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BY WAY OF EXPLANATION

This {s the first edition of the Communist Bulletin to appear since Summer 1989. The
past two years have seen momentous events in the Capitalist world. We have seen the
collapse of one entire capitalist bloc, that of the Russian Empire, the descent into turmoil
of those states which once constituted the satellites of this bloc and the internal chaos in
Russia resultant from the same causes. A capitalist bloc has been plunged into
. catastrophe as a result of the onset of an economic crisis so severe that the existing

economic and social mechanisms of capital in that bloc have been unable to prevent
them. _

In the so-called Third World we have .seen the policy of abandonment, so often noted in
our pages over the last decade, produce famine and misery on a scale not seen these past
three decades. The western bloc, forced to face up to its own economic problems, has
prograssively abandoned support for whole stretches of Africa and Asia allowing the
economies of these regions to collapse at the first sign of recession.

In the western bloc we see the bloc leader stricken with economic woes, now the world's
biggest debtor and facing another great crisis in the world economy. Since the sesming
abandonment of the world stage by Russia we have seen an increasingly stricken US
bourgeoisie seek to proclaim their mastery of the world, disciplining recalcitrant servants,
dealing out death and destruction to those who will not, cannot, acceds to the new world

order and creating just such a new world order where it can, in Ethiopia, southern Africa,
Central America stc.

Such events could not but have dramatic effects on the proletarian milieu, ourselves
included. ' But it must be said that whereas the onset of crisis in the capitalist world had
in previous situations led to an upsurge of communist actlvity, the events at the end of
the Eighties have had the opposite effect. The way in which the crisis of capitalism has
expressed itself, the collapse of one of the blocs without world war, in fact the receding,
it would seem. of any threat of war betwesn the blocs, the lack of any real proletarian
response on its own ‘terrain, as yet; these-all seem to confound many of the theoretical
underpinnings of ‘the communist milieu. The effect on this milieu has therefore been one
which has depressed the milieu rather than inspired it. At one extreme we have seen
organisations . desperately seaking to redefine reality so as to keep their theoretical
structures intact.” Here, such as in the CWO, the results have been the loss of militants,
-some of them founding members and for over a decade the leading lights of the
organisation. In others we have seen an squally frantic effort to construet an entirely
new theoretical framework overnight in order to make sense of what has been going on -

such as in the ICC. _Others have chosen to bury their heads in the sand pretendmg it
doesn't matter 80 long as thay contmue 1o exist.

Key questions are bemg asked. Does the alternative of war or revolution still stand in a
situation whers one of ‘the protagomsts is no longer capable of playing the part of a
competing bloc? - How can such a situation have occurred without an explosion of
proletarian discontent? Does this force us to re-examine whether the proletariat is
‘capable of defending {itself against capitalism? Is the proletariat still a revolutionary
class? In the ‘absence of a proletarian response will a two bloc system reassert itself or

have we entered a completely new period of capitalism where new . dynamics. new
structures and new _possibilities must be examined.

Clearly the confusions, uncertainties and resultant depression has not passed the CBG by.
We have been as affected by the doubts produced by these events as any other fraction

within the milieu. Though other factors are also re]evant this is essentially why this is
the first Bulletin for two years.

In this Bulletin we want primarily to reflect some of the discussions which have been
going on within the CBG and within the milieu as a whole over the past two years or so
on these events and their implications for the revolutionary movement,



First of all +the war Itself. There have been
tentative Western estimates that somewhere betwean
80,000 and 100,000 Iraqi soldiers, +he vas+
majortty conscripts, fathers, brothers and SONs,
were killed in the saturatlon bomblng both at +he
front and [n the rear. It Is belleved a further
50,000 cilvillans, men, women and children died,
mainly in the clties of Iraq from the bomblng and
Cruise misstlie attacks. Up to 30,000 Kuwai+!
clvillans have disappeared, moved as hostages +to
iraq, murdered after torture by Saddam's secret
police or slaughtered as they were driven north by
US alr attacks, An, as yet unknown, number of
Palestinians end other foreign workers are being
arrested, tortured and murdered dally by +he
vengeful Kuwait! reglme. American military
spokesmen have admltted that, as a policy declsion,
they will make no attempt to count the dead thay
encounter or the roads and In the bombed +trenches
but will merely bulldoze them Into the ground where
they lie, uncounted in their thousands.

Why dld all these human belings perish In this war?
The British soldlers blown up 'In error! by US A~10
planes - did they die to defend democracy, a cause
the US has been trumpeting for years now in the
weke of the collapse of the Russlan Empire. There
never has been any democracy In Saudl Arabla where
Amnesty tells us opponents of the regime are
systematically and routinely Impriscned brutalised
and tortured. Where even t+o be a Christlian Is
illegal.

The women and chiidren burned so badly that they
couldn't be told apart in the shelter in Baghdad,
hit by r'smart' bombs didn't dle, asphyxlated and
incinerated, to protect the soverelgnty of Kuwait
end the tprinciple of non interference in the
affairs of other countries' as Bush would have us
believe. The US has a long and brutal history of
directly Intervening 1In +the affairs of other
countries when I+ sults them all across the globe,
from the fostering of coups such as that In Timor
by the Indoneslians which fed to a genocide on & par
with. Irag itself, the murder of democratically
elected leaders such &s Allende In Chile right up
to the actual Invaslon of such es Cuba (falled),
Grenada (successful after obliterating a hostel for
the mentally handlcapped) and Panams (successful
after Inflicting tens of thousands of casualtles on
the civiiTan poputation}. The American bourgeoisie
feel only too free to Intervene whenever ' and
wherever It serves their interests,

The |lterally thousands of saldiers and clvilians
massacred frem the alr and by US tanks on the road
north ‘from Kuwalt at the end of the war, of which
the photographs were so graphically horrendous that
Britlsh newspapers decided not t+o let us see the
fult horror, didn't die saving iragq from foreign
dominatlon, or for the cause of the PalestInians,
Saddam has never been Interested In the 'rag] or
Patestinlan people only In holding onto power by
whatever biloody means he can - as the cellars of
his torture chambers show, :

The US marines killed by the Seud In Dahran didn'+t
die fighting international Terrorism, Bush's best
friends are terrorists. Only a yesr ago Assad of
Syria was being dencunced as the worst terrorist In
the worid by the US, as the man who was behind +he
Lockerble bombing and whose diplomats were expelled
from Britain, Mow he's a favoured member of +he
Alliance agalnst Saddam. In |srael we see Bush's
closest ally led by a Prime Minlster who started
kis politlcal life openly as a terrorist blowlng up
British squaddies In the Fortles and wvho only a few
years ago organised and authorised the slaughter of
undefended women and children In the massacre at
the Chatita refugee camp In the Lebanon and who
even now revels In how successfully he has turned
the West Bank into a glgantic concentration camp

for +the Palestinians, patrolled by the Israell
Gestapo of the Shin Bet. R :

Buried Alive in the Defence of Capital

And whaet shout the tens of thousands kllled by fuel
alr bombs ~ they certainly didn't dle to ensure
that lethal weapons of mass destruction weren't
left 1n the hands of people who might use them
Indlscriminately. This was a weapon which, s few
short months ago was belng described by the US as a



poor mans atom bomb, which by mixIng alrecraft fuel
ITn a fine spray with air, dropped from pleanes could
kil everyone over a wlide ares once I+ was Tgni+ed,
We were told thet onty a complete bastard |lke
Saddam would use such a weapon since It had effects
Iike the nerve gases and mustard gas he had used
agalnst the Kurds. We were toid that the US would
never contemplate using such a weapon, indeed we
were told that they had abandoned research om 1+
years ago. Then, Lo and Behold we find that much
of the slaughter 1In  the concentrated bombing
campalgn agalnst the Iraqls was carrfed out by
Amerfcan alrcraft using such weaponry, repeated|y
and indlscriminateiy. So much for ethics!

And that was only the war
ceasefire +the war after +he war has raged
throughout Iraq. Basra, Karbala |fe In complete
ruins. the Kurdish cities of the north look, from
the TV plctures, to have been pretty well
obliterated. The dead |le unburled on every street
of practicatly every clty, even In Baghdad where
rtots have been put down with concentrated
bloodshed. The living have no power, no water that
Isn't a breedlng ground for dysentery and cholerna,
no medicine and no food, Thousands are literally
starving to death. The refugees poured Into the
Amerlcan lines in the south desperate for food and
medication, pleading for their napalm burns to be
+reated before they die of neglect and In the north
hundreds of thousands are stii} seeklng escape from
what everyone confidently predicts wlll he the
renewed genoclde of a vengeful l|raql -elite,

Itself, Since the

This wasn't a war, thls wasn't e rebellion, thils
was a slaughter, The population of Iraq hasn't
Jjust been beaten in war, or defeated In rebellion
It has been slauvghtered. The Infrastructure of
both Kuwalt and lraq lie completely in ruins,

Yet |Iraq was, and i{s no military giant to have
suffered on a scale with Germany after World war 2,
Yes, I+ had a iarge army as a result of the US
backed war agalnst lran but It was and is s poor
smal! country with the populetion of Holland and
the GDP of Portugal. It has been irredeemably
smashed . by the greatest -assembiage of wmilitary
might since WW2 - and them some again by the clvi|
war within it, s

The hypocrisy pumped out on &ll sides has been
fiterally mindboggling. Yes, Saddam was a
murderous thug, steeped (in the blood of his many,
many victims over the past twenty years or so. The
recent revelations of whole femilles Inciuding
mothers .and up fo five chlldren, hanged after
torture” in the cellars of his secret police, of
dogs tralned to blte at prisoners' genitals. are
merely the latest In a long Iine of exposes of this
thug.  But thls Ts the man and this is the regime
which was supparted to the hil+ by all the western
bourgeoisie in its attempts to bring Khomenelts
Iran to heel in the Elghties. This is the man who
was supported both mliitarily and financlaliy by
the US, Brltaln, France, Germany and many others
throughout this perlod despite the fact he was
clearly a disgusting murderer. [+ didn't matter to
them then just as I+ doesntt matter to them now
that Assad Is, I|f anything, worse than Saddam - &
man who happlly destroys whole citles and +thelr
Inhabitants as he did in Homs. Or the fat torturer
Faud of Arabia. |t was and Is of no reievance fo
them that he ls one of the most appalting despots
in the area lording it over a country where it Is
even 1llega! for women *o drive a car, And of
course we cannot be surprised at that., For Bush
and his cronies and ne better than these minor
gangsters. Only the scale is different. Saddam
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can hold a country In terror and ges a village,
Assad can brutalise both his own country and the
Lebanon and can murder the popufation of a clty -
Only the Godfathers of the west can destroy a whole
country and subvert continents, These are the real
Godfathers of terrorlism. :

Terrorists are not evil outcasts in capitalist
soclety — terrorism pervades caplitalism. In its
decadent phase capitalism Is terrorism. War Is not
some unpleasant, unlooked for event which Intrudes
Inte a normally peaceful worid ~ it is the very
ilfeblood of the capltallst empires as they
struggte to survive 1n the decadent phase. Those
who supported Saddam throughout the world werentt
blood crazed [lunatics but people, Ilke the
Palestinians, whose |Ilves are dominated and
brutalised by Imperialism and who were willing to
support any one, even this bloedy monster, [f only
he would attack that centre of imperialism the USA,
Those who supported Bush weren't evil westerners
committed to drowning the Arab world In a bloodbath
but, for the most part, ordinary workers, who
believed the l|les they were +old about +he war
belng a Jjust one against Invasion and oppresslon.
As 1f restoring the rule of the Kuwalti shelks and

the Saudi king had anything to do with right and
wrong.,

Even after the war the hypocrisy continues. After
calling for the Iragl people to oust Saddam during
the war, no sooner had the Shljtes in the south and
the Kurds in the north set out Yo do Just that than
Bush brazenly declared that there could be no
further Involvement in Iraq. Saddam's hellcopters
were free to blitz +the wuprisings. The +wo
Republican Guard Divisions he had purposely left
out of the fighting In Kuwait were free to attack
the rebels, slaughter +the population and even
better, the continued release of lragl priscners of
war meant that his shattered forces could now grow
again to do the job. This wasn't a mistake by
Bush. Whlile he and the American bosses want Saddem
to go, even.less did they want a pro Iranian Shilte
-government ‘In the south and & destebllising Kurdish

“one In the Worth, “Saddam is betfer than that and
s0 from castigating the present government of Iragq
as the font of evil. it now, In effect, supports
them against their own people In revélt, a revolt
the US raliled them to'in the first place.

What & wonderful'.example of capitalist hypocrisy
the US gives us here.  What an exhibition of the
callous Inhumanity of the bourgeolsie, In .the
north up to two mitllon kurds have been displaced
by this war after the war; ‘atmost a m1||lon;pre
clustered In the freezing mountalns on both -the
tranlan or Turkish border, most.without even the
most basic of necessities, food, elothing . ‘or
shelter; reports tell of 1500, mainly the wounded,
women and especlaily children dying each night as
Bush and his friends decide how to disguise their
contempt for this human tragedy of +helr making In
a frenzy of legalisms (we cant interfere In the
internsl affairs of a soverelgn country - as I1f
calling on the lraqls to oust Saddam wasn'+ Jjust
that) or of -handwringing (as 1f i+ were not In
their power ta help}, As 1+ is thelr idea of
'help' Is to get the Kurdish ruling class to make a
deal with Saddam which will allow them to go home

to thelr devastated villages and +towns where
Saddam's secret pollce awalt them. Meanwhlle they
are to be placed In guarded camps 'for +thelr
protection' - another nation +transformed Into
refugees, :

Bu+.enough. Why? This [s the question we must ask
ourselves., W¥hy this war, this revolt, this mass



destruction of property, natural environment and
human belings? If, as we have seen [t had
ebsalutely nothing to do with democracy, bourgeols
International taw, or the rights of man what was
{t, and Is [+, all for?

At one level It Is about oil, about the controi of
one of the most [mportant, 1f not the most
Important natural resources, As the dominant
partner In the western capitalist bioc the US seeks
to dominate both the areas which produce thls vital
resource and Its rivals, actual and potential by
controlling the source of oll, Throughout +he pest
WWZ era the US has sought stabllity and controtl in
the reglon. Elsewhere we have written at iength on
the methods It adopted. With the collapse however
of the Russian Emplire as a major player on the
world imperfalist stage, *wo tendenclies emerged,
deepening pollicies the US had already engaged in
for a decade or so previously, Without an opposing
bloc for them to turn to the US could afferd to
refuse to bal! out the regime In Irag, beggared by
the war agalnst Iran, It might have offered them a
blt of Kuwalt but Saddam's economle nightmare was
so pressing he went the whole hog, and In dolng so
threatened the rest of the Guif, And such a threat
to the economlc lifeblood of the west could not go
unchal lenged. Secondly the control the US has over
its partrers Is {ncreasingly based upen [ts
military might., Japan and Germany are increasingly
economlc glants but compared to the US they are
military pygmies. Any fendency, now that the
Russlans no tonger pose a threat to US hegemony, +o
pose as a rival to the US on thelr part comes up
against the complete stranglehold +he us
bourgeolsie has mlittarily, not Jjust directly in
competition +o them, with troops based both In
Germany and In the Pacliflc, but In the US! abi ity
to physically control areas Iike the Middle East

where such resources as oll are and, by means of
Its huge fleet, the seas over which these potential
rivalis! trade runs.

