was
a profoundly mistaken approach even pre-1917 within
the Bolshevlk Perty, but. they were able *to
transcend [t in actlon during the heat of +the
revolution and In the pre-revolutlonary period by
virtue of their sheer slze, polltical vitallty, and
most Importantiy, thelr [mplantation In the class,
The <class Itself ftransformed <+he Bolsheviks!
organisational [nadequacies.

In the present period, all 1s changed, Our
resources, In terms of numbers and Influence, are
incredlbly small. We are Isolated and separated
from the class more profoundly than ever before.
Our  sltuatlon Is historlcally unprecedented,
Divorced from the Invigorating effect of the |lfe
of the class, and lacking the natural checks and
balances which flow from +thet, the pressures
towards a sech-llke behaviour with al! its
paraphernalla - bureaucratism, cllqulsm, sulvism -
must be enormous. We can enly combat the crushing
welght of monollthlsm and sectartanlsm 1f we
understand Its roots and its mechanlsms,

I+ !s not enough +to recognlse +he nlghtmare
evolution and practices of fthe I1CC In its sectarlan
degeneracy; we must know how to go forward from
that and how to avold lt+s fate, Those elements
within the ICC who are critical of 1ts operations,
and those elements who have already left must ask
themselves precisely where the probtem [les, Is it
simply that fthe central organs fand therefore the
organlsation as a whole) have defended the wrong
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positions? s It because they have abused the
mechanism of centralisation? O©Or Is It something
mere profound? And 1f I+ s the latter, what are
the alternatlves? Is It possible to go forward
from the ICC with a different set of positions but
the same practfce? We have argued repeatedly that
that Is not posstble and have tried In article
after article to spe!l out the solutlon.

For a more detailed and concrete look at the
questlon of centralisation In particular we refer
readers to Bulletln 3. (Coples on request.) In
that text, we argue that it 1s not possible +o
avold the fate of the ICC simply by the production
In advance of forma! constitutlenal guarantees, but
that even If we cannot be clear on +he detalls of
how centralisation must function, we can be clear
onh what 1+ 1s we want It to achleve.

a) Centrallsatlon Is necessary to promote the
process of clarlfication which s the pre-condl¥lon
for Intervention.

b} Centrallsatlion exlsts to allow the actlve

particlpation of all, not to Implement the wlll of
the centre.

c) Central organs are nelther the creators nor
guardians of clarlty, Its role In our Internal
dlscusslons Is not to take up positions on our
behalf but to Impose coherence on the dlscusslons,
to draw out the lessons and try %o point out the
mogt frultful direction for future development.

d} When the demands of actlon require It, central
organs are charged with speaking and acting as the
voice of the organisation. That Is done, not In
Isolatlon, but as part and parcel of the process of
giving shape and volce to +he concerns of the
organisation as a whole, and Is always subject to
continuing debate, Just as the Party cannot
substitute Itself for the class as a whole, so the
central organs cannot substitute themselves for the
organisation as a whole.

3} REGROUPMENT/ PROGRAMMATIC IDENTITY.

The third leg of the ICC's attack on our politics
Is thelr contentlon that we no loriger recognise the
necessity for an organfsatfon bullt round well-
defined programmatic elarlty. Instead, they claim,
we want to:

" ,..dedfcate ourselves to a work of
study and ‘open' debate, In whlch
wlill partliclpate, at a level of
formal equallty, milltant organ-
Isatlons, Iindlviduals and circles
who have nothlng better to do.™

We want to hulld:

" ...an open, democratle party, in
whlich everyone is free to say and
do whatever they please,"

This 1s all flne knockebout stuff, However, It
bears as much resemblance to serlous political
debate &8s & Punch and Judy show does tTo a
Shakespeare play. Members of the CBG do not joln
out of vague sympathy and a wliilingness to do
something, but out of & commlitment %o the defence
of a *tightly deflned Platform, Members are not
free to reject the concept.of capltalist decadence.
They are not free to argue about the class nature
of reformism or Trade Unions, They cannot argue
that these organs can be taken over and



transformed. They cannot argue for support,
"erltical™ or otherwlse, of natfonal |lberatlion
struggles. They must accept that there are no

progressive factions of the bourgeoisie today, and
that all the so-called "communtst" and “soclallist"
states are simply a partlcular form of decadent
capltallsm, They cannot argue that Imperlallsm and
state capitalism are opticnal extras for capltal,
They must accept Marxism as an Indlspensable tool
of revolutionary work, They must accept +the
necessity for the leading role of a centralised and
Internationel Party In the reveolutlonary process,

In addition. they must accept +the POLITICAL
PRACTICE wlthin which the defence and promulgation
of these positlons are undertaken, That Tncludes a
clearly deflined Internal practice; a speclflc
orlentation towards the rest of the proletarian
mllteu Tncluding a clearly stated basls for future
regroupment; and a well-~deflned understanding of
tnterventionary work within the class.

Thls Is the polltical essence of the centralisation
discussed In the last section. Communlsts (and the
CBG) have no room for organlsations In which
Indlviduals refuse to undertake espects of corgan-
1sational work, or contribute *o the press or
refuse to hand out leaflets because they personally
do not think i+ is worthwhile. That Is a practice
allen to proletarlan revolutionary work.

50 what 1s left of the 1CC's contentlion that the
CBG Is a group In which everyone Ils "free to say
and do whatever they please"? |s thls meant to be
a serlous argument? Once agaln, we are offered an
imbeclifty, an insult, In place of the vital,
necessary polltical debate. The argument between
us I's- not about anarchism or communlism, but of how

to organlise communist work, 1+ Is about how a |

conmunlst organisation defines 1itself program
maticalfy, how It relates to the other ‘reval-
utlonary fractions of the proletariat, and how to
undertake the. process of regroupment which wil|
underlle the creatlon of the future Party. We have
stated clearly and at length In our past publlie-
ations exactly where we stand on these issues, We
have put our analyses forward, not as holy wrlt,
but as a contrlbutlon to a debate. We accept the
possiblllty +that our understanding 1Is wrong,
confused or inadequate and therefore we are open to
responslible crlttclsm, The ICC, and Its
supporters, must ask themselves why they have not
responded In thls fashlon, Instead preferring the
trlumphant demollftion of straw men, the rejection
of positions which are not held.

The fact of the matter ls, that far from arguing
that all positions ere M™equally valid" and have
equal welght, we start from a totally contrary
_posttion. It Is the sectarian practlces of groups
like the CMO, and the 1CC Itself, in whieh
positlons are programmatlically Incorporated In
organisational ldentity at the drop of a hat, which
- fall to realise that pollitical work depends
precisely on being able to dlfferentlate betwsen
the relative Importance of specific positions., We
enter the stertle world of the sect when we cannot
tell the difference between a position |lke the
bourgeois nature of reformism and Luxenburg's
theory of economlcs. One is a class [lne, cne Is &
contributicen to revoiutionary debate, Dlfferences
on the flrst lead to different polltical actions
and cannot be contained In a single organisaticon,
while differences on the second merely enrleh the
debate. "I+ Is the current Inabillty of much of the
milieu to distinguish between what Is vital to the
Tdentity of an organisation and what 1s merely part
of the process of clarfficetion, whlch constitutes
the flesh and blood of sectarfanism and monol-
Ithism,.
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The rupture between polltical fractlons and +the
class as a whole which has been Imposed upon us by
"~ the very nature of capltalist decadence, has
condemned us to severe lsolatlon and extreme
tininess of resources, We deseribed one of the
political consequences of thls rupture in the very

first text we publ!shed as a spacifically defined
tendency.

" Flrst of all, I+ means a majJor
veakening In the process by whlch
revolutlionary fractions glive volce
and shape to +the clarlty whtich
emerges from the actlvity of the
class as a whole, The rupture
between +the class and Its revol=-
utlonarles means that the process
of clarification so vital to +he

tasks of revolutlonaries Is
condemned to take place In
conslderable lIsolatlon from I'ts
materlal base. The day-to-day
contact wl+h the l1fe of the
class, the unceaslng Interplay
between communist milltants and

the class as a whole at every
level of struggle, whilch was
enjoyed as a matter of course by
revolutionary fractlons aof the
past, 1Is +totally denled to us.
When revolutionarles of +he last
wave 'reflected! on the lessons of
the class's experfence they did so
as & |lving part of The class in &
fashton which &ellowed them not
enly a sensitivity to the twists
and turns of the developments of
the class's consciousness, but
more importantly, provided +them
wlth an Immediate feedback on +the
validity of +thelr treflections'.,

The Belshevliks were implanted In
the heart of the class not only
because of their polttical

clarity, but dlalectically, *he
opposlte was slso *true, They were
politicelly clear because they
were at the heart of the class.

For wus, however, +the
quite different. ~Not
forced +to carry on the process of
clafification from the position of
virtual bystanders, but the fruits of
thls process, the pollitical positlons
whlch underplin our activity, are not
subjJect to the same tesfing In *he
filres of the actua! struggle, We
canfnot tell how valld or how wrong 2
positlon is simply by the response of
the class to It slnce the response is
nearly always the same - nll. In
this sfTtuatlon, +there 1Is almbsT
nothing to guard asgalinst an arbltr-
ariness In the emergence of posfitlons
and In the welght we accord them.,”
-(Bultetin 3 — A New Regroupment.)

sltuation 15
cenly are we

None of thls means that we must be condemned +to
peralysls for fear of error. What It does mean Is
that we must. exercise much greater cautlon about
when to take up a position, about when It Is
necessary for any particular positfon +to become
part of the organlsation's ldentity, and about what
that means for our relations with the rast of the
milieu and for our own Internal dabate,



The clearest lesson of revoluficnary history,
particularly the experlence of Russla pre-=1917, Is
+hat neither clarity nor the Party Ttself, was the
product of a slingle fraction, The process of
clariflcation, the process of regroupment Tnvelved
the confrontation of Ideas, analyses and action
withln the whole of the mllieu. There wes never a
single finished c¢larity. |t was the product of 8
long, palnful process through the "revolution of
1905 up to the October revolution Itseif. It Is a
profound misreadlng of histery to Imagine that the
Party of 1917, Its posltlons, [ts practice and 1ts
composition was slmply the Bolshevlk fractlon of
1903 writ targe. No slngle fraction ever had a
monopoly of the totality of political clarlty at
any given poifnt. MNo-one got everything right. |In
Fhe flnal result, the Party of 1917, Its progra-
wmmatic clarlty and Its polltical practice was =
synthesls of many dlfferent elements springlng from
the interaction of the entire mllleu wlth the
onward, clarlfyling thrust of the class.

What was Important was not some mythlcal, statlc
clarity but the entire process of clarlfication.
- To a very real extent, the bulk of +he positlons
which had animated and divided the mllieu in the
+wo decades befora 1917 were swept aslde as
irrelevant as the mass actlon of the class and the
outbreak of Wer dellneated Irrevocably the
posTtions which were to deflne revoluticnarles.

1f we understand that the clarity we defend et any
glven point s necessarlly a |Imited and Tncomplete
one, and that the process of clariflcation Is not a
systom of divine revelatlon, but one of debate and
the confrontatlon of Ideas within a flghting
Intervention 1n the actual struggles of the class,
then we can understand that the differences within
the revolutionary movement are not a slgn of
weakness or Immaturlty, but are Tnevitable and
necessary., That means that the abllity of an
organlsation to contaln wlthin 1%, and to express,
openly and publicly, that richness of dlversity
Inseparable from the process of clarlflcation, is a
fundamental strength. \Unceasling debate, open and
publle, 1s the lifeblood of revolutlonary actlon,
1t 1s what makes the organisation a 1lving part of
+he revolutlonary process.