But on top of all this the demise of Russian
Imperfalism from the world stage, whether temporary
or long term, allowed the US, In this new era, to
demonstrate to the world who is now Indisputably
top dog. Backed to the hiit by !+s poedle Britain,
i+ showed its muscle openly in an expresslon of
mllitary might specifically designed to show others
what will happen to them If they so much as +hink
about getting out of line. For zil the whinlng
from varfous major capltallst players ALL were
forced to toe the US Ilne. tts economic and
potitical domlnance of the bloc wes demonstrated by
Its abliity to cobble together a heterogeneous
collectlon of aliles - from Its lapdog Britaln +o
such as France, Egypt, Turkey, Pakistan and even

- the massive western

bﬁn:derers, Torturers, Terrorists, Capitalists!
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Syrla. An even wider band of states contrlbuted to
the economic naval blockade. An unprecedented
bargaining and threatening campaign, offering
blandlshments such as remission of debts,
membership of the EEC etc es well as threatening
with .dire consequences got the show on the -road,
China could forget worid 'outrage! at Tilanenmen
Square, It could even put the last remalning
dissidents on trlal during the war 1f It wanted +a
If I+ voted at the UN; Assad could have a free hand
In the Lebanon, Turkey might even be allowed Into
the EEC.

But 1f the strength of the US was shown both In
terms of Its military capabilities and I+s economic
and diplomatic leverage then so too has the war now

shown its wesknesses and the problems i+ contlnues
to face,

Within the Middle East the US sought stabi!ity, or
If that were Impossible, at the very least an
unstable situation which was under control, After
the war, after the devastatlon of Iraq and Kuwait,
after the massacre of Iragis, Kurds and Shiltes the
last word that could be used +o descirlbe +he
sftuation In the Middie East Is stabllity,

The war, of course, has allowad Iran back [nto the
fraternity of ‘'scceptable' natlons. The war has
given her back ali1 the territory she tost to iraq
and she has seen a hated rlval humillated, However
the focked for renewal of |inks wlth the west which
Rasfarijan! has been pressing for wlll not lead to
Investment in his shattered
economy he hopes. Similarly the war has produced a
new and dangerous situation for the shelks of the
Gulf, They have been shown +o be the catspaws of
the west. In Kuwait the infrastructure is so badly
damaged that 1ts repair may prove Impossible,
Certalnly whatever funds are avallable are most
unlikely to be enough to rebulld Kuwalt, Iran and
Irag after the devastating serles of blows the Gulf
has suffered since the end of the seventies, Even

Syria, Egypt and Turkey, which have largely escaped
direct Involvement are [n a sorry economic state.
Turkey desperately needs the protection of
membership of the EEC, Syrla has just spent Its
blood money from the Gulf on arms rather than
economlc development, fearful that Saddam, crippled
though he Is, ts not yet crushed, or that the
Israells still harbour Lebanese ambitions and Egypt
hes been in the throes of -an economic nightmare for
some years now and the cancelllng of part of Its
debt, ‘which was the prlce of It+s support for Bush,
has granted 1+ only a temporary respite,

In iraq Itsetf the process of destablllisation Is
most apparent. The economic. and soclel system has



completely collapsed, Saddem now rules almost
exclusively through +the use of force over a
demoral ised, cowed population without even the most
basic of necessities. The south Is e complete
wasteland vwhere Baathist mititia and Shilte
guerrillas are stil! sniping at each other across a
blTghted
Kurds, whether In Turkey, Iran or In lIrag In US
protected camps or just freezing and starving on
the mountalnsldes, demonstrate the collapse of +he
Infrastructure. The towns are deserted save for
Basthist pollce while the countryside is still full
of Kurdish guerrlllas. Here Bush desperately needs
a solution. At a domestic level the kudos he had
from the t'near bloodless' (sic) wer has qulckly
dissipated in the horror of the Kurdish +ragedy.
Bush has been forced to send the Marines back into
northern lrag, with ell the fears of another
Vietnam In mind. . |+ is therefore no surprlise +o
find that meetings are being held between Saddam
and the Kurds to find & solutlon, meetings
undoubtedly guaranteed by Bush.

At a more general level the effect of the War on
the population of the Middle East has been immense.
I+ has clearly Intensifled the hatred for the West
{n. general and the US In particular +that has
characterlsed this area for decades., The West was
always seen as the plunderer of the arab countrles,
but now I+ Is seen as the destroyer of the area
too. HWithout an alternative bloe to turn to In the

USSR the elites who run these states can only, In.

the face of the mlght of the US,. "kiss +he hand
they cannot bite". - The populations
iIncreasingly pauperlsed in a reglon overflowling
with = oil,”  homeless,  starving, without any
reconstruction supported by Western flnance, are
. turning more and more to Ideclogles antlthetical o
- the West.  The last decade has 'séen the’ Inexorable
‘dec!ine of secular ‘Arab nattonalism, of . !ooklng to
+the future In order to |Iiberate the ares from the
rule of_the iest.

~surviving af best In  the huge -shanty . towns
surrounding the c¢ltles, " turn ‘more . and more to
fundamentalist Islam .as an answer. to thelr misery,
Though there have been proletarlan expresslions from
the Arab proletariat . In the past they have
Tncreasingly been submerged under thls reactionary
rhetoric, dragooned behind medlevallst ravings
which offer a mystical, yet earthly paradise as an
alternative to the rape of thelr culture and |ives
by the HWest &and thelr Arab lackeys. Glven the
creeping victory of the mullahs, the imposition of
the Sharlia In places as dlverse as Sudan and
Paklstan, for example, It 1s very difficult Indeed
to see how any posltive ldeologicel development,
might menifest itself among the arab popuiations of
the Mlddie East. Armed with such an Tdeclogy It is
difficult to see how the US can create any kind of
stable situation, or any balance of Instabl|lty to
extend and consolidate Its control over the reglon.

Yet It 1s desperately trying o do just that. I+s
attempts to support the Iraql regime after the war,
even {f I+ would have preferred Saddem 1o be
deposed ere Increasingly obvious, |ts attempts to
find some resolutton of the Palestinian problem is
also Increasingly obvious. They are also
Increasing frantlc, end Increasingly problematic.
For any solutlon forces the US bourgeolsie to face
up to the Frankenstein monster 1+ itself created,
Israel. Israel could not survive a day wlthout the
masslve financial contribution the US makes to i+s
economy . Yet the Israell/Jewlish vote s
increasingly Important to the Republican Party In
particular and the US bourgeolsie In general. This

| andscape, In the north millions of

however, -

-garrison some of the
- confiict.
“'bombs .'and tanks .they, we : are told, are golng to
“take not. monfhs, but years’ +o replace, in Britain
at _any: ra*e, 'S0 parlous 1s the ‘state of military ~

Insteed, .sInce the victory of . expenditure,
the . Iran!an mullahs, . we have seen the fellehin,.
- scraping an exlstence ‘In rural poverty ‘or ‘merely’

.-And This s an
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Gordlan knot has to be brokem somehow but }s
proving an lintrectable problem. Hence Baker's
shuttle diplomacy +o Tel Aviv - six times already
this past couple of months, But the Israe!l ruling
class know thelr power and have set thelr face
firmly agalnst a resoclution. Hence +the much
publicised opening of new Jewish settlements in the
West Bank and the steady refusal +to negotlate with
the PLO. At some point something has got to glve
here producing elther turmoi | among the
Palestinians or the Israells rather than the
stabl ity Bush wants and needs,

At a global level the events In the Middle East
provide cruclal TInformation about the state of
capitalism. The extent to which the USSR has been
forced to abandon a world role was made very clear
Indeed. The strengths and weaknesses of +the
western bourgecisie were also demonstrated and the
contrast between the war that was fought and Global
War clearly shown. Te fight the war the US and its
allles used only Tts regular forces, though many
reservists were included too, The effect of this
was to practically denude the west of mllitary
force = and that just to take out a tin pot
dictator of & minor Mliddle East power, There was
great dlifflculty In getting enough supplies even to
conduct the war. Brlteln had,  for instance, to
seurry around the wortd to get erough equipment +o
fight 1t and had to go cap In hand to Belgium to
ensure they had encugh tank shells to feed their
Armoured Brigade. France had a hard job finding
enough troops even for thelr minuscule contribution
and the US had to scour the pianet to find enough
reservists to replace fhe regulars {t+ used. They
were even forced to use the Pakistanl army to
Gulf. States
As for the. 1035@5 in planes, missiles,

And this wasn't Wor!d War Three but,
In ‘essence, a g[orlfled pollce operaflon against a
recaiclfran? slave._- . :

 Impor+anf--'po1n? to : note.
Revolutionaries “have ‘posed -the 'alternative for
capitalism of War or Revolutlen in +this epoch.
Events over the past few years, In particular the
seeming collapse of the Eastern Bloc, have +hrown
this central eiement of revolutlionary theory into
question, He deal with this [Important question
elsewhere In this Tssue of the Bulletin but one
specific contentlon can be dealt with here. Some
have wondered whether the abfi!ity of the West to
fight the gqulf war has demonstrated +that +he
proleteriat have already been defeated $o0 as to
al low the bourgeoisie Yo flght. '

But the war which is the counterpoise to revolution
Isn't such as this war, ¥When we speak of the
bourgecisie belng able to go to war on the back of
the defeat of the proletarliat we are talking about
t+he enormous militarisation of the economy based
upen the defeat and pauperisation of the
protetarlat which the bourgecisie must achleve 1f
they =are to flight the opposing bloc In a global
confrentation for mastery of the world, not the
mobTlisation of merely standing forces for the
discliplining on a recalecltrant lackey. And this
too glives the key to +the general failure of the
western proleteriat to produce much of a response
to the war. : :

Though there were marches and demonstrations In
many countries, Jjust as with the Falklands, these
were drowned out by the ldeological facade of the
defence of small countrles agalnst eggression, the
need to defeat !it+le Hitlers, the need to defend

durlng the o



the ofllwells etc etc. At a direct level the war
failed to Impinge upon elther the economlc standling
of the proletariat or the
bourgeols ideology has over the working class. The
bourgeoisie was very fortunate that it could
conclude the war without Immediately effecting
efther of these. Conscription wasn't necessary,
extra taxation wasn't Immedlately apparent, nor
were there massive losses in manpower +o dent the
Ideological straltjacket. The War In the Gulf
didnt't turn out llike WW1 where the bourgeoisie too
went into [t with hopes of early victory which
turned sour and forced the transformation of +the
economjes of +he bellligerents, Had Saddam killed
thousands of allied troops and forced a long term
miiltary conflict the West would have had +o
directly sssault the living conditlons of workers,
spend more on, arms and serlously conslder how +o
mobliise part of I+s populetions for the war
effort. It was spared this scenarlo, The cost of

fdeologlcal hold
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the war of course, wont be escaped [lkewise. The
working class globally will stil| pay for the war,
increasingly so as the western economy contlnues
Its plunge Into recession, through higher taxatlon,
through the continued squeeze on the soclal wage,
through Jncreased unemployment caused by the lack
of funds to cover state Investment In Industry and
Infrastructure, Thus the abllity of the US and Tts
allles to fight and win the war with irag does not
In Itself give us any clerification on the valldity
of the alternative War or Revolution, Such
clarificatlon, explanation, Jjustification or
otherwise must be sought at an altogether higher
emplrical and theoretical level.

Only Greater Instibility

Beckons After The Gulf War,

The Communist Bulletin Group is eager to engage readers of the Bulletin
in political disussion about any of the issues and concerns dealt with

in our press.

If you want to question any of the pelitical positions

defended by the CBG or discuss any of the issues here You can contact us

at our NEW group address:

Box C.B.G.

52 CALL LANE
LEEDS L81 6DT

England.




In the Autumn of 1080 the Communist Bulletin Group held a Public meeting jointly with
the EFICC in London entitled The Eastern Bloc: The Middle East - Scene Shifting on the

Imperialist World Stage
Internationalist Perspective 148.

A report of the meeting appears in the Fraction's publication
Here we publish the CBG's presentation at the meeting

followed by an update on the discussions on the situation in the Eastern Bloc and the
implications for revolutionaries and the proletariat.

I+ 1s not my Intentfon In this presentation to
present a fully fleshed out answer to the meny
questions which the events of the past year or so,
particularty In the Russian Empire have ralsed. No
one who clalms to have all the answers to events
which ralse so many questions for the proletarian

mllieu can expect to be taken serlousiy, especlally

organisations whose track record of getting things
right ls as poor as some. However at the other
extreme surely I+ 1s now Impossible for anyone to
assert that nothing much 1s really happening, or
that even If something dramatic Is happening there
are questions whilch should not be asked as to do so
would call Into question understandings deemed
fundamental to our theoretical underpinnings. This
presentation witl attempt to outline the questions
which werld events +thls past couple of years
positively forces upon us, '

Since 1968 capltatism has been forced Into more and
more desperate measures to’ stave off economlc
recesslon and collapse. In the west the snormous
extension of credlt mechanisms In the Seventies,
lasted until the early 80s. Then came a policy of
retrenchment which turned the screws on the third
world, now deemed weaknesses rather than strengths,
forcing entire cantinents Into desperate
pauperisation, starvation and economlc mlsery,
Africa in particular was left to rot and, In
general flnance to support tottering reglmes was
cut to the bone while the Inexorehle march of
fiscal pressures forced them deaper snd deeper into
debt. ’

To a great extent this was successful for the Wast,
glven that the economic plight of the east was such
that I+ wes unable to move Into the gaps.. The
years of stagnatlon under Breznev, as they are now
called In Moscow, were a time when the Ills of
stallnist state capitalism, one arm of world
capitalism, not some allen aberrant growth on the
world economy, deepened to an extent hitherto
unknown.,

Externally the Russian bourgeolsle was forced to
reassess control of its emplre. The perlipheral
zones were the flirst to be abandoned as net wasters
of scarce resources, Only +hose which had a
nuisance value to the US were held onto, Cuba a&nd
Nicaragua Tn the Americas, Ethlopia In East Africa,
Vietnam in East Aslia. Support for such as
Mozambique, Angola etec collapsed and drove these
war shattered economlies to seek support from the
west, a west which was offering Its own possesslions
only the spectre of bankruptey unless investment
could Immedlately produce a profit

At the same time the US, under Reagan, dramatlicaily
upped t+he mll|ltary stakes, Intervening In
Afghanistan vla [+s ‘proxy Paklstan and surgling
ahead In the arms race. This merely exacerbated

the Russlan economlc disaster as the latter strove
to keep up untl| by the mlddle of the Elghtfes the
Soviet aconomy was on the verge of collapse. Even
the #ost “hldebound sectors of +he  Russlan
bourgeolsie were forced +o admlt that new pollcies
were needed +to stave off collapse. Most
fmportantly the KBG, the state organ most In touch
with reallty in the Russlan empire through I[ts
enormous network of Informers, but which had
hitherto been the orgen most reslstant to change,
now, percelving the extent of the crists, put I+s
enormous welght behind Gorbachov and his policles.