1f we are to go beyond the sectarlan and monol Ithic
nfghtmare of the I1CC, we must understend the
practical and organlsetional consequences of
rejecting thelr destructive practice. Flrstly,
thelr wlllingness to leap Into programmatic
comm|tment at every +twist and turn of every
discussion Is +the very bricks and mortar of
sactarlanism. An endless stream of new "positlons®
- Subterranean Maturation of Consclousness, the
Theory of the Weakest LlInk, Centrism as the
Greatest Danger, etec, - Is not a contribution Yo
defining "the FUNDAMENTAL polltlcal divergences
which exist between the maln currents of the
revolutlonary movement.®" (IR 55) On the contrary,
it Is a cudgel to suppress internal debate and a
sectarlan fence to fend off the rest of the mllleu,
Sects  thrive preclsely wvla this endless
programmatic accumulatlon of a "thousand secondary
refinements",

Programmatfc Incorporation of a posltion, over and
above the class !lnes, Ts necessary only when It
has a defining effect on an organisation's actlon
and practfce. Even at that polnt, It s essentlal
+hat debate at every level, Internal and public,
remalns allve, That means that the free operation
of tendencles and factions, with expression In the
central organs and in the publle forums of the
organisation Is not something to be feared or
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suppressed.

Secondly, [1f we understand that the process of
clarlfication and regroupment cannot be +he
property of any one fractlon, we nmust have no
timldity In openlng up our 1ife and activity to the
rest of the milieu. Revolutlonary forces today are
too fragile, tIny and fragmented e +olerate the
criminally sectarlan behaviour of a group |lke the
ICC who casually announce +that fallure to pay
arrears of dues removes ex-comrades from the ranks
of the proletarian movement, or |ike the CHO, who
equal ly casually announced that fallure to accept
thelr view of the signiflcance of 1921 meant belng
counter-revolutlonary. We must recognise the
exlstence of a mllteu and Its shared community of
Tnterest which demands an unavoidable commltment to
ongolng debate, jolint work where possible, and the

wldest possible regroupment of revelutlonary
forces.,

Clearly, the condltions for the emergence of e
Party are not yet on the agenda. We camnot by an
act of will summon up the ZImmerwald of tomorrow,
but we belleve that the basls for a regroupment
more widespread then hltherto does exIst wlthin the
parameters we have touched on within this text.
The way forward is precisely on the abandonment of
a "thousand secondary reflnements" for organls-

ational identlty and an understanding of what is
essential

= the class 11nes, already definltively decided by
the experience of the class, contained 1n the
Platform;

- those . posftions which directly effect action,
both within the. struggles of the class and in the
way we organise our own Internal work,

Regroupment wlll Invelve the active particlpation
of the mllifeu as 2 whole and will not simply be

achieved by the ‘fvictory® of any single
organisation and {+s pos!tions.
If the . 16C are serious -about thelr respon-—.

sibilitles, we Invite them to respond to what it Is
we actually say and do, and turn thelr backs on
empty, vltuperative bluster.
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ADDENDUM: CWO — BLOWING IN THE WIND.

Although' the above text was written as a specific
response to an artlcle by the ICC, It also provides
an extended political response to the letter from
the CWO which we printed In the last Bulletin.

" The crux of thls letter was bastcally contained In

the formulatlon:

Whither ({f anywhere) the CBG.T

The writer goes on +to lement the CBG's lack of

growth and organlsatlonal success since Its
foundation.

" Well, you have blown the trumpets
all these years and the walls of
Jerfcho have not +tumbled down.
For whatever reasons...the milleu
has not responded at all.,...Not

only that, but I'm sure you would
agree that apart from a few Inter-

national refugees, +he CEBG has
attracted no-ocne +o Its ranks,
Now 1+ Is frue that all groups are
dofng badly et the mement, but



your own lack of Impact is
unparelleled, except for, signlf-
lcantly, the EFICC."

. Thls Impasse the CWO conslders to be the cause of
the CBG's “existentlal angsiv, '

Desplte the seriousness of the lssues there is an
Irresistible element of comedy In &l| +his.
ReadIng the letter, we step right inte the hoary,
old comedy sketch about +the man vislting a
psychiatrist "on hehatf of a friend". "Doctor,
Doctor, |'m not asking for myself, yau understand,
It's for a friend. He thinks he's a revolutlonary
communtst and he's In despalr because ha doesn't
know what'!s happening or what to do about the
future.n

The ‘"angst" which so pre-occuples +the writer
clearly resldes rather closer to home than the CBG.
For of all the fractlons tn the revolutionary
milleu, the CWO 1s showing the greatest signs of
panic and demorallsation.
that they announced that:

" +he condltions for a
revival of class
EXIST."

generallsed
struggle DO NOT

{MV Feb/Mar 88.)

This was followed up by the asbandonment of their
once-teld positlon that 1968 was the openling of a
new revolutlonary period; In fact, by +he
abandonment of even the concept of revoiutionary
and counter-revolutfonary perlads, Instead, for
the C¥O, we are now in & period of "Increasing
capltalist dominatfon" which ecan be broken only In
immedlately pre-revelutlonary situations. Not
surprisingly, +the conclusions were +that the
immedlate task for revolutlonarfes was slimple
survival which demanded a retreat Into theoretica)
work. The damage which +hls demorallsation Is
praducing on +their theoretlical clarity 1s also
unmlstakable with serfous regression on ‘the
understanding of state cepltalfsm, an Inabl|T+y to
understand the longevity of the economlc crlsis,
Incoherence about work In unifons, and perhaps even
a retreat on the fundamental concept of capltallst
decadence, .

The Tmpasse which the CMO ascribe to the CBG is In
reality the conditlon of the whole revolutionary
milfeu., There ls no qualltative difference between
the state of the CBG and that of the CHWO or any
other fractlon. = We are discussing a “milleu
numbered world-wide [n - hundreds, The larger
organisations count their numbers In dozens, If
they are lucky. This situation has perslsted since
' the re-emergence of the communist movement In the
early seventies, |+ Is a.continulng situatton and
not simply a question of "doing badly at the
moment", What is slTgnificant 1n this situation Is
not whether one organisatfon gealins an extra half-
dozen at the expense of another - that Is polltical
myopla approaching blindness., What Ts sfgnificant
s the qualltative difference between revolutionary
fractfons today and 1n the last revolutlonary wave.
Our sltuation Is historfcally unprecedented, We
are smaller and more isclated from the class than
ever before. We have to recognise that and
understand that [+ Is a dlreet product of the
material condltions of capltalfst decadence and not
simply of & contingent downturn of the struggle.
it will perstst for the foreseeable future,

Today, wlth their retreat Into theoretical work,
the CWO are showlng cleer evidence of an. awareness

It was only last year
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of the dllemma faclng the revolutionary movement.
However, the llmltations of that awareness are also
clearly evident,

" 'Why In a perlod of risfng class
struggle 1s the vanguard doing so
badly?* The problem |Is wrongly
phrased, er rather, there s no
problem. The vanguard Is dolng
badly because this is not a period
of ‘'pre-revolution' but a perlod
of {Inereasling) capltallst
demination,”

With one bound our hero was free! The intel lectual
feat of gymnasties Involved here In making the
recognltion of a problem the very act of renderling
it tnvisible Is truly breathtaking. To say that |+
begs the question Is a constderable understatement.
Do . they recognise +that "dolng badly" means a
quallfative difference in our sltuation than in
pre=1917 when revolutlonaries certainly "did badly"
from time to tIme? Do they thlnk that thls will be
a permanent:- condltlon outside. of & "ore-
revolutionary" perfod? What ls +he mechanlsm that
wilt transport us from our present fragillty +o the
full-blown strength of  a "pre-revolutionaryn
perlod? Have the original assumptlons about
progressive and accumulating growth been abandoned
with the conception of this belng a revolutlonary

perlod? If so, what effect does that have on the
organisation of our work? '

Eight years ago when we flrst Insisted on the
urgency of these questlions, and on +he reallty of
the crlsis In the revoluttonary milley, the CHO
responded by dismlssing our contribution as
"generalitles” and ™banalitles". Taday, they
Inslst that the only way out for us Is te "re—
orlent our activitles ... towards 2 new pelitical
direction" (presumably to that of the CWO}. We
think It Is justifiable to ask "Which CHO?", For
the fact of the matter Is, our polities and our
perspectives have stood the test of +ime enormously
better than +he CHO's. They have changed so
fundamentatly, it is true to say that In a very
real sense they are no longer the sene organtsation
they were eight years ago, They have abandeoned a
mul+itude of Yndividual positions (onee clalmed to
be essentlal), rejected an entlre revolutionary
tradition (the Germen Left), replaced an  "0id
Methodology" for a "“New Methodology® (indlsting-
ulshable to outsiders), are now in the process of
abandoning "meta-hlstorical categorles™ and are
suffering clear regresslon in theoretical clarlty.
In the fleld of Intervention they have gone from
*he grotesgue voluntarism of buildling non-existent
factory and unemployed workers! groups to argulng
for stmple survival In theoretlcal work, They have
shown themselves incapable of holding a clear and
conslstent assessment of the nature of +the perlod,
the level of class struggle or the tasks of
revolutionaries,

Comrades, this Is not the basls for a ratfonal and
balanced, longterm organisation of polltical work.

The over-riding .problem for revolutlonaries today
Is first of all, to simply recognlse our 1solation
and fragllity and to understand [ts material basis.
Secondly, we have to understand what the conse-
quences are for our work long~term, how [t must
effect our interventionary work, how we organise
oursefves and what It means for the process of
regroupment, We have stated at length In many
articles, and agaln In the above text, where we
stand on this, More than any other organisatlion,
we have been clear-slghted on where reveolutionaries



are today and how to go forward realistlcally, The
past elght years have seen the vallidatlon of our
perspectives and positlons In very sfark contrast
to the dramatic vaclllatlons of the CWO. He hope
the comrades will treat us serfous!y when we say it
Is Immensely more approprlate to reverse thelr
{nvitation. !+ 1s the CWO which ls at a crossroads
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and needs to seek a new polltical direction. A
productive beglnning could be made by making, after
elght years, a serlous response to our politics.

Cormack
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Notes From Page 39.

(1) A non-materlallst survey can be found In The
ldea of Progress by J.D.Bury.

(2) For slanlflcant dlscusslions which touch upon
thls see Karl Marx's Theory of History by G.A.Cohen
and Haking Hlstory by A.Calllnlcos.

{3) Cruclel works here are Studles In The
Davelopment of Capitallsm. M.Dobb, The Transltlon
from Feudallse to Capltallsm ed. R.HI1fon, Passages
From Antliquity to Feudallsm and Lineages of the
Absolutlist State, P.Anderson; additionally Engel's
Orlgin of the Family, Private Property and the
State 1s also a major valuable source.

¢(4) The CHO mlisses the polnt when' It writes "The
suffering and misery It (capitalism) Infllcted on
t+he working class 1s not the Issue" (RP 21 p26).
Misery imposed by capltalism Is a central issue for
1+ 1s upon thls that larger class conflict Is
engendered and not only thls, 1+ Is the question

around whlch more often than not Indlvldua!s‘are'

drawn Into revolutionary commitments.

(5). F. Sternberg, starting from a Luxemburglst
economics cogently argued *that the Immediate post

World War 2 sltuatlon would see a crisis of
capltalism to match that which followed 1918 (see
The Comling Crisls). In the event the optimism on

the possibllity of a large class response ¢.194%
was not fulfllled. :

(6) One of the debates whlch has raged through the
revolutionary movement for the past two decedes s
that on the questlon of +the economlc basls of
capltaltsm. Ranged against +he Luxemburglst
analysls ts that of the Falling Rate of Frofl+t
(defended by the CBG) exemplified in the work of
Henryk Grossman and Paul Mattlck. Irrespective of
how one argues about the Ins and outs of these
dlstincet theorles i+ is undoubtedly tfrue to say
that correct politlcal conclusions can flow from
elther one. Thus, although the CBS sees the
seturatlon of markets theory as [ncorrect we
nonetheless acknowledge the correctness of Rosa
Luxemburg's polltical poslitions which were |inked
to a belief in the decadence of +the capitallst
system.

(7) For an examlnatlon of how daecadence and the
defeats of +the 1920s affected +the role of
revolutlonary organisetlons and thelir relatlonships
to the working cleass see correspondence with FC
publTshed elsewhere In Bulletin 14,
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The following article is written as a specific contribution to the Conference "The Market

and Bureaucracy in Capitalism".

At first glance it might seem that an exposition on the

meaning of capitalist decadence was only of marginal relevance to the subject of the

conference.
among participants.

However the CBG believes that there is a certain amount of confusion
We are of the opinion that important as the questions of market and

bureaucracy are, they can only be understood within a broad historical-political context

ie., the decadence of capital.

_ It seems that such an understanding does not underpin the
political frameworks of elements participating in the conference.

is the particular case of the Communist Workers Organisation.

Additional to this there
Over the past two years

it has visibly panicked in the face of the so-called Thatcherite Revolution and in the
process appears to have abandoned a central plank of the theory of capitalist decadence.

in the mldst of +the Russlian Revelution Nlkotal
Bukharin and Evgenlil Preobrazhensky wrote that:

"We are +thus confronted by  two

alternatives, and two only. There
must elther be complete disin-
tegration, hell broth, further

brutallisation and disorder, ABSOLUTE
CHAQOS, OR ELSE COMMUNISM."

(ABC of Communlism 1919/20)

These few words sum up not only the nature of +he
deadly struggle then belng fought out but also the
idea +that at 2 2 given moment +he historical
valldlty of capitalism evaporates to be replaced by
that of Communism. 1In a phrase the capitallst mode
of productlon ceases to be a progressive formation,
1+ enfers its decedence and communism becomes a
real possibllity, Undoubtedly debsates on the
nature of capltallist progress-decadence are
generally strewn with theoretical concepts and
structures. This however does not mean that they
are simply of academlc Interest. Quite the
contrary Is true. The way In which revolutionaries
in the past, and those of today, approached and
answered the questions assoclated with the debates
guided them 1in their revolutionary activities.
Problems such as what Is the meaning of national
|iberation, soclal democracy and state capitallsm
are resolved &according to how one sees +the
‘historical development of the capitalist mode ‘of
production. o

Marx and Progress.

It Is not my Intention to give & history lesson on
the ™idea of progress® and I+s -cbverse,
decadence.{1) Suffice it to say that bellef in the
rise and fall of socletles Is one which is of great
antiquity and crosses diverse cultures, stretching,
for example, from Greek siave soclety +through
feudallism to Nineteenth Century industrial
capitalism, My concern here 1s to sketch out some
of the elements which were to be found in
revoluticonary phlloscphy, speclifically +that of
Marxism. | choose the writings of Marx because his
body of work Is that which underpins our present
day understanding of capitalist decadence. [f It
Is thought by some that this smacks of genuflecting

before The Master then so be I+. Such a bellef Is
born of a misapprehension of Marx and the
contrtbution he made to revolutionary thought.

Marx, drawing upon both secular and christian
philosophies, adopted and adapted notlons of
progress to analyse and explaln +the mechanics of
soclal organisation. Marx's philosophical gulide
Hegei belleved that the progress of world hlstory
was the “"development of the idea of freedom" and +o
the extent that soclal.organisation was rationally
developed then so the goal of history would be
achleved. For Marx this fidealism of Hegel was
wrongheaded (but not +the structure). In the
marxfan mode progressive development was posited
upon the movement of material forces le. social and
economic organisation. Just as Hegel belleved that
there was a goal in history so also did Marx.(2)
Using HegelTan terms he wrote of the goal thus:

v Communism as the . positive
transcendence of formal property
as - human estrangement, and
therefore as the real approp-

rtation of +the human essence by
and for man . . Communism 1s +he
riddle of history solved, and 1%°
knows I+seif to be this solution.™
{Ecen. Phil. Hanuscripts.)

As Marx developed his historical materialism so he
demonstrated +that +this revolution was to be
achleved by the action of the working class for I
was the carrier of the subjectivity necessary for
solving the "rlddle of history".

I+*s worth saying here +that whilst Marx's
historical materlalism s a philosophy whlich
logically demonstrates the necessity (not fo be
confused with inevitably) of caplitallst crisis and
socialism this in no way means that his work Is
cold, Isofated, "sclientific rationallty", Marx had
a moral sense which was outraged by the depravities
of class society. He raged against the murderous
consequences of the caplitalist mode of production
just as other Nineteenth Century soclalists did.
However, unllke those soclalists who were content
+o remain at the general level of moral outrage,
Marx stepped further and demonstrated thet the



class system, specifically the caplitalist mode of
production, had & political and economic loglc
which gave the possibility of {ts dissolution and
transcendence.,

In The German !deology Marx deplcted the patterns
of soclal change:

" {n the place of an earlier form of
intercourse, which has become a
fetter, & new one s put, corres-
ponding to the more developed
productlve forces and, hence, to
the advanced mode of the self-
activity of individuels - a ferm
which in Its turn becomes a fetter
and Is then replaced by another.
Since these conditions correspond
at every stage to the simultaneous
development of the ~ productive

forces, their history 1s at +the
same +ime the history of the
evolving productive forces taken

over by each new generation, and
Is, therefore, the history of the
development of the forces of the
Individuals themselves."

Whitst Marx did not devote himself to system—
aetically delineating the history of the progress of
class formations it is undoubtedly true that hls
belief In a partlicular typologlcal/stadial pattern
to history wunderpins much of hls writings.
Baslcally he breoke progressive class formations
Tnto four modes of production: Aslatic, Slavery,
Feudallsm and Capitalism. Just two examples of
where this typology occurs. Flrstly the Cosmunist
Manifesto: -

* t+he modern bourgeolisie Is T+self
the product of a Jong course of
development of a serles of revol!-
utions In the modes of production
and of exchenge."

And this bourgeclsie sprang from the "rulns of
feudal soclety."; probably the best known exampie
of Marx's (and perhaps his most schemetic) Is found
In his Preface to the CritlTque of Follitical Econcay
vhere he notes that:

" At a certain stage of thelr devel-
opment, the materiasl productive
forces of socliety come Into
conflliect with the existing
relations of production ... Then
begins an epoch of social revol-
utlor ... No social order ever
perishes before all the productive
forces for whlech there Is room In
I+ have developed; and & new,
higher relatlons of production
never appear before the materlal
condlitions of their exlistence have
matured In +the womb of +the old
soclety Itself ... The bourgeois
retations of production are +he
last antagonistic form of the
social process of productlion."

In Capltal Marx explores the mechanics of bourgeols
production and in doing so plupoints the elements
which constitute its progressive nature and at +he
same +time establish +the basls for decadence.
Capitallism s driven by the need to accumulate
capital, is Inherently competitive and is founded
upon the exploitation of wage Jasbour. The
comblnation of +these clrcumstances produces a
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particular soclal formation with It+s own particuler
problems,

Via +the competlitive mechanism capitalists are
constantly forced +to develop the productive
process!

" Hand In hand with this centfral-
fsatlon (a product of capitalist
competition), or this exprop-
riation of many capitallists by a
few, develop, on an ever-—extendling
scale, the co-operative form of
the labour process, the consclous
technical application of sclience,
the methodologlcal cultivatlon of
the soil, +the transformation of
the fnstruments of labour Into
instruments of {abour only usable
Iin common, the economising of all

means of productlion of comblined
socdialised labour, the entan—
glement of all peoples in the net

of the wor!ld-market, and with
this, the 1international character
of the capitallst regime."

(Capltal Vol. 1)

And:

" Development of the productlive
forces of social labour 1is fthe
historlcal +task &and justification
of caplital. Thls Is Just the way
in whieh it unconsclously creates
+he material requirements of a
higher mode of production.™

{Capltal Vol. 3)

Working within +thls general abstractlon Marx
foresees the situatlon where the capitalist economy
extends Itself globally and manufactures =a
cooperative form of labour to the extent that It
has at one and the same time created the objective
basls for soclailism as well as the class which wlll
attack and destroy I[t. 1+ 1Is then that the
progressive "tasks" of capltalism are completed; I+
Is then that the system enters its dotage; It is
then that soclallsm becomes a real possibllity,
Once again to quote Marx:

" Thus the integument Is burst
asunder, The knell of capitalist
private property sounds. The

exproprlators are expropriated."
{Capltal Vol. 1)

Much work has gone Into showlng how Marx's
typological view s justifled by historical events.
it Is no easy matter to mep the generatl
abstractions employed by Marx onto compiex
historical reatlty. But historlcal study has shown
that a materialist approach which employs the
theory of stadial social development has great
validity. This Is not to say that all Marx clalms
Is demonstrebly true: for example the so-called
Aslatic mode of production Is notorlously difficult
4o handie; one problem i+ seems to face, among
others, is that unllke other modes of production It
does not seem to have Its own Internal logle of
rise and fall but Is subject to decline through
externa! forces. (3) But having sald this the
general approach {s valld and is specifically so in
the case of capltalism.

At another level Marx's ldea of the progress and
decadence of soclal formatlons seems +to be
probtematic +o +the extent +that It apparently
commlts revolutionaries +to accept a pollitical



paradox: on the one hand to call for the overthrow
of capltal and on the other to promote the moral
degradations of capltatism, The very ldea +hat
capitalism was in any sense progressive seems to
fly In the face of the reallty of the brutal class
reality of the system,. How 1Is it possible to
describe the capitallst mode of production as
progressive when, for example, It plunges both
Indian and British weavers into penury, which
ruthlessly exploits child lebour and which in the
middle of the Nineteenth Century condemned hundreds
of thousands of urban workers to disease and early

death? As | noted sbove the progressive nature of
s system Is defined by Its soclalisation of the
labour process and the development of larger

productive forces, This happened despite, or
rather because of Its ruthless exploitation. As
Marx put it:

" More than any other mode of prod-
uctlon, it (cepitalism) squandered
human Yives, or living bread, and
not only blood and flesh, but also
nerve and braln." {Caplital Vol. 3)

But [f this Is the case does i+ not follow that In
the progressive epoch of T+s deve|opment
revolutionaries were bound to support the system
and all {+s horrors? If one wills the end then
surely one must will the means? Yes, but lets be
clear about what this means, "The end that
revolutionaries desire is that of communism and the
means to achleve this s the revolutionary working
class. |n other words, our concern is not wlth the
development of capltalism per se but with the
development and extension of a proletarian
movement., The capitalist system develops as a
result of Its own exploltative and competitive
logic. It is a system which Is characterised by
+he inabllity of its bourgecls agents fo penetrate
its historlcal realities. This contrasts with the
proletarian movement which, whilst [+ s an
unintended consequence of +the. system, Is
constituted by Its revelutionary consclousness. I+

follows from this +that Nineteenth  Century
communlsts were not duty bound to support the
ruthless exploitation of child fabour .In the

textile industry despite the fact that thls was a
factor in the accumulation of capital. Rather it
was to be there with the working class, to expose
not only the specific Inhumanities of the system
but alsoc the class. goals which confront workers.
In the concrete this meant building up +the
combativity of the working class, encouraging It to
form frade unlons and political parties. When Marx
came out agalnst the slave owning Confederate
States Tn the Civil War he gave as hls reasons:

" every independent movement of +Yhe
workers was paralysed soc long as
soclety dlsfligured part of the
Republic. Labour cannot eman-
cipate 1tself In +the white skin
where in the black I+ Is branded,®

This Is not a defence of capitalist wage labour
over that of slave lsbour but rather an allying
with the working ctass In the struggle agalinst
capitalism. Thus the dlalectic of revolutionary
commitment proceeds and +thus the paradox s
resolved: in supporting e rnecessary component of
capitalism (the working class) communlists ally
themselves with the defeat of that society.(4)