{see our text in BulletIn 12, "what |s Gorbachov Up
To In Russia?") ' B

MIKHAIL GORBACHEV . . . “Changing of tiws guard hiad 1o mes:

1

_The reasons thus for the pollclés of Perestrolka

and Glasnost are unmlstakable. The depth of +the
economlc crisis in the E Bloc Is s¢ profound the
ruling class 1s fpextricably caught betwzen a rock
and a hard place. Carrylng on In the old way had
becomea Tmpossible. The mllitary option - elther
t+otal global war almed at the destruction of the
Americen bloc, or & Ilimlted drive for physical
control of +he industrial heartlands of W Europe to
bring about a profound strengthening of the E Bloc
- was, temporarily, at least, ruled out as too
risky by them. Perestrolka was the only remalning
optlion. [ts purposes were:

- a restructuring of the sconomy.

- a drastic cutback In the pace of the arms race.




- a cheaper "political" method of controlling the
satel!ites,

= the hope of economlc aid from the wes+.

= an influx of superfor technology from the west,

In other words we are looking at something which Is
entirely famlitfar +o us when we observe the
bourgeoisie confronting economic crisis. |f they
cant respond by making thelr competitors pay for
the crlsls = elther by economle dominance of +the
market place, or naked mli{ltary victory on +the
battlefleld - the only cholce left is to confrent
their "Internal" enemies - 1) +helr own citlzens
(primarlly though not entirely, the working class -
2) their Imperlallst puppets.

Howaever 1In &mssessing +the success or fallure of
their pollcles I+ Is cruclal that we distinguish
between what they think they are dolng, what they
Intend, their reasons for doing what they are doing
and what has really happened as a resuit. The two
need not be the same and any assessment of +the
trajectory of the Russian Economy and political
emplre will be sadly at fault If I+ faits +o
realfse the feeblenesa of the Russian bourgeolsie's
grip on the events I+ triggered,

By this stage in the process [t Is clear that
Gorbachov'!s "gamble" Is faillng on a dramatic
scale. Alfthough perestrolka was CONSCIOUSLY
embarked upon I+ elmost Immediately unleashed
uncontrollable forces. Gorbachov grabbed a +iger
by the tall. The notlon that each step was foreseen
and planned up to and Including the breakup of the
Warsaw Pzct (as & plan to destabl)ise NATO) ‘ls
simply untenable, Desplte hils skill in extracting
what advantage he could at each stage - vis a vis
hls own position within the soviet rullng Class,
and In_ diplomatic relatfons wlth +he west -
Gorbachov had essentially lost control at a very
sarly stage. The end result has been on every
level a massive. retrest for the Sovlet bloc,
Perhaps the most profound. defeat possible outslde
of a defeat.In all out war. o S '

Defeat In the Ehplré

We can see the defeat most clearly preclsely In the
area where the .Implementation of perestrolka 1s
most advanced In the Empire, The Intention was to
cut the costs of emplire by (l)-Tha+¢herlang_fhe
economies of the satel)l+es In order -to transfaorm
them from an economic draln Into areas of profi+

and (11) change the nature of the Russlan hegemony

from -physlcal control dependant upon the hugely
expensive, gigantic armles of occupation to a more
western form depending on economlc end political
leverage plus the THREAT of the mi|!tary. Hungary
and Poland was the test bed and the successfyl
integration of . Solldarnosc - a
Instltutlon which could control the forces of clvl|
unrest, both In the working and professlonal
classes - Into the Potlsh ruling structure without
apparently threatening Russian control, was the
slgnal for Gorbachov to fmplement the Pollsh mode |
throughout +the satellites. (see our text In
BulletIn 34 "Poland and Hungary: Capitallsm's Way
Out In the Easin) :

However events did not follow the Polish modsl,
Whenever it became clear that Russia would not
milltarlly support the existing regimes, the entire
legltimacy of the ruling structures coliapsed and
along with them went Russian hegemony. Instead of
the emergence of political elements and
Institutions which could simuttanecusly undertake
the restructuring of the economles and the control
of the working and middle classes whilst remelning

- steam rollered aside by the West.

political

broadly under Russfan control, wlthin a single year
the Warsaw Pact was functionally KAPUT.

This was NOT the intentlon. This Is a profound
defeat for the Russian bourgeoisie. Short of their
milltary recapture thls process is Irreversible.
Whatever economic and political leverage remains to
Russia will inexorably we overwhe|med by the more
advanced and economlecally stronger West. That
after all was the polnt of the tron curtaln and the
standing armles of occupation, Clearly we're sti1!
at an early stage In the process, but we can ask
how fer the process of politicel, economlec and
mi|1tary Integration Into the wastern bloc will go.
The short answer is - as far as the West wants I+
to because Russla can only step |+ milltarlly,
Even if thet were to be attempted and +he West
acquiesced In {t what would bs the, polnt for
Russla? They've already declded +hat +he old vay
was untenable, how could they go back to I1t,
especlally In clrcumstances which are now much more
unfavourable than +hey were even a year ago? A
milTtary re-occupation of the satellites could only
make sense as a drive for all of Western Europe -
In other words for WW3,

What other sort of leverage Is left for Russiaf .
Economlc leverage, although not non—existent alven
the huge slze of the economy, will eventually be
Political
leverage? We should be clear +hat for +he Internal
polftics of the former satellites = the destruction
of Russfan hegemony I[s +total, The Communfs¥t

_Partles are totally dlscredited and destroyed.

Certalnly many of the same personnal, sven many of
the same Instltutlons Filled with +he same
personnel, stfll Iie at the heart off the rulfng
structures (eg the secret pollce etc.). After all
the state has not been overthrown In these
sateliites. But 1t has been transformed. The
political and economlc programme which defined I+
has disappeared, In particular they don't have any

credlble reasons for flghting for. alignment with
t+he E Bloc. . :

Therefore Integration Into the west I3 largeiy at
the bshest of the west. How far I+ goes depends to
& |srge extent on the economlic potentfal and
capacities, Does +t+he west have suffliclent
resources +o transform the east? ls there
sufficlent potential In this process to reverse or
8t leaat slow down the global economle ¢risis? Our
best answer seems to be that the potentlal (s
severely Iimited. The +hlrd worid has proven
Incapable of transformation, why should the E Bloe
be any different? The speclal circumstances of E
Germany might just make something dramatlc posslble
= but for the rest, IIttle anclaves of deveiopment
seams to. be the only hope =~ . g factory here,
Investment there, cash crops Instead of subslstence
farming, raw materlal exports ete. Wiil fthis
deepen the global crisis or give I+ a breathing
speca, The answer probably s - we don't know,
although wetre falrly certaln that 1+ cannot be the
basls for a new cycle of accumulation a. la post-war
reconstruction., When one locks at the sheer volume
of capitel whlch would be required to even make a
start at renewlng the Industrial Infrastructure of
evan one country, East Germany I+ Is difflcult to
Imagine that a Western economy, [tself on the brink
of recesslon, witl be able to fund such structural

changes wilthout any prospect of profit for a decade
at least,

Back In the USSR

The other area where we can clearly see the defeat
of the Russlan Emplire is Inside the USSR Itself,



Here despite extended and successful manoeuvring by
Gorbachov Inside the rullfng bloc over the past five
years, the process of Peorestrolke hasz hardly
started, There are two major reasons for +his,
The flirst 1s +he stete of the Party Itself,
Despite Gorbachov's bursaucretic successes over the
past five years the Party machine, (the state
machine) has proven enormously reslstant to change.
They simply wont glve up thelr power, thelr petty
empires and +the whole way of working whlieh I+
depends upon., The tensfons within the Party are so
acute that disintegration . seems very |lkely.
‘Whither Party hegemony then? Can the Party survive
In Russfa? Already the peripheral Republlcs are
busy ousting the Imposed governments from Moscow
for In addition to the difficultles of Implementing
the economic reforms, the departure of the
satell{tes has had a direct echo within the USSR
itself with natlonalist and ethnlc tenslons
reaching such & pltch that the retreat from the
Warsaw pact to the borders of the USSR looks [ikely
(possible) to continue to tha borders of Russia
itself, This process Is finding a direct poiltical
echo within the Party i+self with the Yeltsin wing
arguing dlrectly for +the acceleration to save
Russla the 'cost! of subsidising the baltic States
etc. How far can thls process be allowed to go
without threatening the rule of the CP?

And that leads to the second major reason for the
tardiness of perestrolka in the USSR. Absclute
fear of +the working class, The consequences of
confronting a working class already pauperised by
Westerni standards, with an almost unthinkable
deepening of +that pauperisation, wlthout +the
various. softening mechanisms that are provided In
the West by surplus fat and a greater
sophistication on the part of the rulling class (Tys
etc,) has been almost terminally daunting. Asking
the party elltes In the satellltes to do I+ Is one
thing, but tacklling I+ themseives In the motharland
was somethling else altogether. For one thing the
abillty *to cobble together Institutions |1lke
Solfdernosc, and graft them onto the State machlne
Is much less In Russia. Apart from anything else
the lessons of +he past year are stark. Any
attempt to dilute or dlsguise party rule Is Ilkely
to lead very qulckly to the demlse of the Party,

Obviously the virtual collapse of the Russlan
Empire has had an enormous [mpact upon the balance
of force between the blocs, as well as relsing both
strategic pollitical and theoreticai questions for
the proletarian milleu. The virtual abandonment of
the world stage by the Russlian bourgecisie and In
particular from the third world has allowed the US
to ‘attempt to exert T+s hegemony unimpeded by any
riposte from Russla or by any threst from those
regimes on the margins between the blocs. Though
they may not have all been In accordance with the
US schedule T+ Is NO ACCIDENT that the three aress
where the reesssembly of US hegemony is farthest
advenced and where its has been most eager to play
‘up front' have been Nlicaregua and the Camrlbbean,
the Indlan sub continent and the Gulf +hree key
areas where In the past the USSR has had a key
presence and where states have been able to utlllse
thelr position to osclilate between the blocs,
vying for favours from both. '

In the flrst the loss of Russian filnanclal and
economlc backup to the Sandanfsta regime a&nd US
pressure led swiftly to complete economic collapse
and an electlon glving the result Bush wanted., |In
Indla and Iraq we see two players who for years,
due to thelir size, locatlon and resources, while
unable to play an Independent role, have been able
to offer themseives |lke a common whore to whoever

of the blocs was able to pay most, With one
customer gone the other, |lke any pimp, has been
eble to come the hard man and coerce compliance.
Thus we see Pakistants army, having disposed of +he
nulsance of Bhutto, belng used as enforcer an the
polltical swamp that Is +he Indlan political scene,
turning up the heat over Kashmir, dolng US bldding
Just as |t dld In Afghanlstan.

Iraq Strikes Out

In Iraq, at the very limit of the US locus of power
In the Middle East we see a bourgeolse who, because
of the volatile, yvet vital to the US, situation
thera hes been able to play an oscillating raole,
Support from Russia, offers to take on the Shah's
role agafnst iran etc., Now after years of war wlth
a crippled economy and huge debts there was no
Russia to turn to In order to force the US to help.
With no need, as I+ saw I+, to ball out Saddam
Husséln, whatever hlis sacriflces In America's
contest with Iran, the American bourgeoisie, I+self
facing economic probklems unprecedented for over a
decade left him to rot. For all its sacrlflces In
the Gulf War Iraq had ended up In a far worse
sTtuation that 1t had been In before the war.
However Iraq stlll had an army. And so !+ struck
ocut. While thls may or may not have been a
surprise to the US *his was [mmedfatsly selzed upon
by Bush as a golden opportunity to openly tmpose US
hegemony In the new, pos+ Cold War, world.

Questlons

The events of the past few years have been more
signiflcant that any that have  occurred in our
I1fetimes. These events have prasented us wlth a
whole range of different questions which we must
attempt to answer If we are to make sense of the
futurs for ourselves and our class, questions which
must be seriously epproached., The avents of the
past three or so years are unparalleled In our
personal experlence and we must accept *that real
questions which we must serlously address
collectlvely as a mllleu now stare us in the face.
We cen neither allow ourselves the luxury of
Thinking we know all the answers and that the
Instantaneous production of an elsbeorate new world
vision Ts already completed or that nothing much
has really happened so that many of the guestlons
now belng posed do not need to be addressed at all.



At the rlsk of repeating some of what | have
afready said in the presentatlon here are some of
the questlons we must address.

First there are questions about the Gulf., However
we regard the abiilties of the US in the "post cold
war era" will the US take +hls opportunity of
demonstrating [ts new percelvad global hegemony by
whipping lIraq inte 1lne, by force If necessary,
For me 1t seems unllkely that af] that hardware and
manpower has, with Infini+e patience and expense,
been lifted to the Gulf just *o come home agaln a
few months later . having accomplTshed nothing -
unused. Whatever the political consequences of war
for Bush the consequences of such a miserable
fallure would be even greater. For me therafore
the guestions is not whether war but when, and with
what effects In the MIddle east and beyond gfven

the possibillty of nuclear and chemlcal warfare on
a grand scale,

There are the questions about Russia's former
emplre In Eastern Europe. Flirst of all can these
economles survive? As we've sald above thelr
tntegration into the west which is what they want
will only proceed as and when the west wants [+ to.
But It appears extremely unllkely that this can
proceed In any determined fashlon. Qulite simply
the costs would be staggering. Even East Germany
is golng to be a nightmare for West Germany to
aval low, Certalnly there wlll be :private
Investment where » proflt can be turned, & pepper
potting of Industrial and commerclal ‘tnvolvements
all over the east but +to transform an
infrastructure qulte Ilterally decades out of date
and erumbling Is going to take the kind of capltal
Investment +het not even the West, and a West
faclng the prospect of recesslon [Itself, can
afford. The East German telephone network alone s
reported as needing E£80 BILLION +o upgrade it+. No
private Investors, no statse, can afford that scale
of expenditure wlthout some level of return that
doesn't demand walting a decade or two.

It has been argued that there are exlsting economic
Iinks with Russla which will remaln, Wel |
certainly there are exl!sting econemic |lnks, bu+
for how much longer? Recently the Czech government
asked the EEC +o tend £53milllon to Russia so that
Gorhachov could buy the Czech washing machines etc
that they couldn't sell to the West since they were
out of date etc, Thls, they argued, would &llow
the Czechs to get the money they so badly need +o
upgrade these Industries so that they would be able
to then sell the ssme types of machlnery In +he
west. Russian has nothing to buy with and in any
case has enough problems at home. The countries of
Eastern Europe want only to gear themselves up to
joln the west. The only way Russia could regain
Its emplire there would be by mllltary might and [+
was precisely the uselessness of that +type of

control which began the whole process of
perestrolka In the first place. To send back the
troops now would not merely be a +remendous

admisslon of fallure, [+ would at best reproduce
the tntolerable sltuation Gorbachov sought to
escape from in the flrst place. At worst 1+ would
unleash a pandorats box of confllet and war.