I+ should be noted that the move from the realm of
"necessity" (class soclety) to that of "freedom”
(communism}) Is not guaranteed. Although tThe
fanguage of Marx's progressive philosophy speaks of
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Inevitabl 1Tty and necessity I+ does not fol low that
the working class will In some pre-ordained manner
achleve ft+s hlstorical goal. When Marx examlned
the struggles of 1848 he showed that he was aware
of the extent to which historical circumstances
delineated historical possiblility, Marx concluded
that given the relativetly low level of development
of French capitalism i+s working class was unable
to attain the consciousness necaessary to frontally
assault capital with its revolutionary alternative,
The working class, he wrote:

* makes no theoretlical

Tnquiries
Into Its own

task. The French
working class had not attalined
this level; I+ was stitl incapable
of accomplishing [+s own revol|-
utfon,™

(The Class Struggles In France)

DECADENCE AFTER MARX

Marx mapped fthe way forward. He lived and died in
the period of capital's ascendancy, *he time when
It spread its tentacles to all parts of the globe
and subjugated tens of miilfons of people,. It was
left to other revolutionaries to take up the tasks
of describing and analysing the bourgeoisie's

historical benkruptey. A leading flgure in this
was Rosa Luxemburg. N '

Luxemburg, as early as 1898, .a mere fifteen years
after the death of Marx, discerned the real decay
of the capitalist mode of production. In the ant{-
Bernstein text, known as Reform or. Revolution, she
plnpointed the conditions which Tndicated that the
system was entering the era of historic crisis. . In
contesting Bernsteln's view that capitalism was no
longer subject to crisls Luxemburg was forced to
fook at the manifestations of capltalism In
dec|ine. Foremost amongst the indicators of this
crisis was the emergence of Imperialism, that Is,
the sltuation where national capitals fought both
mi{itarily and economically for glven markets. For
her the shrinking of available markets, the cartel-
isation of capital and the overall sharpening of
International competition pointed to the decline:

" When capitalist development has
reached a certain level, the
Interests of the bourgeolisie, as a
class, and the needs of economic



progress beglin to clash even In
the capltalist sense. He believe
that this phase has already begun.

it shows itself in two extremely
Important phencmena of contem-
porary sccial 1lfe: on the one
hand the policy of tariff
barrliers, and on the other

milftarism,"

Luxemburg beljeved that these condltions of dectine
"in the last analysis aggravates the anarchy of the
capltalist world and expresses and ripens the
Interpal contradictions.” Luxemburg devoted a
great dea! of effort to enalysing the specific
nature of +the historical-economlie c¢risis of
caplitalism, Simply stated, she came +to the
conclusfon that the fatal flaw in the ceplitalist
system wes its need for a market which was external
to the cepltalist mode of productfon. Glven the
finite nature of the global economy and the all-
embracing need of capital to expand and extend
capitallst relations Inevitably a point Is reached
when markets are “saturated" and surplus value can
nc longer be realised:

" As [+ (capltal) approaches the
polnt where humanlty only consists
of capltallsts and proletarians,
further accumulation will become
impossible." '

(Ant1—Critique)

Not surprisingiy, in such a sltuation capitallsm Is
torn by crisls as It fights over shrinking third
markets. Thls leads to the point where:

" ralds turn Into a chaln of

economle and pojlflcal catas-
trophes: uorld ~erises, wars,
reveolutlon.”

{Anti=Critigue)

And this imperlalism was explicable and signifled:

" +he last chapter of I+s (capital}
historic process of expanslon: I+t
Is tn the period of wunliverselly
sharpened world competitlion
between the capltallst states for
the remalning non~capl+a|!sf areas
on the earth.

(Ant1-Critique)

Events validated Luxemburg's views. She saw the
"Mass Strlke" of 1905 as a sign of the hlstorlcal

maturity of the working class., She recognlsed that .

In the Russian proletarlatts fight were the seeds
of political emancipation Insofar as a new way of
organlsing polltical power was born. The const-
ruction of Soviets by the working class showed that
there was an organlsatlonal and flghting form
appropriate to the era of communlst revolution., As
the Tntensity of Imperiallst struggles grew so the
threat of "Worid War" presented Itself. When this
broke out in 1914 It conflrmed Luxemburg In her
belief that the corruption of *he system was there
for all to see. Writing from prison in Germeny and
driven by her ha*red of the system she descr!bed It
as:

" Shamed, dishonoured, wadlng in
blood and dripplng with fliith,
thus cepitallst soclety stands.

Not as we usually see I+, playing
the roles of peace and righteous-
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ness, of order, of philosocphy, of
ethics - but &8s a roarling beast,
as an orgy of anarchy, as a
pestilentlial breath, devastating
cuftfure and humanity - so it
appears in all its hideous
nakedness."
{(Junlus Pamphlet)

The "beast™ had kitled before 1914 but the scope of
Its killing and the sociai-economlc conjuncture was
such that 1t signifled that murder was al! it was
henceforth capable of. The necessity of soclalism
cried out:

" Qur necessity receives its justif-
fcation with the moment when +the
capltaliist ciass ceases to be the
bearer of historic progress, when
it becomes a hindrance, a danger,
to the future development of
soclety. That capltallsm has
reached this stage at the present,
wvorld war has reveailed.”

(Junlus Pamphlet)

Rosa Luxemburg was not the only one to view the
movement of caplital, the emergence of Imperialism
as an Indlcatlon of the growing senillty of
capltalism, Nikolal Bukherin, s+tarting from a
different detalled economic enalysls, came to a
simi1ar conclusion. For Bukharin Imperiallsm was
predicated upon the creation of a world economy.
Working wlthin orthodox marxist  netlons of
competition and the Inherent tendency for the
organlc composition of capltal to change In such a
way 8s to tend to reduce the rate of proflt he
conciuded that:

" as the growth of productive forces

wlithin *national' economy, on a
capitalist basls, brought about
the formation of national cartels
and . +rusts, so the ‘growth of
productive forces within wortd
capitalism makes the formatlion of

International agreements between
the “various natlonal «capitalist
groups, from +he most elemental

forms to the centrallsed form of
an In+ernaflonal trust, even more
urgent. o

. (prprlalisn and Yorld Eccnoamy)

This iInternationalisation of of capital did not In
any way abolish the anerchic nature of production.
Indeed In the era of Tmperlalism Bukherin said war,
which was an "immanent law" within capitaiism, was
one of the "methods of capltallist compe*ifion" ‘and
that this competition:

" leads to the greatest convulsions
and catastrophes, to the greatest
waste of human energy, and most
forcefully raises the problem of
establishing new forms of soclal
Itfe,

{izperiallsm and Yorid Economy)

Like Luxemburg Bukharin recognised that war was
Inevitable under decadent capitallsm: with +the
emergence of Intra-national competition tendenclies
could only helghten, He wrote:

" Competltion reaches +he highest,
the fast concelvable state of
development. I+ 1s now the



competition of stete capitalist
trusts in the world market.,™(4)

I+ Is significant that Luxemburg and Bukharln came
to  similar conclusions about the historical
con juncture. Despite very different detailed
analyses of the dynamlcs of capltalist crists they
both- agreed that <there was no longer any
Justificatlon for the continued existence of
capltalism. The crisls and contradictions of the
system had grown to the extent that no qualltative
growth was henceforth possible: the world market
had been created which [n turn meant that
capltallst production, whilst now Incorporating
1002 of the globe, had proceeded to the extent that
that "co—operative" labour made globa! soclaltsed
production possible., Consequentiy, the global war
first threatened and +then practised by the
bourgeoisle was In a sense ‘parasitic! In that I+
was between existing economies and had nothing to
do with establishing and extending capitalism.
Only +the bourgeoisie could galn from this
sttuatlon, And [+ was & situation which was
henceforward endemic., The outbreak of World War
One signed the historic death knell of capitalism,
In 1914 1+ did not suddenly become a decadent mode
of productlion. Just as progress hed been a process
of development so also had been decadence, but much
accelerated. Thus when Luxemburg snalysed the
‘struggle for domlinance in Africa Tn the 1B80s she
saw that something was occurring which signified
the emergence of a new period. The very rate at
which the system fell tYowards global war was an

indication of the forces of decadence at work fje.-

deepening and sharpening competition. This might be
retarded by bourgeois economic or polltical
mechanisms but [+ could not be stopped. The only
thing which could stop It was the working class,

DECADENCE POST RUSSIAN REVOLUTION

When the forces of the Russlen proletariat railfed
agalnst capital [ looked as [f the prognost-
ications of Luxemburg and Bukharin were about +to
recelve full valldation - the decadent system,
having engendered i+s own grave digger was about to
be burfed. In the event this did not happen. The
working class was defeated and victorlous capital
tooled up for further wars.

But even the bourgeoisle recognised that with 1914~
18 something had changed. Keynes wrote In 1919:

" England s 1in a
f+fon, and her economic problems
are serious. We may be on the eve
of great changes Tn her soclal and
Induestrial! structure . . ., The
forces of +the 19+h Century have
run their course and are
exhausted. The economic motives
and Jdeals of a generation no
longer satisfy us: we must find a
new way and must suffer again +the
malalse and finally the pangs of a
new industrisl blirth."

{Economic Consequences of the Peace)

state of +trens-

He was correct, the 19+h Century forms were done, a
new waey was needed. But rather than being an
“industrlal birth" the way was to put the beast on
to a life support system. That this has worked for
seventy years does not [nvalidate the notlon that
capitalism Is no longer decadent. We need only
look at the structure of capitelism over the perjod
to see that It is & system which can only supply
misery.(5)
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This Is not to deny that the use values of
capitalism have developed in seventy years or that
commodity productfon has remained static. Far from
it. Decadence 1s not defined by static or
declining levels of production. The decadence of
the system Is established by the way In which the
horrors [t Imposes upon mankind are capable of
transcendence with the historically glven levels of
social productive capacity. Thus the Imperfalist
conflagration, *+he recurring economic crises, the
"natural® disasters which continue +o ravage the
world cen be overcome, at |east the objective
conditions exist. {The problem of actual
transcendence through revoluticnary subjectivity s
another problem) This Is the essence of decadence,

POLITICAL IHMPLICATIONS

Beyond this decadence carries with i+ structural-
political  changes  which impinge upon  +he
organlsation of revolutionary activity. Rosa
Luxemburyg was one of the first to become aware of
the political impiications of decadence.(§)
Luxemburg recognised that In the new perfod |tberal
democracy was indefensible for the reason that the
Institutions of capitalism were inevitably
sssoclated with the needs of imperfalism. as a
consequence  parllamentary bodies could onty
negotlate within the parameters of +he needs of
decadence and be part of the struggle between
natlonal capitals. Luxemburg wrote that +hese
institutions had “completely exhausted +thelr
function as alds In the development of bourgeols
soclety." Flowing from this same analysis she also

concluded that In the era of Internationalisation
of the cepitalist market, struggles for national
autonomy were meaningless for the very reason that
Imperfalism tended to the sltuation where a few
caplitals were dominant and the rest became ¢lient-
subject states:

" So long as capitalist states exist

le. so long as Imperialist world
poilicles determine and regulate
the Tnner and the outer ilfe of

the nattlon, there can be no
"natlonal self-determination”
elther In war or In peace."

(Reforn or Revolution)



And elsewhere she continued:

" Today the nation Is but & cloak
that covers the Imperjalistic
desires, a8 battle-cry for

imperjalistic rivalrles, the last

ideological measure with which the
masses c¢an bhe

persuaded to play
the role of cannon fodder in
tmperfaltistic wars,"
(Junlus)

National Liberation struggles are only moments In
larger impertalist struggles. Conseguently there
Is now no way that such struggles can be supported
by revolutionaries. Luxemburg's analysis on this
was Incisive but nonetheless was rejected by many
revolutionarles who could not break from +he

opportunism so characterlistic of the Second
International.

I+ has been no easy matter for revolutionaries to
defend these positions. On the one hand the
"traditlona!" bourgeolsie has directly organised
Itself both ldeclegically and via I+s state organs
of repression to ensure that the working class pays
no heed to the lessons of decadence; but far more
important, and more tragic, has been the opposition
engendered within the proletarian movement itself.
Foremost Tn thls attack upon revolutlonsry clarity
was Llenin in hls Infamous pamphlet ®Left-Ying
Cozmunisa an Infantile Disorder®. This work marks
one of the lowest points in Lenin's revolutionary
Iife and 1+ and T+s consequences valldate the
positlons of Luxemburg et alla. As a result of
Lenin's temporising and his seeking to accommodate
weaknesses within the Russfan sltuation he
effectively aided the bourgecisie both at the time
and subsequently. He - armed the left of the
bourgeoisle with an Ideologlea! structure which
guided the class : Into :sipporting imperialist
struggles. R

But revolutionaries were not defeated. Through the
1920s and 1930s they continued to extend +the
paiitical legacy of Luxemburg and others. The so-
called Dutch, German and Itallan Left Communists
took up these tasks and developed a critique of the
wvhele panoply of Soclal! Democratlc forces which
were hostlle to proletartan struggle. They
highlighted the bourgeois cemponents of +these
movements and argued for the Importance of self-
activity and consclousness In the working class.

Social Democracy was an outgrowth .of working class

activity. I¥ represented a valid working class
response In the era of progressive growth.
Decadence changed this. Essentially Soclal

Democracy, typified In Trade .Unton struggle, was
founded upon the possibi|ity of immediate reform of
cepitalism and the objective impossibll(lty during
that period of ~the. working class Imposing [+s
historic solution of 'scclallsm upon cepitallism,
Class pressure could, and still does, influence and
amel|lorate some of the worst aspects of bourgeols

soclety. The worklng class Is a factor In
determining  the Intenslty and dlrection of
exploitation. So If this remains true today as I+

was [n the past, why is I+ no longer possible +to
support reformism?

In the Nineteenth Century revoluticnaries could
work wlthin organisations with the "minfmum®
programme but at the same time advocate the fight
for the "maximum”, Today +his [s no longer
possible, We live In & different hilstorical
conjuncture, thet of decadence. As already noted
. the period of progressive growth was typlified by
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the quantitative and qualitative expansion of the
bourgeols mode of production. This entalled
generating a "cooperative" global economy which

provided the objective base for soclallsm.

tn the era of progressive growth capitallst
competition was generally typlfled by competition

between individual units both within and among
national boundaries., The  imperatives of
Imperialism demanded new <+things of national
capitals and institutlions within them.

Imperialism, as. Bukharin and Luxemburg had
percelved, was characterised by the emergence of
the nation state as a constantly active agent In
promoting its particular [nterests 4o the detriment
of others tfeading to some form of coordinated
economic competition reinforced by military might.
This change had & profound Impact upon reformism.
Reformism, Socla! Democracy, was caught, trapped by
Its own premises and forced to become an agent of
Imperfalist capitalism. Central to reformism Is
the necessity to accept compromise within the
strictures of gliven moments of bourgeols production
le. to accept a modus vivend] with capltalism, But
In accepting this working relationship reformist
organisations necessarily fall {nto negotlating
with the needs of Imperlalism for, -In the final
analysis, decadent capltallsm Is organised by the
state for the needs of the Tmperiallst state. Thus
reformism becomes not only impiicated in
Tmperiallsm f+ becomes and remains central to
defending decadent capli+alism.

No clearer example of this is to be found than when
a natlonal capital Is confronted by .external
economlc-military threets. The carnage of WWi1 and
WW2 was in part ensured by the direct participation
of trade unions and the rest of Social Democracy.
What the Webbs called "the Impulsive and unself-
regarding patriotism" of the trade unions in 1914
was no accident, It was the logical product of a
programme of political esctlon which accepted that
the health and welfare —of trade. unionlsm was
intimately related to the well-being of the
netlonal capltal. When war broke out Soclal
Democracy - rallled to the flag. This took some
revolutlonaries . by surprise but with varying
degrees of clarity a number of fadividuals and
groups began to see that reformism was henceforth
an unacceptable companion In political actlen.
Wrlting in 1915 Herman Gorter noted that for trade
unlonism: :

" reform
Improved
goal.

became everything. An

standard of 1lving. the
Theory, the revolutlionary
theory went by +the board. And
with 1+ the entire- International.
Such things became just noise and
hollow words."

(The Origins of Natlona!lsm in the Proletarlet).

And flowing from this commitment the goal of the
"nation" was taken as the goal of the worklng class

" Reform, the path to the goal Is
everything. Unite with the bourg-
eoisie too, with a sectlon of It,
then you too wlll obtain many more
reforms,."

In & simllar vein Anton Pannekoek sald that In
decadence the trade union becomes:

" tegal, an open supporter of the
state and recognised by the
tatter, It makes texpansion of the

economy before the revolution' jts



slogan, In other words the
malntenance of capitalism,.,”
(¥ortd Revolufion and Comzunlst Tactlcs)

Since WW1 reformism has shown Ttself ta be more
than a wliliing friend of capital: an element of
capitalism. At times trade unlfons are part of the
formal state machlne, &t others they stend In
opposition, Irrespective, however, of these
apparently contradictory positions, the reality Is
that at alt +imes +they remaln part of +the
Imperlalist structure, defending a particuler
programme which, even when it Is not accepted by
another section of the bourgeoisie, defends a very
particular interest within & decadent structure,

At another level reformism In decadence [s +the
antithesis of working class activity. By
definition reformlsm demands that workers accept
not only a politlcal programme and the constralnts
of Imperfalism but alse the organisational form
which opposes and obstructs the development of
self-conscicusness in the working class. Pannekoek
was clear In 1920 when he wrote that the trade
unlon In decadence:

" democratic forms notwithstanding,

the will of the members Is unable
to prevall agalnst +the bureau-
cracy; every revolt breaks on +he
carefully constructed apparatus of
orders of business and statutes
hefaore It can shake the hiler-

archy."
(¥orld Revolution)

Whilst some of Pannekoek's formulations on this
aspect of reformism tends to make too much of a
distinction between polltical programme  and
organisation, he was nonetheless correct In his
claim +that the reformist struggle, whether 1In
Par|lament or trade unlons, was part of a form
wholly antlthetical to the course of +the working
class In the era of Imperiallsm. The era of
Imperfalism Is the age of revolution and the only
form of proleterian organisation Is that which
promotes the development of class consclousness.
This 1s only possible In the self-activity of the

class. Revolutionary self-consclousness comes from
direct and 1immediate participation In class
struggle. To date the historically dIscovered

forms of strugglie whlch expresses this need are the
Counclls and Soviets. In +them consciousness has

the greatest opportunlity for developing. Pannekoek
sald of thelr need that:

" Revolutlon requires soclial recon-
struction to be undertaken,
difficult declsions made,  the
whole proletariat In creative
action - and this Is possible If
first the proletariat then a
greater and greater number take

matters In hand themselves, know
thelr own responsibl|lties,
investigate, egltate, wrestle,
strive, reflect, as5ess, selze

chances and act upon them.®
(Yorld Revolution)

1+s true thet in the era of progressive capltalism
the most dynamic moments of class struggle involved
this self-activity and that this Inevitably came up
agalinst the Ilimlits of reformlism. There was

certalnly tension and conflict at these points and

it was the duty of revelutionaries to agltate for
active participation In struggles. This tenslon,
whilst it could not be resoived, could be mitigated
by the {arger political-hlstorical realities of the
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period Te. the context of developing capltalTam.
In decadence this uneasy relationship was finally
broken, resolved. IT Is no longer possible to
advocate active participation In organisational-

political forms which are not those of the self-
consclous proletariat.

STATE CAPITALISH

One of the features which highlights reformism's
asslmilation Into +he capitalist structure Is the
extent +to which It {s found In formal state
structures. As already noted, In WW1 both German
and British Soclal Democracy found thelr places In
the sun, they were legitimated in +the state
structure. Subsequently thelir positions have ebbed
and flowed with +the shifting alllances and
strategles of bourgeols factions within national
capitals. For exampie German reformism was
expelled from the state In 1933, Affer the heady
days of Welmer, when It helped slaughter thousands
of workers, reformlsm was put into “opposition,
More recently, snd In a much less dramatic fashton,
we have witnessed British Trade Unionism helng
pushed out Into the cold by Thatcherism. Over the
past ten years  the Tory government  has
significantly eroded +he effective strength of
trade unionlsm and at the same time has reorganised
the economic structure to the extent +that i+ can
now appear as [f the "classic" form of decadence
has been swept away. Thatcherism has not oniy
marginatised the unfons, I+ has also systematically
de~nationallsed Important sectors of the economy «
In doing tThis it seems as 1f that saviour -of

capital lsm, nationa!lisation, +hat apparently
essential form of decadence so  typlcally
promuigated by soclal democracy, 1s historically
dead. Now this faces revolutionaries with a

problem, especially those who tend towards the view
that the degree of nationallsation in an economy s
In" direct proportion to the extent of state
capltalism. One organlsetion which gppears to hold
this view Is the Communist Workers Organisation.
Thatcherism has forced the CWO towards rejecting
the classic left communist position on decadence,’
Imperialism and Its formal structure” common!y

accepted to be state capltalism.




In Horkers Volce 35, (June/July 1%87) the CHD
pubiished an article entitled "Theses on
Thatcherism®. This "focus for dlscussion" was to be
a guide for & "fuller understanding of the
evolution of British capitalism in the 1980s, and
Its [Tkely development Inte the 1990s", The CHD is
an organisation which clalms to stand by the ldes
that we live In the era of Imperialism and that
this Is synonymous with the decadence of capitaf.
Starting from such & position one could expect the
CHO to be sharper on the nature of Thatcherism than
it Is. Indeed one would expect at least an attempt
to apply the "classic" notlon of decadence to the
shifting complexitles of +the past ten vyears.
Unfortunately rather than taking up the challenge
the CHO has panicked. Like Solidarity over twenty
years earifer the CHO has teken a short=term
movement In capital as some sort of general
refutation of the revolutionary positlion. Just as
Solldarity's nerve falled with marxism in +he
context of Keynsianism in the pertod of
reconstruction so also has the CHO's In the face of
Thatcherism, This is not only a weakness of that
particular organisation but one which threatens to
undermine herd fought for gains of the past sixty
years,

The baslc argument behind ®"Theses on Thatcherise®
Is +that +the Thatcher government has taken a
declsion to cast off industrial production from Its
central concerns and to focus upon extending the
service sector of the economy, This move, It Is
clalmed, entalled the V“reversal of the +rend
towards state capltalism®™ stgnlfylng that .British
capitalism has given up any "attempt to malntain
Its .position on the wor!d market as a specific
national capltal". \Underplnning these conclusfons

are the bellefs that state caplitelism 1is an
organlsatlional form of speciflc capltals rather
than & general historical conditlon; and +hat

gradations of strength within the world market are
simply defined: +hose with what mlght be called
"economic Independence™ are natlonal capitals and
those without are not. (it seems a corollary of this
Is that the former are ‘imperlallst whllst +the
latter are not). Clearly, these positions go
against the recelved notion that capitallist forms
In decadence are not chosen or rejected at wlil by
bourgeols governments but are forced upon them by
targe historical forces (always acknowledging that
there are . moments of contingency within general
structures}.

S0 what Is stete capltalism? It Is +he condition
of capital In the era of Imperfalism; 1+ Is +he
necessary way In which capital organises itself in
decadence; It Is a form which expresses the way In
which the economic and polftical Imperatives of
decadence play upon capitalism.