There are questions we must ask about Russia,

1. Can perestrolka be mades to work? If we can see
that 1t hasn't even bean attempted thus far I+ Is
difffcult to see how any planned programme can be
sttempted in & situation which Just gets worse and
worse with the potential for even greater social
dislocatlen 1f Tt Is.
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2. It has been argued that rather than valting for
the domestle situation +o clear before 'moving to
the market! Gorbachov Is waiting for westarn
capital and technology, usfng Eastern Europe as a
bargalining chip with the prospect of some form of
alllance with hls western backers esp, Germany.
But gliven the kind of resources Germany wlll have
to shel! out to sustaln East Germany Its difflcul¥
to see when the scale of flinance he needs will ever
be avallable. And the longer 1+ takes the worse
his domestlic sltuation gets.

3. Thls brings us to the real question. Wil +he
col |lapse of the emplre stop at the borders of the
USSR.  WIII Russla survive at all and If so as
what? The natlonallties are already revolting
though the extent +o whleh they can ape Eastern
Europe Iz debatable, More Importantly whether
perestroika 1s asttempted or not the economlc
sltuatlion In Russia continues teo deteriorate at =
frightening pace. Even wlthin the bourgeoisie
there are .large sectors whose power will disappear
1f changes are made and who as yet fall fo reallse
the same wifl happen, but more catastrophicatly, If
nothing Ts done. They constitute, withln the heart
of the rullng class, a mass who would have to be
eliminated. In such a situation whers .the
bourgeofsle Itself seems divided can the CPSU
survive es a state bourgeoisie? Certalnly +o some
extent the competition and rlvatry between sections
of the bourgeolsie at a polltical level are fronts
designed to test out political strategles and
Gorbachov has a history of el lowing opponents +o
-ralse their heads above the parapets so as to make
It easier to chop them off, but recent events In
the heart of Russia Itself would appear to be
leading to not merely economic disintegration but
political dlsintegration too.

There sre Global questiaons.

Starkly we have to ask whether what we have seen |s
the US winning World War Three wlthout flghting the
Russians? Further, can 1+, on the strength of this
victory (1f that Is what it 1s) siow down the world
recession I+ Is entering, reorganlse the world In
hegemonic fashlon and 'save! cepltalism for a while
longer. The Gulf seems to have been one of the
first attempts to reshape +the worid but +he
difficultles economically end pollttcally, at home
and abread, that Bush Is having would seem +o
suggest that the disappearance from the worid stage
of the Russlan bloc hasn't ellminated all the
structural problems the US faces. '

What then is left of the two blec system? Is
Russia being reduced to just another player, and an
economically bankrupt one at +that. Will one oF
more rivals emerge from a real lgnment of alllances
elther in the Pacific and/or In Europe? What then
are the prospects for World war Threa? |+ seems
pervarse to argue that what we are experlencing Is
merely a sharpening up process by Russla for WW3,
There T8 no question that +he bourgeoisle
themselves believe that WW3 1s not on the agenda.
The dimlnution of inter imperfallst tenslons
between the blocs Is genuine, Arms cuts are taking
place. If a future global war betwean +he blocs 1s
to take place [ts contours are certalnly not yet
clear. Fundamentally the possiblility of new blocs
emerging or of the US oxtendIng Its hegemony over
.the world depends on I+s abllity to do so. Glven
the march to recessfon has i+ the time and
resources to attempt +his and +o succeed? Have the
potential members of any new bloc the same? If the
US were to see some part of [ts empire threaten to
break with them and, possibly In conJunction with



Russfa form an opponent would the US just si+ back
and let I+ happen. Surely |t would move to prevent
+his. What better time than before the new bloc
forms to nip It In the bud. On the other hand the
demise of Russlan hegemony has lald the basls for
polltical and aconomlec chaos of such depth that a
perlod of smaliler scale c¢onflagrations Ilooks
emlnently possible with nationalism, ethnic
violence, rellglous forces, both wlthin states and
between states, having the potential to spark Into
mllitary confrontation., |In E Europe In particular
there Is a real possiblillfy of such confrontation
spllling over Into the West, '

There are questfons about Class potentlal both In
the East Tn the wake of the collapse and In the

Yest. Clearly the impending pauperisation and
decay of soclal and polltical institutions In the
east Is llkely to mobltise the proletarlat Into

some form of setlvity, On the other hand +he
barrters hindering the class from moving onto Its

own- terrain are formidable. Ethnic forces,
natlonalism =and domestle mystiflcations are
probably more powerful +than ever. Democratic

mystiflcations ere rife even to the extent that
Thatcherlite Britaln [s seen as some form of
perfection. This i1ast may be unllikely to last long
since thelr bankruptcy wlill be exposed wherever
they come to power and implement the pollcies they
are based upon. However the other elements are
likely to be much more destructive to class
consclousness. Most significantly for assessing
potentialities for the class the complete lack of a
ravelutlonary - presencs, of a revolutionary
tradition or awareness must welgh very heavity on
the proletarlat and make the prospects for +the
future at best -uncliear. - Certainly mass class
upheavats, huge levels of mllitancy are possible
but the lack of eny awareness of a revolutionary
alternative 1s Ifkely +o be cruclat. Revolutlonary
consciousness and eaction do not spring from
mll1tancy alone no matter how deep and wldespread.
A growth and development of consclousness and of
revolutlonary fractlons ls essential. This cannot
happen overnight. "

Most fundamentally there are questlions about the
theoretical analyses which have underpinned the
understanding of +the revolutionary milleu of
capitallsm In I+s decadent perlod.

War or Revolution? If we have seen one hloc
collapse without a war and the threat of war
between the blocs postponed at least for a +ime
does this mean that the development of capltallsm
In decadence and the collapse of a bloc actually
prevents war breaking out? How do we now assess
the possibliitlies, the opportunities for caplitallst
states after such events? What has the fact that
one of the two blocs dominating the world has
col lapsed done to our sssessment of the future of
capltalism? Soclalism or barbarism? Or +the
collapse of a bloc and the reconstitution of blocs
or the world wide hegemony of one bloc?  What has
the collapse of Russia done to the possibllitles of
capltalist reconstruction. Can the ‘'peace
dlvidend' allow the US o stave off coliapse or are
we soefng a US bloc on the same tramilnes &s +he
Russian but a few yeers only behind on the journsy
to collapse? Essentlal |y what s +he future now
for the capitalist class and the proletariat and o
vhat extent do we heve +to re-examine our
theoretical bases In the Ilight of what has
happened. We cannot stfck our heads In the sand,
as | sald earller, pretending +hat nothing has
fundamental |y chenged, WNor can we throw everything
out the window In exchange for completely new
analyses without explaining why what we have
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abandoned has been abandoned and why what we have
now asserted stands up to scrutiny. At one end +o
say that nothing fundamental has happened, Russla
is merely reorganising tn order to returp to the
world stage stronger than ever seams +o deny a
reality that Is staring us In the face. At +he
other the blzarre notlon that, as one wrliter has
put [t, "sex and drugs and rock and roll" have
finally doomed the worid do not seem to be based on
any ratlonal anatysis based upon marxlism, more on
the fertlle Imaginings of senile dementla. ‘

A Prelinlnary Attempt at Assessing V¥hat Has
Flappenad .

We are faced with +the paradox that what has
occurred has, In & very real sense, been a
culmination of two trends/sltuations that many of
us In the mliileu have been attempting to grapple
with for over a decade, On the one hand, =ome of
us within the mllleu have, since the Seventles,
been arguing that one of the contradictions which
face 2z capitalist world order faced with crisls,
with the col lapse of profltablility, Is that, as I+s
situation gets worse I+ needs Incressingly to gear
itself up for I+s solutlon to the crisls, global
war, the mllitarisation and pauperisatlion of labour
etc. Of course thls doesn't mean 1+ cannot start a
war tomorrow but Global MWorld war fsn't any old
war, |+ necessltates the complete transformation of
soclety, [t+s militarlsation =o +hat the entire
state 1s oarganised for production to sustain the
war, Though It cen carry out the preliminary
stages of such preparation, the development of
technologles necessary etc +thls reorganisation
cannot be accomplished without the pauperisation
and mlilitarisation of the proletarlat. This can
only be achieved by the defeat of the proletarlat
on a polltical and ldeologlcal level by means of,
In effect, a fronta! attack on +helr llving
standards, organisation etc. I+ must carry out
this atteck successfully before economic col lapse
renders 1+ Impotent, However the bourgecisie faces
the contradictlon that Its abllity to confront the
class In Increasingly compromised by +the very
decline In economlc etc., situatlon whilch
necessitetes the attack In the first place. A
declining economlc, polltical and military strength
tend to fatally weaken the stete as 1+ needs
greater and greater surpluses +o spend on mlll+ary
preparatlons, greater polltical control +o mobllise
its slaves both at home and In T+s emplre, and
greater mlilitary might wlth which to fight the
opposing bloc with any chence of winning.

The collapse of the Russian Empire Is In many ways
a  stark vindlcation of +his  assessment.
Economically bankrupt the Russien Emplre has seen
Its militery machine starve for lsck of caplital,
Its empirs disintegrate as I+ became more and more
unable to afford to dominate I+ either economically
or mllitarily. At home I+ has seen its grip on the
populace wezken substantially In +he face of
shortages to the extent that [ts attempts to
mobiIIse for defence, if it were necessary, would
be B catastrophic fallure end 1ts attempts at
economic reform have faltered in the face of the
threat of class actlon, :

Cn the other hend the CBG, amengst others, have
written at length In the past decade about +the
historleally unprecedented sltuatfon both the
worklng class and tts communist fractions find
themselves [n, Cut off In a historlcally
unprecedented manner from from thelr own history
and from each other with Ilttle If any tradition of
conscious c¢lass struggle not encompassed by
bourgeols forces and contrelled by bouraeols
organlsations +he working class Is unesble %o



respond in any other than & defensive manner +o
attacks by the bourgecisle. It ls, as yet, due o
the lack of any tradition in Ilving memory, to pose
any posltive slternative to a soclety whlch Is
vistbly crumbling around 1+, When we look at the
proletarlat of Eastern Europe and especially that
of Russla we can very plalnly see the +ruth of
this.

wWhat we have In effect seen +herefore In +he
collapse of +the Russlan Bloc has been the
verlflcation of both these analyses. What we

failed to do was to realise the effect of each on
the other and both on +the trajectory of decadent
capltallsm in crisls. LookIng at Russla now we see
a bourgeolsle unsble now to Implement I+s historie
solution +o the crisis (whatever options wers or
were not available pre-t988) AND unable In any
positive actlve manner to agree on attackling the
working cless to save itself, a bourgeoistie
terrifled of the potentiality of class response to
any polley +hat would lead +o further Immiseration.
But at the same tIme the optlon of "dolng nothing?!
does not stop the march to destruction. Dolng
nothing will not step the collapse. The very fact
of economle collapse, developing under [+s own
steam, |2 even now pauperising the proletariat and
leading Irrevocably to a situation where. the
potentlality for a class response can concretise,
Whether the Russian bourgeoisie Implements 1{+s
plans or not matters not one whit anymore. Both
wlilf have the same result, an attack on the I1ving
standards of +the proletariat in  Russla, a
proletariet which has yet to demonstrate the extent
of It+s combativity. The proletarlat In Russia have
certainly not been defeated, whatever the sltuation
of their brothers In Eastern Europe and 1t }s this
fact which, as | have sald, hes been +the major
reason for the Russlan bourgeolsie's unwllljingness
to attack them frontally, Each hesitant approach
to the market has seen Russisn workers threaten =
response and the bourgeolsle has paused while I+
had second thoughts. But durlng these delays the
terminal crlsis hasn't stopped, It has deepened
Immeasurably,
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Further it Is wrong to Imagine +hat because the
proletariat [s sundered from Its minoritles and Its
own hlstory I+ is atready defeated. I+ has not
been defeated because It has not yet been attacked.
It has not yet demonstrated whether I+s historlc
solutfon (revolution) Is on the agenda or not+ for
In the heartlands of the world empires, both East
and West 1t has not yet been engaged in combat - a
combat which bourgeolsfe flrst In Russla and then
alsewhere must start 1f +hey are +o survive, and
which still has the potentiafity, desplite all the
dangers, to lead to the development of
revolutionary consclousness. Certalnly. +he
prognosis for workers iIn the sectarlan and
nationalist bastlons of Eastern Europe, especially
fn the balkans Isn't good - but In +hat things are
I1ttle different from the perfod of the last
revolutionary wave. The proletariat of Russla has
yet to enter the stage of struggle against =&
bourgecisle of & collapsing economy forced to
attack them. And of course we are not speaking
soley of Russfa, The sfituatlon In Russfa Isn't
some Isoleted océurrence, pecullar to Stalinfsm, or
to the State Capltalist bloc, but a manlfestation
of & World Recesslon, a World Crisis. Just as In
the last revolutionary wave 1+ was the weakest who
went to the walt flrst, so too I+ has been +his
time around. But 1t wont stop there. The West
faces sssentially the same crisis, Its turn is due

= all the Indlcators are there that they too face
the abyss.

In such clrcumstances 1+ Is vita: ruas S Iy ey
.as a whole faces up to these [ssues and engages in
the process of clariflcation for us all and for our
class so that when the next phase comes we are
ready. For our part we In the CBG seek to engage
In the process of discussion and clarlflcatlion
which [s urgently needed. We would extend an
Invitation to everyone else In the milleu +o take
part with us. -

Ingram

The C.B.G. has a considerable amount of material on the German Communisgt

Workers Party (K.A.P.D.) already translated into English.

Reports from

delegates to the Comintern Congresses, interventions there, Public
responses to Comintern Open letters and pamphlets issues by the K.A.P.D.

as well as pamphlets by Gorter and Pannekoek.

In eddition we are at

present having translated the transcript of the First Congess of the
K.A.P.D. and have copies, in German for the moment only, of the

transcripts of two further Congresses.

published in the Bulletin.

Some of this we have already

This isgsue we have published Reichenbach's

History of the K.A.P.D. and we would hope to publish more in our Blast

From the Past Spot.

expensive enterprise.

However such is the size of most of the material
that it will not be posgible to publish it within the Bulletin.
we would like to publish this material separately.

Ideally
This would be an

If you would like to support thie possibility and

could aid it financially contact us at the group address:

Box CBG
52 Call Lane
LEEDS LS1 &DT
England,
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We- used our presentation In London fast year to ask
questlons, questions about the unprecedented avents
which have occurred, especlally In the former
Russian Emplre, these past few years, and questlons
of theory which these events have thrown up. As
revolutlonaries we seek to understand the dynamlic
that underliies the evolution of capl+allst soclety
and to trace that dynamle to the destructlion of the
capltalist system itself, Less than a year has
passed since that presentatlon, yet the situstion
In the east has not stopped evolving, has not
ceased to develop In ways which, 1n our opinfon are
unprecedented within our |lfetImes. We must seek
to discover whether that continued development has
answered any of the questions we advanced last
year, or whether events have despened our

understanding of +these events or our tentative
analyses,

First of all we asked questions about the sltuation
in the states of the former Warsew Pact, Have +hey
Indeed been able to make thelr deslired move to the
West now that they have emerged from under +he
donination of Russia? Have thay managed to get the
western funding they so desperately need +o
revitatlse thelr devastated economies so that they
can enter the market economy of Western Europe? Or
1f they have not yet done so, do events glve us any
Idea of whether they look [lkely to? well, i+
certalnly doesn't look like I+ at this juncture,

The D.D.R.

The state wlth the best chance of attaining
solvency as part of the West was East Germany, the
former DDR. It had the largest and most advanced
technlcal and industrlal base of all the satellftes
to start with. [t has now been poll+ically |fnked
with West Germany, the Industrisl powerhouse of
western Europe and therefore In terms of fInancial
potentlal I+ stands as the best candidate for
economic fntegratfon into the west. However [f we
look at the situstion of the former DDR at present
we see unmitlgated dlsaster. The [ndustrial base
tles idle, unable to compete with the superfor
technology of the west. Even In those sectors
where there was a substantlal trade with the west
In the past thls has been revealed as the result of
labour intensive activity which cannot be funded In
the new sTtuation. These Industrles have col lapsed
throwing hundreds of +thousands out of work.
Unemployment is In excess of 40% (and +hls iIn a
soclety where both sexes habltually work and most
people are formally workers) and |lkely, we are
told to rise to 60% or more.

Throughout +he spring we have seen massive
demonstratlions In many of the clties of the East In
stark contrast to the delight at re-unlfication
last vyear. Even the flinanclal glant of West
Germany Is visibly reeiing under the flinanclal cost
of Just sustalning the east, let alone the
potentially horrendous cost of Integrating I+ with
the west and re-flinancing I1+s economy. Even the
most optimistic West German pollticlan Is frankly
horrifled at. the costs of a solutlon. The mass

rallles of discontent of earller this year seem now

to have glven way to a wave of polltical discontent
In both east and west, Ossles and Wessles, In part
at the effects of the legal transformation (with

Wessles reclaiming land thelr parents owned In the
East bafore 1945) and In response to the enormous
discrepancles between the two parts of the now
unTted Germany, dlvergences whlch seem set to wlden
rather than nerrow. And we must remember that
Germany Is overwhelmingly populated by Germans
alone and Is in the best economic sltuation +o deal
with the costs of regenereting an entlire economy .

If then the siltuation loocks so dire for Germany
what of the other economles of +the east? The
Polish economy seems +o6 bse In a desperate
situation, reduced to allowing tourlsts to fly Migs
for $300 In order to generate western currency. In
many reglons barter would appear o have bacome the
norm ohce more. In most of these states
fncreasingly frantic efforts have been made +to
persuade Russia to release Tts dwindling stock of
western currency to buy their manufactured goods
but without even thls subsldised market, and wlth
I1ttle 1f any Internal market, the manufacturing
sectors of the econcmles of eastern surope have all
but collapsed. This co!lapse has been dramatlic and
there are absclutely no slgns at all that the west
Is golng plek up the +tab for changing that
sltuation. Western Involvement seems to be
restricted to a few token efforts pepperpotted here

and there and the badge englneering that nowadays
counts as Investment,

The social effects of this contlnued deterloration
have been enormous. The peasants have, not
unnatural ly, begun hoarding agafn, only selllng at
prices waell above what most can afford to pay and
falllng back Into subslstence farming when they can
find no buyers for thelr goods. There have been
wave after wave of strikes agalnst the Increasing
pauperlsation, from +the Albanlan miners who
recently went on hunger strike to the coal and
steel workers who told Walesa +o his face +hat he
was no better than those he had succeeded. More of
the same Is bound to happen.

The Polson of Natlonallsm.

However what has been seen more than anything else
Is the effect of natlonallstlc hatred. Even In
countries where there are no slzable minorltles we
have seen Instances of natlonallist polison, The
rise of neo-nazl groups In Germany blaming (well
who knows who?) for the ills they are suffering
have been vividly shown on our television screens
this past month or so. In Poland the rlse of an+i
semitism (and this In a country where there are
only a handful of Jews left after the Holocaust),
in even the election campaign has been astonishing,
Walesa's malin attack on his principal rival was the

Implied one that he was Jewish!? (le. not a real
PO'E)-

Elsewhere, of course, where natlonalitles tive
cheek by jow! with one another the fervour of
sectarian vileciousness has been all +too often
crystal clear. Rumanlans bleming Hungarlans for
the state of the economy, Slovaks blaming Czechs
blamlng Germans. The best (or worst), certalnly:
the clearest, example has been +the virtual
disintegration of Yugoslavia, tn the south
Albanlans in Kossovo flght [t out with the Serbs,
who are now deadly enemles of the Croats and



Slovenes, All sldes seek 2 solution to thelr
preblems 1n the committing of brutal atroclties
against one another and a pure homeland fllled only
with thelr own ethnle brothers, Cortalnly
bourgeols politiclans are taking advantage of such
strife to dlvide and confuse the proletarlat, to
divert+ them away from any reallsatlon +hat all
bourgeois avenues for resolving the crisls are
blocked, but at the edges It seems +hat +he
bourgeolsle have, to some extent, lost control of
the situation altogether. No one In the rullng
class wants the state to collapse In a welter of
competing natfonalitles slaughtering each other,
though some elements of the bourgeolsle clearly see
it as the only means by whlch they can rise to
power, At best they seek to rlde this whirlwind
which Increasingly threatens to bresk out Into open
warfare, Indeed they are using this threat to
caJole the west Into glving them what they need,
usfing the fear of 1t all spllling over Into +he
west as a bargaining tool., Thus far, however, the
west!'s natural reluctance to fund restructuring is
only relnforced by tha prospect of complete
collapse and the loss of whatever they may have
already Invested. We see here a spiral whieh 1+ Is
Impossible to see any way out of for the
bourgeolsie of the ecast save a bloodbath "to
restore control”, Hardly the best basis upon which
to reorganlse +he economy,

And Tn Russia

But I the sl+uation in Eastern Europe s grave and
deterforating, 1t is more serlously In diffijcul+les
In Russla ltself. As we sald In our presentation
last year merely to stand still and do nothing does
not prevent the actual slitustlon getting worse.
Not pushing Perestrofks through merely means +hat
any renswed attempt to do so, later, when flinance
might be available, wll| have to start from a much
worse position. The move to the market, +the
vitally needed restructurlng of and relnvestment In
the economy stlll hes not even begun +o be
implemented. The past year has seen absolutely no
advance whatscever., Gorbachov's much bruited plea
for $250 BILLION over five years from the G7 fell
upon absolute|y deaf ears and brought forth t+he
offer of a few million from Bush so as to allow
Russia to buy wheat from US farmers to stave off
famlne. The Iikellhood that the 67 are golng to
come up wlth the kind of money Gorbachov says he
neads are non-existent. America Is now the worlds!
largest debtor. The US needs help 1tself even now
to bail out the savings and loan banks and wlll
need aven.more If it Is to try +o fulfll Il+s role
as World pollceman.

On the edges of the emplire, the Baltlc states may
have pulled In their horns & Iittle when they
reallsed that the west wasn't going to ball +hem
out and that muscles were belng flexed In +the
Kremlin, In the south +he Georgian bourgecisle too
are playlng T+ .cautiously. The Armenians and
Azerls continue to massacre each other and thus
cancel each other out as a force for change but In
the Russlan heartlands the sltuation Is now locking
catastrophic.

At the level of production the decllne continues,
Though we are teld the hervest was very good last
Autumn there contlnue to be severe shortages, But
1+ s at the political level that the sttustion s
changing drematically. By mid 1990 Gorbachov had
created for himself = poslition belancing the old
spparatchlks of the CPSU, those he hadn't managed
to oust already, with the radlcal wing of the Party
typifled by Sheverdnadze and even Ryzkov wlth
Yeltsin pteying a lone role out on polnt, With one
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" hand he threatened +he forces within end wlithout

the Party seeking rapld movement towards the market
with the return of the apparat 1f they moved +oo
qulekly or threatenad hls rule, With the other he
threatened the Old Guard, formallsed +o some extent
round. 'Soyuz', with unbrldied radlicallsm 1f they
threatened him. This past year ssw dramatic shlfts
In the balance of power Inside the Party. The
depth of the erisis and +the anormous rlse In
working class discontent demonstrated In the wave
of strikes In almost all the fndustrial and mining
heartlands was concelved as so threatening to +he
continued power of the Nomenclatura thet, wlthin
the Party, +this middie ground, occupied by

Gorbachov and his allles, was practlcally. wiped
out,

The old guard, Increasingly backed by the
neanderthals of the military, forced Gorbachov to
toe thelr line, Ryzkov had s convenlent heart
condltion, Sheverdnadze made hls amazing speech and
reslgned and Gorbachov looked a captive of ‘Soyuz?',
The belance between the wings of the party which
had been a crucial element In staving off soclal
discontent dlsappeared. But this did not lead to
the vlctory of such as 'Soyuz', The ldeclogical
transformation taking place In Russia t+oday has
already gone too far to be halted by declslon of
the Kremlln. All that happened was t+hat the debate
and the confllct moved from being withln the Party
to belng between +the party and +the radical
bourgecls forces outwlth 1+, The recent
Presidentlal victory of Yeltsin snd the call by
Sheverdnadze for the formatlon of a new party are

“all signs that the polltical confllct within the

bourgeolsie In Russia Is maturing speedily, But [+
Is only able to do so on the backs of & proletarlat
wvho are, as yet, unable and unwilling to put thelr
own class demands forward. Though there have been
masslve strlkes the preponderance of bourgeo|s
Idealoglecal slogans In +hem represents & severe
handicap for- the Russlan proletariat. - They
continue to be dragooned. behind radical bourgeols
fractions extelling the market, the turn +o private
enterprise etc, etc. WIith conceptions of communism
erased by seventy years of Stalinlst counter
revolutlon and whet seems to be +he consumerlst
mlracle of Western Europe constantly paraded before
them and with, so far as we coen tell, no
revolutionery fractlons avallable to present a
proletariet alternative, the worklng class of
Russla have major problems In front of them If they
are to sweep away the welght of bourgeols Ideology
and take hold of thelr own class demands and
actlions. The prospect of +the continued
deterioration of the economic and political
situation In Russla and the contfnued fallure of
the Russian bourgeoisle to confront the prolstarlat

contlnues to argue for major class confrontations
In the neer future there.

The Global Level

At & global level the victory of the US In the Gulf
Wer (assessed elsewhere fn +hls tssus) and t+he
utter [nabllity of Russia to have any lmpact In the
Middle East sltuatlon confirms +he effectlive
vietory of the US. But this Is not a defest In the
sense that the occupation of Germany after World
War Two was a defeat, meaning the occupatlion of the
defeated enemy and the takIng hold of and contral
of Its economy. Russia hae not been occupied, nor
even has Eastern Europe so In that sense, and
desplte the fatuous comparlzons such as the ICC
have drewn, the situations are In no way
comperable. But we have to accept that the balence
between two blocs that lay at the basis of the
revolutlonary milfeu's assassment of Capltallsm
since WW2 has fundamentally changed. These changes



have, fIn thelr +urn, potentially fundamental
impl [cations for our theoretical underpinnings,

In particular the whole concept of the alternatives
In decadent Capltalism must be looked st anew.
Even 1f we dlscard the panlc assessments which have
led even some long tIime milltants +o abandon
political activity altogether in despalir,
questloning whether the proletariat is really a
revolutionary cless anymore, whether capltallsm can
survive and rebulid ftself ete. efte., the milieu
stil! hes major questions to address.

¥ar or Revolutlon

One of these questlions, if not the meln question,
which the events 1In Russfa in particular has
brought to the fore Is the questlon of war or
revolution. Revclutionarles have argued that In
[ts attempts to escape from I+s historle crisis
Capitallsm has but two optfons Global War or the
outbreak of proletarian revolutlon. Thus the
bourgecls and proletarlan solutfons to the crisis
stand In oppositlon to one another, belng
alternative results of the same process. Now this
is shorthand for a more elaborate analysis really,

For groups Ilke the ICC who base thelr
understanding of the crlsis upon a Luxemburgist
analysis, war has been on the Immediate agenda
since possibly 1968 when the postwar reconstruction
ended, Al'l that has prevented global war breaking
out has been the undefeated proletariat. However
for those of us. who base our analysis of the
economlc substructure of decadent capltallism upon
Grossman  and Mattick this Is - Incorrect,
Essentlially 1+ Is agreed that as the capltalist
crisis deepens eventually the bourgeoisie will
reallse that It must moblilise and milltarise In
order to wage world war ageinst the opposing bloc.
This necessitates an assault upon the proletarlat
to pollticaltly defeat I+ so that [+ can be
pauperised and mllitarised so as to allow the war
to be funded and waged. 1f this assault |s
successful war +then c¢an be lsunched. 1f
unsuccessful then the . attack produces s flghting
response from the proletariat which lays the basis
for a transformation of the defensive struggle of
the workers into én.offensive revolutionary one,

Un!lke the Luxemburglst+s however, we do not belleve
that this has been or the agenda since 1968,
Before the point of needing +o engage In this life
or death struggle ths bourgeclsle has trled,
largely successfully, varlous other options since
the late Sixtles such as the Credlt mechanlsm,
selective abandonment of support for whole regions
of the worid etc which have, along with attacks on
the worklng class, enabled them to recuperate to
some extent. Of course.such recuperation has been
on the basis that the next round of economlc
difficulty Ts at » higher level than the one before
and needs an even greater response, Part of *this
has been attacks upon tha 1lving standards of
workers, attempting +o reduce what they would call
the surplus fat avallable but not yet a desperate
attempt to pauperise them in preparation for WW3.
This would not be attempted untl! =all other
temporary solutions had been tried.