1+ Is not natlionalisatfon. If [+ were then Russia
(tc date) would be more state capitailst that
France whllst the U.5.A. woufd hardly be state
capitalist at all. In other ‘woérds the most
powerful natifon In the wortd manifests least the
phenomenon of decadence. Undoubtediy natlional=-
isation Is a factor in state capitalism as |s-was
the related pollcy of Keynslenism. it was no
accident that Keynes developed hls particuiar
theory In the wake of proletarian revoluflon,
gltobal war and extending economic crisis. He was
one of the sharpest bourgeois mlnds of the period
aware as he was of the threat from the working
class and the crisls nature of capitallsm when left
on I+s "natural®™ path. Keynes?! solution was
economlc and potitical. He called on governments
to Institute a pollcy of demand management which on
the one hand would alter the so-called natural
equilibrium of capltal and +hus overcome the
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tendency to unemployment; on the other this would
have the pollitical consequence of managing the
problem of +the working class. Not surprisingly
varfous bourgeoisles began +to apply Keynslian
policles In the 1930s. It was possible to use
Keynslanism in both a natfonalised and private
mode. In Britaln the Labour Party selzed upon
Keynes! ldeas to Justify "Clause Four"™ showing how
"social Ism" accorded with economic '"common sense"
and that [t was natural for the state to not ontly
guide the economy but Indeed to nationalise it all
the better to contro! and direct Investment. In
contrast with the way in which Keynslan policles
Involved extensive nstionalisation In Britaln Is
the example of the U.S.A. Roosevelt's New Deal was

Keynslanism applied on a large scale. Demand
management was  successfully pursued without
extensive natlonalisation, Indeed without any

significant ideology of taking over the "commanding
hel gh"’s" .

Keynsianism was a product of decadent capitalism;
I+ was not decadence Itself. For a moment }4 best
expressed the ldecologlcal and political needs of
state capitalism. The fact that I+ and Its
natlonalised face was such a prominent feature of
western capitalism for over forty years tended to
lead revolutionaries i{nto the *rap of belleving
that. these two elements were the essence of state
capltallism. But they were not and are not,

The same can be sald of the statified nature of
Russian capitalism, This was the product of +the
defeat of the proletariat, the exlstence of a2 once
revoiutlonary. party at the head of the state and
alt this In the context of Imperlalism. The
private bopurgeoisie had been expelled from Russia
and the loglcal orgsnisatlonal form which flowed
from the soclalist Tdeology of the Bolsheviks was
thet of statiflcation, Similarly the statifled way
In which Third World countries have developed Is
expllcable Tn terms of partlicular constituents and
the general hilstorlcal pressures.

The essence of state cap!faltsm s found In the way
the world economy has been parcelled among a few
major capltalist powers which forces the state to -
Intervene and dlrect economic and social |lfe. As
already noted Imperlalism was in part constlituted

by the growth of nmonopolles within natlonal
capltals end +these were |Tbuttressed by the
deveiopment of state organs appropriate to
confronting the lncreas[ng competition. At the

very heert of these state organs were armed forces.
As decadence deepened ‘the need for ‘states to
maintain, or at |least attempt to malntein, milltery
superiority grew. Generally mil{ltary expenditure
has tended fo grow as a percentage of the G,N.P, of
all bourgeols states. For example between 1913 and
1969 the proportion of G.N.P, devoted to arms by
Britlsh cepital aimost doubled. The situation of
that of the U.S.A. was more dramatic, In the space
of just over thirty years (1938-69) i+ grew by a
factor of six. In decadence the capitailst state
has become a major customer, a consumer of
weaponry. This In l+setf a sign of the bankruptcy
of the system: the world economy shows less and
less abl1lty to produce Items with human use-value,
Increasingly weapons of destruction take centre
stage. 'Militery spending is necessary for cepital
because at the end of the day Imperialism satisfies
Ttseif in open warfare. Expendlture on arms s now
Inextricably part of the global economy, and these,
as Is all too obvious, are willingly used by +he
bourgeolsle to slaughter milijons. For some natlon
states arms productlon can be highly profitable but
giobally i+ is a drain es It adds no new value fo
capltal, It does not lead to expanded reproduction.
This agaln Is & sign of capltal's decedence.



Dominance can be achleved by military might.
Imperlalism Ts a system of relations of dominance.
This 1s not fixed for all time. Slince the end of
the First World War the hlerarchy of the global
economy has changed with the U.S.A. rising to the
top and a varlety of changes occurring through the
lowver ranks. However, Irrespective of these
changes, the baslc character of Impertaltism remalns
the same. The CWO's beilef that only the domlnant
economles are nations! capitals and by extenslon
the view that only +they are Imperialist is refuted
by the reallties of the world., Flrstly at what
point of domination do we stop at? Given for
example, the fact that over the past fifty vyears,
US capitalism has been the major force In the world
market, more powerful +than the other western
nations and also stronger than Russia, does thls
mean that only the U.S.A. is a natlonal cepital,
only It Is imperialist? Take another historlcal
example, that of Britain. It was one of +he
victors of 1918 but far from +his re—establIshing
British capital at the top of the caplitalist tree
the [Indebtedness brought on by the war pushed it
towards becoming a client state of the U.S.A. But
thls did not mean it ceesed elther to strive for
and on occasion achieve moments of dominance in the
worid market. British caplfailsm was fortunate to
have the Empire which I+ forced Itself upon, This
undoubtedly gave British capital a breathing space
and was undoubtedly [mperlallst but 1+'s relative
decline continued. The worid market is made up of
such levels of domlnance. Big fleas, !ittle fleas,
but nevertheless all fleas and all pursulng thelr
Imperialist ends within & state capltalist
framework.

If we once agaln take the example of the Interwar
perlod and the position of British capital we flnd
features which typlfy how state capitallsm
functions and +his In the context of a non-
natlonallsed economy. The Exchange Equalisatlion
Fund was set up In 1932 with the alm of controlling
the value of sterling on the world market, helplng
To set up a "sterling bloc". This was a long way
from Britaln of the Gold standard and free-trading.
The pressures of economlc crilsts and Intensifled
economlc competition forced the state to take over

the management of currency In  internatlonal
competition (as far as was possible for In
bourgecis economic relatlons total contro! s not

possible). A further weapon In the state's armoury
was the use of tariff pollcies which could, at
least momentarily, protect sectors of the British

economy . In agriculture and fisherles marketing
boards were set up to contro! and direct local
productfon as well as restrict Imports. Thls of

course was not the first time that +the Britlsh
state had controlled such imports (the Corn Laws
being one of the better known examples of earlier
restrictions) but i+ s the context of the control
which glves 1t meaning and Tn the sltustion of
decadence tariff control expresses state capltallst
imperatives. The same can be sald for the direct
state Intervention in Industry, The recent
controlled “restructuring™ In mining and stee!
menufacture Is nothing new, Simllar policles were
Tnstituted Tn the 1930s. Not only did the British
state restrict imports of industrial products I+
went so far as to encourage the PBritish Iron and
Steel confederation to push through & ratlonal-
isation of steel making. Companfes were amalga-
mated and works were closed down and at the same
time capltal was concentrated Into developing
better Integrated stee! plants with the capacity to
compete on the world market. The shipbullding

industry also underwent a policy of cutback and

closing down under the immedlate direction of the
Nationa! Shipbullders Security (& cartel of private
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capltallsts) but with +the approval of +he state,
By the mld 1930s the state declided that I+ was
strategically’ Important +o beglin subsidising
shipbuliding. A simllar pattern was to be found In
the coal Industry., In this instence coal owners
showed grest reluctance to reorganlse themselves (a
legacy of the particulars of British Economic
development). Voluntary schemes Instituted by the
state were rejected or Ignored by the owners and in
1938, 1In +the face of opposition from private
capitat, a bi!l was Introduced to Part{ament which
would have forced reorganisation upon the Industry.
Of course all thls was belng done In the Itght of
Keynes General Theory (1936), a work which guided
not only forms of Industrial reorganlsation but
also sociel Intervention. Schemes for econtrol of
the unemployed were Instituted; Distressed Aress
pollcy was pursued. Control of the unemp loyed was
carrfed out before Keynes major work but his
General Theory focussed upon the causes (as the
bourgeols economlst saw them) of "dlstress" In +the
economy and thus became an Important factor In
constructing an ldeology for poticlng the working
class, for of course, global pollcing was via the
mltitary, Rearmament was undertaken by the state
from the mid 1930s. - o

Keynes in 1929

These policles of the Inter-war years were state

capitalist although they involved 11ttle natlon-
allsation, State contrel was via currency
manipulation, tariff agreements, direction of

Industrlat caplital, policing the clvil population
and military might. And al! this within a world of
sh1fting national hierarchies, Individually such
policles were not unique but taken as general
ongoing strategies the whole s greater +han the
sum of the parts. The app!lication of particular
strategies by the state Is dependant upon elreum=
stances, but whatever these happen to be we find
thet the state does not withdraw from I+s overall

control of economy and population, nor does I+
stand aslde from international competi+ion,
military and economic. The CWO's belief that

Thatcherism represents such moves away from state
capltallsm is born of thelr constricted notlon of
what constitutes state caplitallism and the meaning
of Thatcherism. '



In Theses on Thatcherfsm the empirlcal detail Is
accurate enough In describing what Thatcher's
government has done. As fthe CWO notes fn the past
ten years we have seen & concerted effort +to
rationalise parts of the economi¢ structure to the
point where +they have all but disappeared:
shipbullding, steel and coal belng the main victims
of thls policy. At the same time Thatcherlsm
marked a break with the so-called "full employmentt
consensus underpinned by Keynslanism as well as a
del lberate policy cutting the trades unions from
formal state structures.

The general approach of the Thatcherite right grew
from the fallure of governments In the 170s to
solve the problems of rising Inflation and
extending unemployment, both Indicators of the
genera! crisls of capitalism and the particular
decline of Britain. Heath's government had shown
Ttself unable to solve these problems and had been
defeated by class actlon. This was the breeding
ground for the new right. KXeynsianlsm had run its
course, It was unable to cope with the accretions
of defliclit financing manlfesting [Itself as
"stagflation” le. declining profitability coupled
with Inflatlon. The new right was not alone nor
the first to see the need for an alternative
framework, Cailiaghan heralded the way forward In
1976: ' ' ' S

" The cosy world we were, told would
. go . on forever, where  full
. employment would be guaranteed by
a stroke of the Chancellor s pen,
cutting taxes, deflclf spending,
that cosy world Is gone o

Kelth -Joseph led the formaflon of fhe new rlgh+
within the Heathlte Tory Party, his CenTre for
Policy . Studies becoming a focal polnt for. an
alternative economlc strategy. ~On +he face of It
the new sfrafegles were akin to the tiberalism of
the 19th Century with ap emphasis. on .allowing the
market fo follow 1ts "netural" course. The state,
it was argued, “should wlfhdraw from . its Interven-
tlonary role, ! Friedman, Sherman ‘et alla supplied
monetarist +heory whilst . Hayek's . Indlvlduatlsf
philosophy .gave ' -partlal |egl+lmacy o - the

‘Thatcherite school. (very ‘much “a po+ pourri of

ideclogies) To the new rlghf not only . was
na*lonallsaTIon anathema: $o .~ alsc —~ was the
participation of trades unlfons In _government, . In
asserting  this - Thatcherism ~broke : from . . the
tripartism of the previous forty years. Part of
the legacy of +the Brltish Keynsianism was
acceptance of a dlrect role for unlons In the
state. After 1979 this was changed. A central
plank of Thatcher's electoral programme and
subsequent policy was to "curb the power of the
unions™,  We well Know that in essence thls meant
attacking the working class not because the unfons
represent workers interests but because sections of
the bourgeolsle are not at all ¢lear on the class
nature of trade unlonism. But [t s also more than
+his. For Thetcherism Is a bresk with +the
gradualTsm of the post-war consensus. Deepening
crisis engendered the new response, Trade Unlons,
Social Democracy and a slgniflicant sector of the
Tory Party were impllcated In the pollcy of demand
management and nationalisation. Thatcher and her
henchmen +took the declision that a new way was
requlred,

The "traditional™ industries which had been
nationalised were to be "rationalised"™ and sold
off., This confllicted with the political programme
of Soclal Democracy. Labour Party and trade unlon
self-interest was to a great extent rooted in these
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areas. Consequently, In the eyes of the new right
trade unions as well as the working class were a
barrier +o the reorganisation of +he British
economy . Qulte correctly Thatcherism pinpolnted
the steel, the coal and shipbuilding Industries as
being uncompetitive on +the world market, not to
mention the fact that some of the most millitant
sections of the working class were to be found In
them. Previous to 1979 the bourgeoisie had not
shown [tself unable nor unw{lling to cut back these
enterprises, Increase rates of exploltation and
attack the working c¢lass. But what they had been
unwilting +to contemplate was reducing +these
Industries to an industrial rump. Thatcherism was
not so reluctant. Hence +he opposltlon within
reformism of the left. Hence the direct attacks
upon trade unlons as distinct from the workling
¢lass (of course +there 1s +the Ideologlcal
counterpart to these industrial strategles, namely
asserting the sole reallty of the individua! and
denying colfectivity efc.)