If we now look at the experience of Russia we can
gsea that when Gorbachov took power there wes a reatl
debate going on wi+hin +the Russlan bourgecisle
about how to get out of the economic mess they were
In. I+ goes without saylng that such 1Is the
weakness of the Russlan bloc that many of the qulte
sophlsticated technliques and policies avallable +o
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the West were just not avaflable +to +hem,.
Similarly such is the existing pauperisation of the
Russian tand E European) proletariat that there fis
[1++le 1 any fat there to chop off. We know from
Sheverdnadze's recent revelations that t+he policy
of Perestrolka was not the only one discussed. We
all know that by that +tIme support for the otd.
Breznevian pollcy of 'do nothing', 'more
discipline! etc. had all but dlsappeared within the
Russian ruling class but It Is now clear that at
least some sections of It discussed the possibllity
of & [imited war. Thls wasnt to be WW3, but a
preemptive strike with the forces then avaiiable at
Western Europe from the launching pad of E Eurcpe
In an attempt to galn the Industrial heartland of
Germany at the very least, to helt at the Rhine at
the earllest, hopefully only et +he Channel. Thls,
f+ was argued, would galn Europe as a whole, apart
from the US alreraft carrler, Britain. At that
paint overtures would be made to the US saylng that
this wes as far as Russia was Intending to go and
putting on Reagan the onus of declding for global,
possibly nuclear war, Obviously the Incorporatlon
of the German and at least some of the French
Industrial heartlands with eventual control over
the rest of HWestern Europe would have, been an
enormous support +o “Yottering Russian capital.
However This option was not chosen, and no wonder.
It was very risky indeed with a dlstinct chance
that 1+ would lead dlirectly to global war without
militarisation having been achleved, wlthout the
proletariat defeated and mobillsed. |+ 1s thus not
surprising that this option was not pursued. What
was pursued was the move to the market. However we
can now see clearly +that +his bhas falled
completaly., And we can see  that the critleal
reason It has falled has been +the fear of
confronting the Russlan proletarlat. But they
desperately need to do so, Only by demonstrating
the defeat of the proletariat can they hope to
attract finance from the west and only by defeating

the prolefarlaf can they hope perestrolka +to
succeed,

The attack on the Russlan proletariat, glven their
present economic conditlon, can but have two ends.
1f 1+ succeeds and western finance [s forthcoming
then, Just as In the west, the Russlan bourgeoisle
wlll have delayed the effects of crisis for a time.
But this Is very unlfikely for all sorts of reasons.
Primary among them ls the economic ¢rlsis the west
Is moving Into It+self. The only other alternative
for a victorlous Russfamn hourgesisie, 1+ could be
argued, would be to go to war, If however, the
attack on the working class fails, It may well
stimulate e response from the proletariat which

~could lead to the possibllity of revolutionary
upheavals.

Is this not a seenarlo familiar to us - for war or
revelution?

Standing back from the events then it seems
possible that the alternatives of war or revolution
may still be wvalld, Indeed - 1f we could
substantiate these assumptions we would be led to
suggest that we are now much closer to a resalution

of these, vis & vIs Russla at least, than we ever
vwere,

All the argy bargy golng on withln the Russian
bourgeolsie Is essentially about how to prevent the
collapse of the system Into 'anarchy!, about how to
confront and defeat +he Russlan proletartat so that
whatever the bourgeclisie need to do can be
achTeved. For one sectlon which still belleves in
perestroika this wlll enable I+ to be begun and
western flnance got. For +hat section whlich



balieves thls Is not en, or wlll mean giving the
west too much ~ well I+s not possible to say what
their plans are, But for both sectlons, If we
belleve perestrolka wlll not succeed and golnhg back
to Brezhnev and/or Stalin wont work elther, what

atternative once they have defeated the workers Is
there but war?

But another theoretlecal fremework for understanding
the situation Is also available. We may deny the
logical progress outl!ined above and argue that in
the col lapse of the Russlan bloc, the clear retreat
from the prospect .of Global War between the blocs
we can see counterposed the economlc and soclal
fragmentatfon of Eastern Europe - with the
prospect, as thelr crisls deepens, that thls wil|
inevitably spread to Russla ftself. Elsewhere In
the world the 'Third Worid' Is already far along
the path to absolute pauperisation and chaos and
even wlthln the confines of the West the recession
Is getting deepar and deeper,

In such unprscedented clrcumstances can It not be
argued that the alternatives of War or Revelution
are no longer valid? The blocs are less and less
capable of mobllising their economles for war and
thelr populations are far less willing to fight a
war. But the proletarlat haes, thus far, been
unable *o fece up to the crisls and +thelr class
enemy on their own c¢lass tarrain. )

War or Revolution was orfglnally a speclfle
theoretical development of a more theoretlcal
framework from the lagt revolutionary wave that the
only alternatives for Capitalism as I+ lurched into
Its decadent phase was Seclallsm or Barbarlsm, |+s
transcendence by the victory of Its slaves In a
revolutionary transformation or Its decline Into a
barbarlc rule seeking at all costs to keap power In
an ever worsening situatfon. The notlon that . the
alternatives 'sociallsm or barbarism' could be more
speciflcally fidentlfled as ‘revolution or world
war! was based wupon an assessment by +the
revolutionary movement that the speclfilc way In
which decadent capital had shown and would show [+s
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barbaric alternative was and would be through world
war to be followed by a new cycle of accumulation
based upon vietory In that war and on the rulns of
the defeated,

it may well be that events this past few years have
found that thls "tightening up® of the general
theory was incorrect and that +he particular manner
In which the alternatlves "soclelism or barbarfsm®
will present themselves to the proletariat and the
bourgeolsie wlill be different, If thls is +he
case, then as revolutionaries trylng to comprehend
the dynamlc of capitalism we will have to approach

these Issues wlth an open mind and in a spirlt of
free and fraternal dliscussion.

For the crux of all these questions s how we
understand +the present clrcumstances of +the
proletartat Internationalty, what the balance of
class forces ts and what prospects there are for
proletarlan actfon agalnet +he slide Into
capitelist crlsis, Throughout this text we .have
claimed the present s|tuatfon to be unprecedented.
And thls lles at the root of our problem. We have
no real comparisons with the pest to relate to In
understanding a situation where the world Is moving
deeper and deeper Into recesszlon, where a bloc has
col lapsed, but where the proletarian response has
been so muted, so -hamstrung by bourgeols ldeologles

{1ke natlonalism and tdemocracy'!, ‘free market!
etc. A sltuatlon where there has heen no major
appoarance of class consclous struggle, no

appearance of communist mInorities. At root this
.refers back to the circumstances of the late
Twentieth Century and +the separation of +he
protetartat from ‘thelr own history and mlnori+ies
about which we have spoken many times before In the
pages of the Bulletin. But we have now reached the
point where It lg no longer merely a theoretlical
question, The caplitallst world Is. collapsing
before our very eves. .Where is the proletarlan
alternative beling posed? i : .

ingram

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 22

emphaslses and defends the process of clarification
and not simply thls or that peint of possible
clarity. We need to be able to encompass as much
of the milleu and #s much of the debate as we can
‘within any orgenisation and that means keeping our
programmatic ldentity as wlde as possible, Every
+Iime an organisatlon programmaticaltly lncorporates
a positlon 1t necessarily cuts Itself off from
other parts of the miifeu and Iimits 1+s own
Internal debate. In such c¢ircumstances 1+ must be
doubly sure +that any such Incorporation 1s
Justifled. We have nothing to fear from polltical
dlversity and nothing to fear from debate,

The Fractlon have clearly drawn some of +the
polltical lessons from +he spllts from +he ICC.
they have emerged with a strong desire to deal| with
the reality of the fragl|ity of the revolutionary

movement and to confront the  horrlfylng
destructiveness of sectarlanlsm and monoll+hlism
which dominates +the milieu, However, good
Intentions are not suffliclent, Without a
comprehansive rejectlon of the ICC's political
practlice, Internal and external, and a clear
understanding of the organisational consequences
which flow from that rejection they face the danger
of being saddled with a method of work and
organisation which, for all thelr goed Intentlions,
will easily fall prey to the same sectarlanism they
belleved they had escaped from.

_
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The C.B.G., the FRACTION
~ and Regroupment

Over the past elghteen months, since the last [ssue
of the Bulletin, the CBG has held a series of thres
meetings with the External Fraction of the ICC,
The Fraction published & report of the flrst three
of these meetings In their magazine Internation-
alist Perspectlves, The two organlsations also
held a joint Publlic Meeting in London on.the crislis
in Eastern Europe. An accounf of thls meeting as
well as the Interventlons made by members of the
1CC and Subversion can be found In IP 1B.

Since the CBG's formation we have discussed and
corresponded with a number of revolutionary groups
and Individuals such as the Tampa Werkers Group,
Wildcat In Britaln and LL Men In Hong Kong. The
basls for these dlscusslons has been an acceptance
of class (Ines: the bourgsols nature of Par!lament,
trades unlons and leftist polltical organisations
and the revolutlfonary potentlal of +the warking
class. At Issue have been the programmatic galns
of the current which traces I+s orlglns to the

German, Dutch and Itallan Left Communists: +he
proletarian nature of the Bolsheviks and +the
Russfan Revalution, the central Importance of

decadence and the dead end of counel)lsm, We
argued that wlthout such an analysls these groups
were led Into academic theorising and short term
locallst activism, Our discussfons with them have,
in the maln, been unable to advance beyond these
questions. ’ )

In contrast the discussions between the CBG and the
Fractlon are at s qualltatlvely different level.
Our two organisations share a common platform and
can agree on which lssues need to be discussed and
how to approach that dlscussfon. We have been able
to meet and put on the agenda the Internatlanal
situation, the level of class struggle and how
revolutlonerles should organise.

These meetings have alsc been in marked contrast to
the relationship we have had with other
organisetions with whom we might seem to share a
commen analysis. In Britaln the Communlst Workers
Organisation was happy to talk to us privately or
as Individuals but never acknowiedged our exlstencs
In its press except as a !pseudo-group’, far less
engaged us In public debate. The Internatlional
Communlst Current fell back on demouncing us as
counter-revolutionarles on ever less convincing
grounds, Thelr latest position Is that there Is no
fonger any basls for saying that we are a bourgeocis
group but sfnce counter-revolutionary groups cannot
become revolutionary we have no alternative but +o
dlssolve the CBG. (1) ]

Malajise,

The beglnning of the dlscussfon with the Fractlon
therefore marked the end of a long period of
isolatlon for the CBG, We might have expected as a
result +c have seen an increased level of activity
by the group and a greater freguency and regularity
of our press. In fact, as our readers wil| know,
the opposlte has been the case. The CBG has falled
+o respond publfely to some of the most Important
events In post war history - the dismantling of the
Russian bloc In Eastern Eurcpe apd the
reuntfication of Germany, or to Intervene In

domestic Issues such as the Poll Tax campalgn.
Until this issue of the BulletIn we have made no
statement on the Gulf War eand I+s signiflcance. A
revolutionary organisation which ceases to
intervene loses {its .reasen for exlstence end
discussions within the group which do not find an
external expresslon are lost to the movement,

I+ ls easy enough to find reasons foar this malalse,
the pressures of work and family are always present
end cen have a profound effsct on a smail group;
revolutionaries are not immune to the ideologlcal
onslaught of the bourgeolsle which recent aevents
have glven rise to, and the absence of ‘& clear
response from the proletariat on I+s own class
terrain to the attacks on I+s 1lving standards
makes Interventlon more difficul+,

Paradoxically a contributory factor could be +he
dlscussfons wlth the Fraction, or at least +he
fmportence which the CBG has placed on them. For a
number of years the CBG ploughed a lonely furrow
defending the gains of the ICC's Platform agalnst
the aberrations of the [CC and the 180 degree turns
of the CwM. ¥We attempted to develop an anti-

sectarian and anti-moncl Ithle theory and practice
of organisatlen.

Then the EFICC appeared making a very simllar
critique of the ICC's bureaucratic organisational
practice and methods of discussfon clalmlng . that
the ICC had degenerated polltically and calling for
& 'renalssance of Marxism'. 1t |ocoked as |f reln-
forcements had arrived, .

Furthermore the Fractlon had & presence In four
different countries and published regularly 1n two
Isnguages. It was qulte conslstent with the views
we had expressed slnce our formetion +hat we should
fnitiate discussions with the Fractlon with a
perspective of an early regroupment of forces,
Such en outcome has not yet materialised. In fact
it tock some time befors the Fraction even
responded -to our [nitlal contacts and agreed +o
hold the present serles of discussions.

There are a number of reasons for +his. To beglin
with there was a hlstory of susplclon arlsing from
the splits which took place In the ICC In 1982/3,
The Fraction's article tn IP 15 deals with this In
some depth and we have written at length on these
questions In many Issues of the Bulletin In +he
past. At - the Time of +these spllts and the
formatlon of the CBG most of the present members of
the Fractlon were &nd remalned In +he ICC. Our
different . perceptlons of +hese events were
discussed at our flrst meetings and while I+ may
not yet be possible to reconcile our differing
views of these events there is agreement on the
relative [mportance of any continued disagreement

and on the yer greater Importance of pollflcal
questions, :

If we have been able o calm the questions ralsed
by such as the Chenier affalr another issue has run

on through +the dlscussions between us wlthout
reaching any conciusien. This Is usuvally referred
+o &8s the problem of organisations +teking

positions.



For us I+ Is guite clear that the poll+ical basis
for an organisationt!s exlistence Is [+s platform,
But a platform Is nelther a complete nor a finlshed
answer to every question which feces the
organlsation and the working class, There are
always going to be questions of Interpretation, of
the evaluatlon of current events and of attempts to
theorlse from the experiences of the werking class
which are incomplete  and Inconclusive In
themselves, Dlscussfons will go on within
organlsations on these questlons usfng empirical

evidence, reference +o hlstorical events and

debates. Showing how certaln arguments contain
implicit contradictlons with the platform Is part
of the cut end thrust of debate,

No one should expect +thls internal debate +o
produce complete agreement, There will always be
differences. Only when historlical experience shows
which slde of an argument Is correct, when one or
other becomes & class position, can we say that a
guestfon Is no longer open and contlinued
disagresement forces orgenisatlional separation.

‘However, this does not mean that a revolutfonary
organisatlon can or must remaln sflent on these
questions. They must be made public, comrades must
be free to express thelr vlews publlcly. At the
same time an organisation cannot limit |[+s
effectiveness by at all times giving equal weight
to atl the views expressed by I1t+s members. There
will be times when &n orgenisation must take actlon
or express & view. (nh 1917 the Bolsheviks could
not at the same time argue for Insurrection and
against it. Orgsnisations are forced occasionally
to take posttlons, to speak with one volce. For
that purpose they have mechanisms for ensuring that
discussfons reflect the views of the majority or
for electing representative bodies empowered +o
make decislons where an Immedlate response Is
required. :

Questions of corganisatlon, of how to carry on the
internal |1fe of the group must of necessity be
positloris of the organisation. The Fraction part
company with us on thls, I+ believes that taking
positlions, and putting forward the view of +the
majorlty Is one and the s&me thing, Furthermore
the Fraction argues for the taking of positlons as
a way of sharpening dliscussion, of ensuring that
they are taken quickly to elther resolution or o a
clear statement of differences. An example of this
is glven as the differences which have emerged In
I+s own organisatlon over events In Eastern Europe,
namely to what extent the bourgeolsie In Russia Is
In control of develapments. By " attempting to
arrlve at an orgenisetional ‘position on +his
Important questlon the Fraction feels It has
deepened Its understanding on & number of
questions. ' .

While the CBG would applaud the openness with which
the Fraction has carrled on thls discussion we
would point out the dangers that over formallsing a
discusslon cen lead to - that setting up minority
and majorlty posltions forced other views Into one
or other camp, that the differences bacame as
Important as the shared ground and that publication
of debates takes place when events have already
moved on and cut the ground from one or other
positlion.

Qur dlfferences with the Fractlion on this questloen
of positions mey relate *o our different orlglns.
Although both our organlsations were formed from
splits from the [CC, the CBG left on grounds whlich
were clearly seen as dlsagreements on guestlions of
"organisation",
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The comrades of the Fraction on the other hand
spent a long tIme In the ICC engaged In arduous
debates over polltical quastlons; the consclousness
of the class, the meaning of centrlsm and what kind
of Intervention was appropriate, In a direct sense
the Fraction felt I+s split to be on polltlical
grounds. But reading the accounts of these
dlscussions and hearing of the barrlers whlch were
ptaced on the Fractlon's freedom to organlse, and
of the final act of the charade when the Fractfon
members were asked to take some sort of loyalty
oath, then the CBG would draw the concluslon that

the Fractlon's split was as much over organisation
88 Our own.

What our organfsations do agree on is that the
freedom to hold different views was curtailed
within the 1CC, that they had not developed the
mechanisms +o allow differences to co-exlst In the
organisation, This was encapsulated in +the ICC
statutes which stated that differences were alther
a sign of Immaturity of presaged a split, The CBG
and the Fraction have both agresd +hat this
sentiment must be well and +ruly burled.’

A Call to the Fraction

Which takes us to the matter In hand, namely
whither the Fraction and the CBG? Undoubtedly
nelther organisation has been able +to Intrude
Itself Into the larger world, The only area that
we can Immediately Influence {and this with *he
long term 1intention of iInfluencing the larger

world} 1Is that of our political-organisational

direction.

Why have we been meeting? It Is not simply that we
believe dialogie is a necessary component of
revolutionary activity.. Dlalogue has an organls-
&tlonal goal. We seek to convince others of the
correctness of our analysls but not (we would hape)
via dogmatism, We do try to keep ourselves open to
counter-~argument and persuasion where we might be
found to be weak., At the same +Ime ‘we acknowledge
that some questions will not produce consensus and
can  be left unresclved, By clarifylng and
extending our political analysis we better arm
ourselves for Interventlon In the class struggle,

But to be fully armed we require organisation and
thus the meetings between the Fraction and the CBG
have (for us) had as their Immedlate goal the
possibllity of organisational regroupment. We
belleve that there are no polltlical reasons for the
two groups remaining ~separate, that  greater
strength ls possible by the Fraction and the CBG
coming together, This has surely been clear In all
our  texts which argue for openness end
central isatlon, o ' '

Obviously the Fraction seeks the same political
goal as the CBG but what of +the organisational
means to achleve |+ and ‘the Imperatives which
accompany 1t? Does the Fractfon want ‘o regroup?
To be frank we find 1+ hard to accept that the
re~organisational vislon which motivates us Is
endersed by the Fractlon. There Is evidence of a

willingness to discuss but no clear reason why and
wharaefore, i

ls 1t that you see clear political dlfferences
which separate us ~ the economic foundations of
decadence, the state In the perlod of transitlion or
some other points? Whlist we recognlse differences
we do not see them as barriers to regroupment,
Those that exist cen and should be contalned within
one organisetion. If you belleve otherwise then
spell 1t out. Be direct and clear.



On the other hand, glven the record of the CBG |t
is posslible {ITkely?} that reticence to regroup Is
based upon the Fractlon's uncertainty about our
viabillty, |In other words you think we are not up
to the job; that we could not carry out the tasks
whlch go wlth regroupment; that we would be a dead
welght. |f thls Is the case then say so and if
you think that indlvidual assimitation is a more
realistic target then state I+,

One further possible scenarfoc |s that the Fractlon
1s concerned that the collective lidentity of the
CBG woutd remaln within a regrouped organisation.

The central
discusslons between our two organisatlons has been
the CBG's stand on the question of organisational
adoption of positlons. .

stumbling block, +o date, In the

This tendency (of *he CBG) to pose
and then hold open many questlons
stems from a reluctance to take
positlions, as an organisaetlon,
unless +the current slituation 1=
posing an immediate and burning
question. The CBG has a positlive
deslre to encourage the dlverslty
of wvliews which always emerges 1In
discussion on such a complex
reality, but they push this to a
fault. They do not see +that 1In
taking a poslitlon an organisation
can also be assfistfng dlscusslon
both within 1tself and withln +the
milieu as & whole"®

(Internationalist Perspective 18)

We should say Immediately that thls eritlcism fs on
a profoundly different level from the distortions
of the 1CC who argued In Internatlonal Review 55
that we want to: ' : ’

" ,.dedlcate ourselves to a work of
study and 'open' debate In which will
particlpate, at a leve! of forma!
equallty, milltant organisations,
Individuals and circles who  have
nothing better to do." :

And that we want to build

" ..an open, democratlic party In
which everyone is free to say and
do whatever they please"

As we argqued in our response to these wltless
slanders In the last Bulletin this Is absolutely
net our positfon. Members of the CBG, while +hey
remain members, are absolutely bound to the defence
of the class lines contalped in our Platform.
There 1s no place in our organlsation for anyone
who does not accept the reallty of capitaifst
decadence and I+s pelltical consequences:

~ the Inevitability in this era of state caplitalism
end imperlalism. .

NOS1itic
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There s a history of members of the CBG working as
a continuous pollttcal unit from the time of the
CWO In the 1970s Yo the CBG today. There might be
genulne grounds for fearing that thls 1dentlty
would remaln in 2 new format and consequent!y be an
ever- present threat to political stabiiity. We do

‘not see thla ourselves but If you do then say so.

Thera Is Iittle point In discusslon for
discusslon's sake. We should continue our dlalogue
yes, but let us clearly set out our Immedlate
respactive goals, Ours Is regroupment, What Is
yours?

~ the bourgeols Identlty
par|lamentarism and reformlism.
= the Imposslbltity of progressive factlons of the
bourgeolsta,

= the counter revalutionary nature of all national
1fberg+lon strugagles.

of +rade

unfonlsm,

For us these lessons have been definitely declded
by the blood of the working class. . Members are
required to actept +the indispensable role of
Marxism In the struggle of the working class and
1tz revolutionary minorltles and must defend the
notion of the unavoldable nécessity for a
centralised Internatlionai Party to play a leading
rele In the revolutlonary process.

in additlon, It Is not sufflecient for members- to
simply accept these poslitions in the abstract.
They must accept the political practice within
which these posltions are defended and promulgated,
what the role of revelutlonary fractlons Is, and
how that role is carried out. That Is something we
have detailed at length In past 1ssues,

With regard to the -Internal life of our
organisation i+ demands and  understanding that
clarlty [s a product of the whole and depends upon
+he widest possible debate and that centrallsation,
which Is Inevitable In a pelitical organisation,
exists in order to facliitate that. Central organs
are neither the creafors nor the repository of

clarity. They are not the ldecloglcal thought
police of an organisetlon. They do not exist In
order to take up posltions ‘on behalf of an

organisation within the debate, nor to declide who
is right or wrong In any partlcuiar debate,
However thelr task 1s not simply the collatlon of
votes. They zre charged with a political task.
They must try to Impose a coherence "on the
discusslon, to draw out the lesszons and try te
polnt out the most fruitful dlirection for the
development of the debate.

When the immediacy of the class struggle and the
needs of Intervention demand i+ +they have +the
respensibliity of speaking for the organisation.
But In dolng se they de not, and cannot, fix that
as a permanent position of the organisation,

On the questlon of minorifles and tendencles there
Is no room in the CB6 for +he ICC's conception that



tendencies are an expression of immaturi+y or
weakness, On the contrary we think that they are
an inevitable expression of the process of
clarificatlon. The terror of tendencies expressed
by the 1CC Is entirely allen to 2 living healthy
revolutlonary life. It has Its roots in the perlod
of the most profound defeats of the class and Is
entirely absent from revolutionary practice during
the perlods when +the revolution Ii+self was
unfelding, In 1917 Lenin argued strenucusly +hat
all electlons within the party, both for +the
executive organs and the deliberative cnes, should
glve expresslon to the formal confrontatlon of
tendencles, How, In an organisatton whose 1ife
blood Is debate, could It be otherwise?

" ... the history of Bolshevism [ a
history of the struggle of
factions., And Indeed how could a
genuinely revolutionary organ=-
isation setting l1tself the task of
overthrowling the world and unlitling
under T+s banner . the mos+t
audaclous lconoclasts, flghters
and Insurgents, Ilive and develop
without intellectual confllets,
without groupings and temporary,
factlional formations,"

(John Molyneux MarxIsm and the Party)

The Hilleu.

As far as the external 11fe of the CBS Is concerned
members must share the cleariy stated orientation
towards the rest of the milfeu we have established
In past Issues of the Bulletin. They must accept
that no slingle organisation can possess or be
responsible for producing polltficel clarity. The
process of clerlflication must Involve the whole
milfeu and that demands & recognition of the
fraternal commentary which exlsts and the
responsiblilties which flow from that,
Sectarlanlsm can have no place In our |ife, The
CB6 is commltted to fraternal, open, public debate
and to ongeing joint work with other elements where
possible,

Part of the CBE's political Identity (s +the
understanding that the Party of the future will not
emerge from any single organisation or currently
existing body of posltions. Llke the Bolshevik
party In the past [+ will be a product of many
elements from within the mllleu. 1+ will be the
end resul¥ of a long process of clarification
involving the unceasing efforts of reveolutlonaries
now towards its creation, Therefore we think It Is
necessary that revolutlonarles today regroup thelr
forces on as wlide as possible a basls, but 1t mus+t
be a redgroupment whlch does not place chalns on +the
very process of clarification which is required for
+he flinal regroupment of +tomorrow. Of necessity,
we think that demands an organlisatlon both more
open end less nerrowly defined than +he model on
offer from organisatlons |lke the ICC and the CHWO,
The basis for regroupment which we defined in the
foundling texts of the CBG and which we state agaln
in thls text is a deflning position for the CBG and
1ts members, ‘

The Class.

In addltion, members are obliged to accept a well
defined conception of interventlonary work in t+he
working claess based on the understanding that
revolutionaries play a leading role within +he
proletariat by virtue of the elarlty of their
programme and slogans end not on thelr capacity for

physically organising the struggles of the class
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and the unfolding of +t+he revolutionary process,
Although the freedom of debete and the expression
of pollitical differences remalns an absolute, even
at the helght of the class struggle, when the need
for determined and coherent action becomes
paramount, there ts no room Tn the CBG for members
who use thelr differences to refuse to undertake
aspects of the orgenlsationts work, That 15 =&
stance alien to & marxlst organisation,

Taking all this together then, I+ is very cleaﬁ
that nothing remalns of the [CC's accusatlon that
vwe are an organisation in which:

" ...everyone Is free to say and do
whatever they plea;e."

However the erlticisms of the Fraction clearly do
not lle at +hls level, Rather, they are concerned
that our caution asbout taking up an organisatlonsal
positlon might hinder debate -by |eaving it
fragmented or shapeless and render uys less able to
speak and act decisively when required. With
hindsight, It ls clear to us now that much of the
discussion between us has been bedevl}ied by a
certaln amount of talking at cross purposes. When
the CBE talk about taking up positicns, we use the .
phrase in & very preclse sense. For us, to take up
a positlon, fs to programmatically Incorporate that
position Into the [dentlty of the organisation, It
becomes part of the deflnition of the organisation
fn a way whleh clearly separates It from other
organfisations and the rest of the milieu. I+

. becomes bindIing on members who become cobllgated to

defend I+ In public and forms a barrier +o
polltical recruits who do not accept It. 1+
commits +the central organs to using It as a
foundatlon for debate (Internal and external) and
Intervention. Although, on positlions falling short
of class 1lnes, dissenting views could s+i1l| exist
and be expressed internally and pubilcly, I+ would
happen within the Influance of organisational
discipline., The whole weight of the organisation's
energy and direction stands behind an
orgenisatjonal position.

This Is part of, but not [dentical to, the process
by whlch an organisation puts forward conjunctural
enalyses as part and parcel of I+s ongolng |ife.

An organisation does not remaln silent In +he face
of events. I+ Is part of the task of revelut-
Tonarles to analyse and pronounce upon the world
outside 1t,- To do thls §s not the same as taking
up & posltloen programmatically Incorporating the
pronouncement intc +the organlsation's [dentity.
Rather, It Is to contribute to the debate within
the mllieu, to particlpate In the process of
clarffication. Such analyses can carry varylng
degrees of certalnty and conviction, depending on
the nature of the issue and the circumstances of
the debate. It can be the product of a minority
view, a majority view and might even be unanimous.
But evemn In the latter case [+ remalns a
contributlen te the debate and a statement about
the current state of understanding wi+thin the
organlsation, I+ 1s not binding on members and
does not stop or hinder differing contrlbutlons.
It does not become a requirement for Integration.
For example the current [(ssue of the Bulletin
carrles:a text analysing the events of the eastern
bloc. The essentlals of the text are endorsed by
the bulk of the CBG and would be defended In public
debate but i+ is In no sense a position of the CBG.
I+ Is both a contrlbutfon to the wider debate, a

" summing up of current thinklng wlthin the group.,

In such & complex and fast moving slituatien It
seems to us that taking up a position risks



freezing the discussion Into a false polarisation,
We can not see the polint of any organisation having
+o speak wlth one volece [n such & situation.

Certalnly in the event of action belng demanded In
any particular situation, foregofng analyses will
be drawn upon as a gulfde and the action declded
upon wlll be binding on fIndividual members,
however the analysis will not be, and debate will
be free to continue.

Debates  wilthin a centralised revolutionary
organisatfon are not simply a collectlion of
indivlidual contrlbutlons, Discussion exists for

the purpose of polltical clarlfication and thet can
not meaningfully take place simply on a show of
hands and a totting up of positions. A political
synthesfs has to be made and a 'hilan' drawn up to
glve directlon and shape to the process, ° No
organisation can avold thls, It is a necessary
part of polltical 1ife. But when an organisation,
or Its central organs does this It |Is not the same
as the taking up of an organisational position. It
does not have the same organisational consequences,

We cennot wunderstand +the argument that an
organlsation must take a position 1n order to:

" assist discussion both within
ftself and within the milleu as a
whole®

As we have just polnted out perfectly good
mechanisms for achleving that already exist In
normel political |ife. On the basls of ongoing
discusslon, central organs syntheslise, make =&
"bflan' lay down orientations; to the outside world
the organisatlon speaks, pronounces, states what 1+
~thinks. Depending on the clrcumstances that can be
with one voice, maJority and minority posTtions or
even simply the presentation of & spectrum of
debate. ’

Organisational poslitlons, on the other hand, are
not simply contributions to debate. By definltlon
they are what separate one organisation from
another, on Issues where an organlsetion 1is
convinced 1t must speak wlth one volce and must
separate ltself from what other organlsations are
saying., We can see the necesslty for this on the
class |ines which have been definltely settled by
the class itself end demand a very speciflc
pollt+ical programme. We can see the necesslty on
the question of organtsation, on what the role of
an organisation is and how that must be carrfed
out. But cen the comrades of the Fractlon tell us
why we need to speak wlth one volece on the guestion
of Rosa Luxemburg's economic analysis? Do we need
orgenlsational separation on the debate between
saturated markets versus falling rate of profl+?
Do we need to spesk with one volce on the Left iIn
oppositfon theory, or on the Machiavelllanism of
the bourgeolsie? Do we need organisational
separation on the question of the definltive date
of the death of the Bolshevik Revolutlon? Do we
nead to speak with one volce today on +he I[ssues of
the Perlod of Trensltlon? Does ongoing analyses of
events In the Eastern Bloc require to bacome part
of organisational Tdentlity? - :

We do not need positions on all these, we need
clerity, and that Is produced by wlde ranging,
continuous debate within and wlthout each
organlsation. We cannot produce clerfty by
organisational "~measures, by voting, passing
resclutlons or adopting positions. :
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To argue that the very act of takling a position is
an ald to discussion seems grotesque In the |ight
of our own history. We know from bltter experience
within the ICC that posltlons were taken precisaly
to stop debate and to smother dissent. |+ became
the primary tool for sniffing out heresy and
buitding an edifice of horriflc monclithism In
which every nuance, every exposltion of =
theoretical polnt became a position and where +to
disagree with a position was to identlfled as an
atien presence, Even before this profound
degeneration took place, cur shared hlstory In the
ICC contains compelling evidence that adopting a
position crippled debate. On the questlon of the
state In the perlod of transition, for example, the
Tmperative to produce a poslitlon, firstly produced
an artiflelal polarisation, reducing a complex
debate to two poles, and flnally, when a pesl+ion
was adopted, stopping debate altogether.