The decision to confront these industrial drains
was . dependant wupon three conditions, The
overarching one was that of +the crisis and
Britein's dectining position; +hls decline was
specifically situated In +the Western Bloc and
within the FEuropean Community; and the third
conditlon was a philosophy of what constltuted the
best way forward for British Capltalism. As
regards the first condition, that of the crisls,
thls wunderpinned the electoral success of the
Tories In 1979. Specificalty the position wilthin
the Western Bloc and Europe gave Thatcher the
strategy of abandoning centrality +o Indusirles

which, Irrespective of +them belng & drain on
naflonal profitability, had been previously
considered to be strategically so important.

Behind the reduction of these fIndustries to rump
status lles the partially unstated acceptance of a
division of labour within the Community and the
Bloc. Steel coal and shipbullding were, in the
eyes of the Torles of +the new Right, beyond
redemption, they were not only tainted by oild
Keynsfan politics, they were in such a poor
condition +that there was no prospect of +them
becoming serlous economic competlitors on the world
market. Consequentiy, they were to be cut back
(also happening in the rest of +the European
Communi+ty). This would not only undermine the
mi{itant base for working class activity Tt would
alsoe fit nlcely Into the ‘“market" orlented
philosophy of Thatcherism. The Industrial rumps
could thus be set up for de-nationalisation: a
troublesome working class would, I+ wes hoped, be
pacifled; the industry would be so concentrated
that profitability could be achleved. The
comblnation of these factors would wmake these
Industries acceptable Tnvestments +to prlvate
capital. WMot only this, by [ncreasing rates of
exploitation of the working class, by privatising
them this Tory government has helped plug a major
hole In Brltish capitallsm's profitability. As
yet, of course, It leaves unanswered the questions
of the strategic strength or weakness of this
pollcy. But what is answered are those who might
question the reality of the Western Bloc. By
accepting the non-viability of these Industries in
Britain Thatcherlism acknowiedges that the
possibi ity of military conflict s nit within the
west and thet +there Is no possibility of the
bourgeoisie here belng "held to ransom" by those
who have stronger steel etc. Industries, (Coal is
partialiy nulllfied by the stetets nuclear
programme). In thls scenarlo the bloc [s here to
stay and as a result of natlonal bourgeolsies
should accept defeat In certein areas and
concentrate on those which are shown to be most



successful for them.

Thatcherism has not yet glven up Brltaln's role as
a national caplital as +he CWO would have us
belteve. !+ has reorlfented it. The "fertiar—
ITsatfon™ [+ sees occurring is an scceptance by the
Tory government that British national captital can
best compete by strengthening financial and city
Institutions and by drawing overseas investment
Into the economy plus any crumbs that might be had
from tourism.

Nor is Britaln moving away from state capltallsm.
The state today Is as central +o economic and
social organlsation as it was pre-1979. Indeed the
controel 1t has over clivil soclety is now at a
higher level than it has been since the tast World

War. Prilvatisation continues apace. This 1s not
only an ideologlcal Imperative, It Is one which
pays off for capltal. At the small level i+ glves

the present government a "cash—flow" to finance tax
cuts and help keep a declining exchequer afloat.

But at the larger level the pollcy adopted by
Thatcherism has preduced a "leaner"™ [ndustrial
structure. This Is a state policy. Whether In the

long term It 1s better than extending national-
Isation Is a question separate from that of state
capitalism. Even with the flarge scale privat-
fsatfon belng pursued we have not witnessed the
state withdrawing from overal! economic contrel.
Despite the free-merket rhetoric +the Manchester
school Ts not alive and well and living In 10
Downing Street, Thatcher s not Cobden and Joseph
Is not Ricardo. The state continues +to guide and
direct the economy. Because 1t has chosen a new
Industrial-flnancial strategy It has required new
techniques or rather greater emphasis on oid ones.
Control of interest rates, for exampie, has been
central to Thatcher's policles; tightening state
spending, public borrowing and using taxation to
cut publlc spending is not a wlthdrawal of the
state from controlling soclial-economic 1ife, It Is
to continue It by marglinalising sections of the
population and using the ™market" lie to control
them. At another level the state has centralised

contrel by undercutting the power of local
counclls, by "tightening purse strings®”. This had
bhoth ideological and  economlc impact and
Illustrates a possible strategy of control

availeble to state capltalism (¢f. France where at
the same tlme local government was belng
decentralised, would +the CHO see ant! state
capitalist forces at work here?) The deep
recesslon of the years of Immedliate, victory after
1979 was state organlsed. :

At the same time the state has also continued +to
extend the organs of social control., Whilst it is
possible that a Secial Democratic government might
not have extended the "secret police" apparatus as
far as the Tory right It Is certalniy true that It
would not have dismantled It. This apparatus has
amassed greater and greater Importance for over
seventy years. The onset of decadence, the revol-
utlonary nature of class struggle In 1917, +the
Impact of war forced bourgeoisies to develop of
extend organs of Internal repression. Thatcherism
recognises as well as an bourgeois factlon the
necessity for these. State capitallsm means not
only organising economic interests in the world
market, T+ also requlires supervision and control of
hostile Tnternal elements, particulariy a milltant
working ctass. And there Is of course the milltary
wing of capltallsm.

There has been no decline In the state capitalist
content Tn Brlitish natlonal caplital, a change in
emphasls, yes, and perhaps a significant declline in
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Tts position in the hlerarchy of capifals. But as
hes been sald the flea, lIrrespective of Its slze,
remalns a flea. '

Conclusions

This exeursion Inte +he questlon of
capitalism In Britaln Is not arcane. [t Is one
which helps focus +he way In which we see
decadence, How we appralse the present policies of
Thatcherism and question the extent to which they
sfanify e successful assault upon the economlc
crisis tles Into not only our detalled economic
analyses but +the overarching ldeas of whether
soclal systems progress end decline. There is at
least one member of the CHO who does appesr to be
questioning the "meta~historicai®" signiflicance of
the bedrock of +the Left Communist theory of
capltal's decadence. We would ask the comrades of
the CWO and &l! others who are moving towards
reJecting It (or who don't accept It) to stop and
ask themselves what becomes of major planks of our
polltical programme If this step Is taken: where
does [t leave you with the problems of national
liberation, reformism and world revolution? When
Marx, Luxemburg, Bukharin et al. percelved the fall
of capltal in the mechanics of Its structure they
showed ¥hat detericration of the system could be
gulded and Informed by a historlcal materlallsm;
this mlight not allow one the short—tern possibitity
of achleving the goal of communism but 1+ demon-—
strated that It was a real historlcal possibltl+y
end that this could be brought nearer by adopting
strategles consistent with thls materialism. The
system s decadent. But It wll| not vanlsh of [+s
owh accord. Only consclous class activity witl
destroy I+, activity which can ‘only come from
recognising the traps set. by a decaylng system,

state

These traps are:

(1) the historical redundancy of - democratic
par!{iamentary ~institutlons which "can now only
express the Imperatives of decadence, the need to

tle +the working class to “national-imperialist
policles; . . R

(2) the lje that the working class can galn
anything from participating -in “trade unlon
activity, permanently constituted organs  of
economic struggle inevitably ‘become agents of

capitalism; ) S S
(3) Just as the economic organs of reformism have
been transformed - Into .~ anti-working class
Institutions so the same Is true of their political
expressions, soclal democracy (In all ifs guises)
Is now merely one volee In the cacophony of
decadence, The siren calls of reformism are
probably the blggest trap faclng the working class;
(4) with the emergence of decaderice and the
shifting division of the global markets among a few
major powers so the posslibllity of meaningful
national liberatfon was lost; Irrespective of the
extent of radical rhetoric of national struggles -
against U.S. [mperTalism etc. — they cannot furnish
the working cless with & platform for I+s polltical
programme;

(5) ftowing from all these political posltlons is
the necessity for the proletariat and {ts political
expressions to avold the organlsational traps of
decadent forces. The way forward for +he working
class can only be In historlcally speclfle organs
which to date are soviets. Only through these can

the degradations of +he decadent system be
overcome, {7)

Notes on Page 28.
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W The recent history of the working
class since 1918 has been & record
of steady misfortune from the tIlme
of the 1921 lockout ... Very many
comrades have 1lost heart In the
losing fight and have fealien ouft
of the struggle. The high hopes
of 1918 have vanlkshed and now *the
lament Is "not In our day; we will
not see the Revolutlon; perhaps In
filfty years time"."

(quoted In Shipway p.126)

So wrote a Britlsh revolutionary in 1923 in a sober
assessment of the balance of class forces, The
working class In Britaln, as elsewhere, had been
defeated; the prospect of revolution replaced by
the prospect of a half century of gloomy counter
revolution, The prognosis was to prove all too
accurate, and as a result the British revolutionary
movement dwindled +o a small band of mllitants
gallantly defending thelr politics In the desperate
climate of the 1930s, 40s and 50s.

THE MOVEMENT FOR
WORKERS' COUNCILS
IN BRITAIN, 1917- 45

Today their work is altl
accessible In dusty archives or university
microfilm [ibrarfes. Therefore today's generation
of revolutionaries wilt unreservedly welcome the
publication by Macmliian Press of Mark Shipway's
important book Anti-Parllarentary Cossunism, the
movement for workers! counciis In Britain 1917-45.
Unfortunately the exorbitant price tag, (£29.50 for

but forgotten, only

a mere 205 pages) wlll put the volume beyond the
reach of many mititents, although you may be able
to request i+ st your local library - better hurry

before the next round of austerity measures wipes
out this service!

In a clear and sympathetic manner Shipway documents
the polltics of the anti-parllamentary movement In
Britain and chronicles thelr struggle in the inter-
war years, a perfod of state repression, massive
defeat and shattering of dreams.

The book 1Is dlivided Into three parts: Baslc
Principles 1917-24; Continulty and Change 1925-35;
Capltallst War and Class War 1936-45. Part one,
dealing with what dlstingulshed the politiecs of the
movement and the Impact upon 1+ of +the Russlan
revolution, is inevitably the most controverstal
section of the work, The emphasis Is on the
Yorkers Dreadnought group led by Sylvia Pankhurst
and the Anti-Par!iamentary Communist Federation led
by the dynamic Guy Aldred - surprisingly |itfle
attentlon is pald to the Soclallst Labour Party, by

far the largest of the anti-par!lamentary groups in
Britain,

Shipway demonstrates that the rejection of the
Labour Party and parliamentary tactics came not
from an abstract idealism but from the direct
experience of working with the Labour Party at the
local level and of witnessing the betrayal of
Soclal democracy during the Great War. The book
describes the convoluted discussions that led to
the formatlon of the Communist Party of Great
Britaln in 1920, drawing a distinction between the
two strands Tn the debate, Firstiy there were
those elements who had taken a militant anti-war
stance, who saw soclal democracy as no longer
appropriate, and who wanted the new party to fight
for Soviet power - Into this category come the SLP,
the Dreadnought Group, the South Wales Soclalist
Soclety and the Shop Stewards and HWorkers Control
movement, Secondly there were those groups who had
not actlively supported the war, but who remalned
within the framework of pre-war soclal democracy,
who wanted mass organisations of +he pre-var
variety to reform capltalism, and who supported the
Cctober revolutfon with hesitation - Into this
category come the British Soclallst party, the left
wing of the ILP and en assortment of indfviduals.
I+ was this second category that was +o form the
bulk of the CPGB, while the majority of the former
rlghtly remained aloof.

While Shipway Is correct to peint out the negative
influence of Lenin and the Bolsheviks on the
regroupment talks, we need to be ciear that this
influence changed over time and was closely bound
up with the fate of the world revolution and the
degeneration of the Bolshevik regime In Russia.

In the first phase of the unity talks +he mos+t
militant groups In Britaln were closest to unity.
Lenln and the Comintern backed these groups, funded
thelr work and relied on Pankhurst for Information
on the British s{tuatlon. Pankhurst wrote to Lenin
complaining that the ILP and BSP were too occupled
with gaining electoral success, and that the SLP
had lost the support of many workers as a resylt of
Its new polley of participating in electlons.
Lenin replied that in his opinion non-participation
In elections was a mistake, but urged her to go
shead end create a united party. He asked the
Dreadnought group, SLP and SWSS to delay fusion
untit they could bring In the BSP - at +hls +ime
the emphasis was on a party that could uni+e al!



the revolutionary elements In Britain, and yet by
August 1920 the Comintern sanctioned the creation
of 8 CPGB which consisted of the BSP and a few
Individuals. Simllarly In a letter to Pankhurst In
August 1919 Lenin wrote:

" There I's no
Communist
Communist
countries
Irreparable

doubt that the
International and the
Parties of the varlious
would be makling an
mistake i f they

rebuked those workers who stand
for Soeviet power but who are
agalnst partlicipation in the

parliamentary struggle.,™
(Lenin on Britain p.423)

But In his notorious 1920 book Left Wing Communism,
an Infantlife Disorder he called for +he four
partles to unite Tn Britain on the basls of
obilgatory participation 1n Par!lament. In his
1919 letter Lenin even envisaged the possibitity of
two Communist Parties fIn britain (one antl-
partiamentary, one pro-parilamentary) as a good
step forward if unity proved impossible, but when
Pankhurst took his adviece and formed +he anti-
parliamentary Communlst Party (British Section of
the Third International) In June 1920, tienin
radiced hls disapproval of their action.

Me are clearly deallng wlth an important shif+ in
Lenln's position. With the revolution surging
forward on all fronts the emphasis was on the unity
of all revolutionaries, support for +he most
militant parties and a relegation of secondary
Issues to the background. But as the prospect of a
world revolution diminished the attitude of the
Comintern leaders changed., Theorising thelr own
Isolatton, the Bolsheviks began to explain +he
falture of the revolution to spread by the
unreadiness of European workers - they began tfo
argue that the workers were stl1]l tled to Soclal
Democracy and had to be won over as part of a
longer term perspective; the struggle agalnst
social democracy was steadlly abandoned, criticism
was toned down and concessions were made, The
Comintern had Initlally oplayed an extremely
positive rote In the British unity talks, but as
the Isolation of the Russlan Revolution continued
i+ became [ncreasingly negative.

By attempting to remaln In power during a perlod of
defeat the Bolshevliks found themselves bullding and
defendling State capitalism in Russia. The
revolutionary movement in Britaln had to find some
explanatlon for the degeneration of the revelutien
they had previously so enthusltastically supported,
Shipway Identifles five explanatlions advanced in
the pages of the Dreadnought:

1. That it was Impessible trylng to establish
Sociallsm In a basically feudal society - the
Bolsheviks found themselves Inltiating the era of
capitalfsm,

2, The Russlan peasantry were an anti~communis+t
force., The Boishevik support for individual rather
than common ownership had led to reaction,

3. Russian lIndustry was not controlfed by +the
Soviets, makling a successful revelution impossible.

4, Only the consclous particlpation of the whole
worklng class would assure the suceess of +the
revolution - this was lacking in Russia.

5. The fallure of the revolutlon to spread to the
rest of Europe.
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Shipway pours scorn on this attempt to explaln the
degeneration of the revolution In Russia, argulng
that there had been no degeneration since there had
been no proletarijan revolution in the first place,
The CBG prefers the analysis, however limlted and
incomptete, of the Dreadnought group +o the banal
stmpllcities of today's counci! communists,

The formation of the CP(BSTI) In 1920 was arguably
the highpoint of +he antl~parliamentary movement In
Britain. A combative organisation which had made a
clean break with social democracy and was
determined to fight for Soviet power. The partyts
secretary Edgar Whitehead declared its
uncempromising attitude to Parllament +a be:

" Parliament muest be
repudiated. A few soporific and
trumpery paltlatives are I+s
hlighest possiblilities. Parltament
is & dangerous safety valve +to
dissipate the passion of the
workers for social justice,®

(Yorkers Dreadrought July 23 1920)

absolutely

Another strength of +he Dreadnought aroup was 1+s
determined Internationalism, which contrasts
sharply with the +traditicnal parochialism of the
workers movement In Britaln, During the war they
reported workers struggles abroad and published
numerous anti-war texts by tenin, Lliebknecht and
Gorter. In 1919 Pankhurst attended the |+allan
Sociallst congress in Bologna and went on +to
contact revolutionarles in switzerland, Holland and
Germany., She was the flrst British revotutionary
to establish links with the Bolshevik regime In
Moscow and In 1919 became the British correspondent
for Communist Internatlonal and the Itallan papers
Avanti and !l Soviet. She regularly corresponded
with Klara Zetkin, Alexandra Ko!lontai and Gorter,
and In 1920 she attended a meeting of the Communist
international Sub Buresu In Amsterdam and the
Second World Congress of the Comintern in Moscow .
After her expulsion from the CPGB In 1921 Pankhurst
mzintalned her International !inks and determined
to flight alongside her fellow left communists In
the formation of the fourth Communist Horkers
International. All this Is in very sad contrast to
the Insular attitude of the SLP, APCF etc,

Shipway points out +that the strength of +the
Dreadnought group was {ts energy and llvely class
Instinet, (+s weakness being the flimsy theoretical
foundation for much of [+ts programme, Thls could
lead to serious mistakes ~ such as the abortive
attempt to create a Bri+ish version of the AAUD
long after the mass upsurge of the class had
disappeared - and more serfously made 1t Tmpossible
for the group to survive once the revolutionary
wave had been clearly defeated. It is easy fo
write this in 1989, but we must remember Just how
far the Dreadnought group travelled between 1917
and 1924: from a suffrage group affi!iated fo the
Labour Party to a member of the Fourth Communist
workers International alongside the KAPD.
Theoretical clarification was understandably
difficult during these explosive seven vyears,
especially considering the extent of the group's
Interventionary work and the degree of state
brutality suffered by Pankhurst and other
mititants., In seven years the group had to learn
everything from scratch and simultanecusly fight
for the world revolution - Just how much
theoretical clariflcation has the modern

revolutionary movement achieved In the past seven
years?

In parts two and three of his book Shipway moves on
to the period after the collapse uf the Dreadnought



group im 1924, with Guy Aldred and the APCF left to
carry on the anti-parilawentary traditions alone,
He points out that while the earlier period was
characterlsed by iIntellectual ferment and high
hopes of revolution, the latfer period was one of
intellectual stability and dwindling expectation of
revolution.

The materlal preseated In the latter part of
Shipway's book wl!l be particularly unfamitiar to
readers, and because of that especlially valuable.
Thls section of the work can be read in conjunction

“with the Wildcat pamphlet Class War on the Home
Front reviewed In issue 12 of the Bulletin, which
contalins & collection of APCF reprints.

The performance of the 1924 Labour governmeni and
the activities of of the Trade Unfons during the
1926 General strike convinced the APCF of the
validity of its left communist pesitlons, and the
group continued to publish &and hold meetings
throughout the Inter war period. |1t survived the
defectlon of Guy Aldred in 1933 to form the Unlted
Social ist Movement, a united front group that was,
to  all Intents and purposes, outwith the
revolutionary movement, We will deal with Guy
Aldred*'s contribution to the British revolutfonary
movenment In the next Bulletin when we plan to
review a new blographv of the much jalled knlcker-
bockered revolutionary.

Although [t managed to survive, tha APCF, lacked
the theoretical clarity of left communist yroups on
the continent. On many issues it was serlously
confused, confusions exacerbated by Its continuing
flirtation with anarchisn, Some progress was made,
particularly when +he group made contact with
International Counci! Correspondence sand Faul
Matfick. The APCF saw through the Labour Party
pollcy of nationallsation:

" Government ownership, or nation-
allsation of fadustry, is not
soclalism, Capltalist necessity
may dictate the transfer of
Industrles to state ownershlp and
of certaln services to municipal
ownership. It remains joint-stock

administration Jjust the same.
Anti-soclallsts have nationalised
rallways and coal mines wlithout

benefiting the workers."
' {quoted in Shipway p.120)

In +the pages of I+s journal Solldarity the APCF
cama very close to the theory of decadence which is
the backbone of our revolutionary politics today:

" During the upswing period of
capltalism, when 1t was developing
and expanding, 1%t was possible to
grant concessions to the worklang
cless ... The present perlod of
capltalist decline Ts one In which
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no concesslons are possible for
the warklng class .,, Democracy,
parliamentarianism and partia-—
mentary organlisatlon become
obsclete and cannot be tolerated."
(Class War on the Home Front pp21-22)

With its limited theoretical understanding of the
period 1t was inevitable that when the Spanish
Civil War broke out the APCF would be swept along

‘Info & completely unprincipled support for the

anti-fascist alliance of republlean and left wing
organisations. The APCF and USM hastily jetflsoned
their communist politics In & bid to become the
accredited British representative of the CNT-FAI.
Very late In the day some members of the APCF and
USM began to reject the anti-fascist alllance;
Ethel MacDonald sent back an article from Barcelona
stating:

" Fascism Is not something new, some
new force of egvii opposed fo
soclety, but I's only ‘the old
enemy, Capitallsm, under a new and
fearful sounding name ... Under
the guise of "Antl-Fascism"
elements are admitted to the
working class movement whose
Interests are stlll diametrically
opposed tou those of +he workers
++e« Antl-Fascism Is the new slogan
by whieh fhe working ctass Is
being betrayed."

(quoted In Shipway p.47)

But this viewpoint does not appear to have been
shared by the majority of the two organlsations,
who continued to support the anti~fascist crusade
in Spain, The mistake had been broadly recognised
by the tIme the Second World War broke out, but the
Spanish debacle +typifled the tremendous inherent

weakness of the British revolutionary movement in
the 1930s,

The anti-parliamentary movement went Into sharp
decline after 1545, but Individual mllitants
continued tuv battle an and made contact wlth the
new generatfon of revolutionary groups that emerged
In the perlod after 196B. |f teday we base our
politics on the confribution of the German, Dutch
and ltalian Left, we can stlll salute the courage
of the men and women described in Mark Shipway's
Impressive new book, We owe it to them to put

petty differences aside and 1o create the vibrant
erganisation needed for the decisive battles fo
cone.,
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