However we don't have to confine ourselves to the
ICC. The monollthic sectarianism of the -CHO has
been just as destructive from 1ts earliest days,
AY ona point it even reached +he staggering
conclusion that the only revelutionarles in the
world were the dozen or so indivlduals who accepted
the positlions of the CHO! ’

We know that the EFICC agres with us that this
malady Ts not a product of Indlvidual organisations

" but Is an expression of the conditlon of the entlire

revalutionary milfeu, which today Is In a state of
erisis. After two decades of existence It remsins
entirely stagnant, without growth, cut off from the
class, afflicted by political degeneration and a
crippling and rancorous fragmentation. There
exlsts little or no sense of fraternal community,
no forum for direct discussion and no possibility
of jolnt work. The Imperative for the regroupment
of ravolutionary forces remalns entlrely blocked by
the blind and wliful insistence that a bewildering
and changing myrlad of specific positlons demand
organlsatfonal separation. We have seen group
after group presenting set after set of "essentlal®
positions which meke regroupment Impeossible, debate
diffleult and jJjoint work a non-starter, but which

ultimately turn out to be transitory as morning
mist, '

1f revolutlonary forces are to go forward we must
find 8 way of surmounting thls, We have to be able
to distingulsh between what [s historically
necessary and Inseparable from revolutionary
Tdentity (the class lines and organisatlon), and
what 1s, for the moment, purely conjunctural (le.
the analysls of a particular situation), or simply
debatable (In the fullest sense of the worid), Ilke
the economics of decadence or the date of the death
of the Russlan revolution, This has always been
*rue of revolutlionary work but .In the present
period It has become of overriding Importance.

We have argued many +Imes in +he past that we
cannot properly approach +thes task of how +to
organlse our work until we grasp the historlcally
unprecedented sltuation which confronts
revolutionarties, The materfial,  pollfical and
soclial condltlons of the period of capltalist
decadence has produced a rupture 1In the
relatlfonship betwsen +the proletariat and its
revolutlonary fractlons unique in working class
history, The abllitty of revolutlonarles +to
function, and prosper, withln the day %o day [ife
and struggles of the proletarlat dIsappeared when
the Second Internatfonal and the mass class organs
which comprised I+ passed passed irrevocably Into



the camp of the bourgeolsle. With the passage of
three score vyears and ten since the Third
Internatlonal followed sult on the death of the
tast revolutlonary wave the political basis for +he
exlstence of a revolutionary tradition within +he
working cless, of a familiarlty with revolutionary
fractlons and thelr positions, also disappeared.

The revolutlonary milleu as a whole has yet to get
to grips with what this means for the develcpment
of class consclousness In the perfod but Its
slgnificance for the |ife of revoluticnaries Is
unmistakable, Today we exIst on such a minute
scale [t Is scarcely comprehendlble, Fourtean
years before the outbreak of the revolutlon In
Russia the Bolsheviks had a membership In tens of
thousands, Relatively small within a class of
perhaps flve milllon but they represented only a
part of a much wider healthy and vigorous poll+ical
milleu, Thelr existence and thelr polltiecs were
widely known wlthin the class. Thelr militants
were on every shop floor, they were promlnent In
every strlke. On the eve of the revolutlon they
were numbered In hundreds of thousands.

Today In a world wide population of workers
numbered fn hundreds of milllons, revolutlonarles
number tn thelr hundreds. The class have no ldea
we exlst, no knowledge of our politics, - We have
only the most minimal of contact, confined fargely
to the dlstribution of a few thousand leaflets
outside factory gates and marches. When we speak
we are not heard.

This situation produces an unavoidable weakening In
the process by which revolutionary fractions give
volce and shape to the clarlty which emerges from
the aetivity of +he class as a whole. When
revolutionaries of the past reflected on, and
pronounced on, the lessons of the proletariat’s
experlence they did so ms a living pert of the
cless, in a fashlon which al lowed them not only a
sensitivity to the +twists and turns of the
development of the classé consclousness, but more
Importantly, provided them wlth &n Immediate
feedback on the valldity of thelr 'reflections!.

All this is denled to us however. Not only are we
condemned to carry on the process of clerifleation
from the posltlon of virtual bystanders, but the
frults of thls process, the political posltfons
which underpin our activity, are not subject to the
same testing In the forger of the actual struggle.
We have no way to Judge the validlity of any
particular position by virtue of the cless!
response bscause the response Is always the same -
zero,

In this situetion there [s aimost nothing to guard
agalnst an ARBITRARINESS in +the evolution of
dlscusslon, +the adoption of posltions and the
welght we accord them. In an organisation with
only & dozen or a few dozen members, the process of
clarificatlon can be badly skewed by Irrelavances -
by the Influence of a guru flgure, by a milltant
with a bee In his bonnet, by the emergence of a
ctique or even the political behaviour of married
couples always supporting one another. Laughable
parhaps, but there Is not one of us In the Fractlon
and the CBG6 who has not seen examples of all of the
above,

None of this Is an argument for organlisstional
impotence, But it should lead to the exercise of
great cauflon about programmatic commlitment and +o
the understanding that once the adoption of a
position becomes Inescapable it must not be used In
a2 sectarfan fashlon agalnst the rest of +the milieu
or as a monollthic weapon agalnst internal debate.
There ls a world of difference between the pertisan
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defence of a position as an element contributing
posltively to the overall process of clariflcation
within the mlifeu as a whole and the defence of a
positfon as a means to build a barrler against that
mitleu. Certalnly an crganisatlon can claim, must
clalm, the correctness of [ts pelitical positions
and analyses and hence must fight for them. But
this must be done within the understanding that for
Marxism & number of possible Interpretatlons can
coaxist at any time. we must guard agalnst the
Illusion that the deflnftive marxist Interpretation
is easlly and finally tocated.

However the need for cautlion about programmatic
commitment does not simply derlve from the
specificitles of the present perlod. It springs
directly from the role that revolutionaries must
pley within the revolutfonary process, We s+and
with Luxemburg and the German left in Inslsting
that I+ Is not the Party's capaclty to organlse the
class that Is essentlal. We are not the general
staff of the proletarlia+t, we have no blueprint for
the revelutfon, no detalled bsttle plan. We have
ne need to bulld & unlfled exacutive machine
capable of carrying out wWwith miiltary discipline
the manceuvres and {nstructions emerging from
Communlst infallibllfty,

what we bring to the revolutionary process Is a
potItical leadershlp based on programmatic clarlty.
IT Is not the Party's Instructions which are vital
to the revalution but our abillty to give poll+ical
shape and direction to the class' own activity, to
absorb the advances made by tha class In actfon, to

. transcend those advances In a way that the class as

a whole cannot (lacking as 1+ does the historical
overview and programmatic clarity unique to
revolutionary fractlons), and +hen to Incorporate
these advances Into a clear vision of the way
ahead. . In thls way ravolutionary fractlions act as
the political compass of the class, able to polnt
the way forward by accentuating what is positive In
the class' own activity and fighting agalnst the
cul-de-sacs and dead ends.

Our only weapon here Is our pofltical vision, our
clarlty and that Is not a flxed, Immutable entlty,
elther In its totality or Its constituent parts.
I Ilves and develops In ways Impossible +to
foresee, Inextricably {lnked +o the |ife and
struggles of the cless. Clarlty is not & finlshed
product, It is a process, Inseparable from living
open debate, as wide and as thorough-going as
possible, allled to an openness and respons veness
to the class (tself, If we. look back at +he
history of +he last revolutionary wave [+ 1is
frultless. to  search for programmatic and
organisational perfection. What we see Is an
entire process of clarification, more or less
confused, with moments of clarlty appearing here
and there, wlth the differing experlences of
different branches of +he revolutlonary movement
highlighting only partlal aspects of the problem,
No one got everything right. Although +the
Bolshevik Party was pre-eminent In +he revolutlon
in Russia the organisation and programme i+ took
Into the events of 1917 was a product of many
elements from within the milieu as a whole,

Llkewlse today no fractlon can Imagine that the
clarity It contributes can be anything other than
partial and fragmentary. The only thing we can be
certaln of is that some of what we defend wili
prove fo be useless or wrong and that some of what
other elements defend wil). prove +o be valuable and
correct, We need a methoed of working which

CONTINUED ON PAGE 16



belleves this is not on, or will mean glving the
wost oo much ~ well Its not possible +o say what
thelr plans are. But for both sections, 1 we
belleve perestroika wlll not succeed and going back
to Brezhnev and/or Stalin wont work either, what

alternative once they have defeated the workers Is
there but war?

But another thecretical framework for understandling
the sltuation Is also available. We may deny the
loglcal progress outitned above and argue that In
the col lapse of the Russlan bloc, the clear retreat
from the prospect .of Global War betwesn the blocs
we can ses counterposed the economic and soclal
fragmentation of Eastern Europe - wlth the
prospect, as their crisls deepens, that this will
Inevitebly spread to Russia 1tself. Elsewhere In
the world the 'Third World' Is already far along
the path to absolute pauperisation and chaos and
even within the conflnes of the West the recesslon
[s getting deeper and deeper,

in such unprecedented circumstances can |+ not be
argued that the alternatives of War or Revolutlon
are no longer valld?  The blocs are less and less
capable of mobllising their economles for war and
thelr populations are far less willing to fight a
war, But the proletarlat has, +thus far, been
unable to face up to the crisls and thelr class
enemy on their own ¢lass terraln. ‘

War or Revolution was orlginally a spaclflc
theoretical development of a more theoretical
framework from the last revolutionary wave that the
only alternatives for Capltallsm as I+ lurched Into
1+s decadent phase was Soclallsm or Barbarfsm. |[+ts
transcendence by the viectory of It+s slaves in a
revolutfonery transformation or I+s decline into a
barbarlc rule seeking at all costs to keep power In
an ever worsening situation, The notlon that .the
alternatives 'soctallsm or barbarism! could be more
specifically Identifled =s 'revolution or world
war! was based wupon an assessment by the
revolutionary movement that the speclflc way In
which decadent capltal hed shown and would show {+s

o L
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barbarlc alternative was and would be through world
war to be followed by a new cycle of accumulation
based upon victory In that war and on the rulns of
the defeated.

it may well be that events this past few years have
found that this "tightening up" of tha genera!
theory was Incorrect and that the particular manner
In which the alternatives "soclallsm or barbar|sm"
will present themselves to the proletariat and the
bourgealsie will be dl fferent. tf thls Is the
case, then as revelutionarles trying to comprehend
the dynamic of capltalism we will have to approach
these Issues with an open mind and in a spiri+ of
free and fraternal discussion.

For the crux of all +these questions 1z how we
understand +the present clrcumstances of the
proletariat Internaetionally, what the balance of
class forces 1s and what prospects there are for
preletarian  actlen agalnst the silide [i¥o
capltallst erisis, Throughout this text we .have
clalmed the present sltuation +o be unprecedented,
And this lles at the root of our problem. We have
no real comparlsons wlth +he past to relate t+o In
understanding a situation where the world Fs moving
deeper and deeper Into recesslon, where a hloc has -
collapsed, but where the protetarian response has
been so muted, s0 hamgtrung by bourgeofs ldeologles
tlke nationalism and ‘democracyt, !'free market!
etc. A sltuation where there has been no major
appearance of class consclous struggle, neo
appearance of communist mlinoritles. At root this
.refers .back to the circumstances of the [ate
Twentieth Century and the separation of the
proletariat from +heir own history and minorities
about which we have spoken many times before In the
pages of the Bulletin. But we have now reached +he
point where it ls no longer merely a +theoretical
question, The capltalist world |s. col lapsing
before our very eyes. Where Is the proletarian
alternative baing posed? :

Ingram
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emphaslses and defends +he process of clarification
and not simply this or +hat point of possible
clarity, We need +o be able to encompass as much
of the mllleu and as much of the debate as we can
within any organisation and that mesns keeping our
programmatic [dentity as wide as possible. Every
time an organlisation programmatically Incorporates
a position 1+ necessarlly cuts itself off from
other parts of the milieu and Iimits 1ts own
Internal debate. In such ¢lrcumstances 1+ must be
doubly sure that any such Incorporation is
justifled, We have nothing to fear from polltical
diversity and nothing to fear from debate,

The Fractlon have clearly drewn some of the
political lessons from the splits from the ICC,
they have emerged wlth a strong desire to deal with
the reality of the freglility of the revolutlonary

movement and to confront the  horrifylng
destructiveness of sectarlanism and monolithism
which dominates +the milleu. However, good
Intentions are ot sufflclent. Without =a
comprehensive rejection of the I1CC's polltical
practice, Internal and external, and a clear

understanding. of the organlsatlonal consequences
which flow from that rejection they face the danger
of being saddled with a method of work and
organisatfon which, for all their good Intentlons,
will easily fall prey to the same sectarianism they
believed they had escaped from,

Corsi .
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The past few years have seen tremendous changes in the Capitalist world.
this issue of the Bulletin explore some aspects of these changes.
Platform of the CBG last published in Bulletin 4 in 1983.
the developing situation by constantly testing their

Articles in
Below we republish the
Revolutionaries must respond to
political understandings against reality

and it is to aid in this process of comprehension that we publish it once more.

Class Saclety

The exact age of humenl+y [s unknown, but current
estimates put It somewhere between one and four
mittlon years. Class soclety, a soclety In which
cne class of men dominates all other classes, Is
perhaps only six thousand years oid: in terms of
human history en extremely short perlod of +ime.

For the vastly greater part of his existence on
Earth man has been a cooperative communal—ifving
being. . Class society, In an attempt to make
legitimate and +o perpetuate I+s exlstence, has
thrown up #&n elaborate Ideologlcal facade which
tries to peddle the lie that how men Is today Is
how he has always been, convenlently forgetting the
thousands of years before class soclety, Human
nature 'Is portrayed as base, brutish and
unchanging, rather than as a product of the base,
brutish nature of Class soclety,

The high polnt of Class soclety ~ Capltallsm - has,
as s to be expected, spawned the greatest
reflnement of this Ila: that the pfnpacle of human
potential ls - Capltallsm. It 1s Marxism alone
which has challenged thls tie and which has pointed
to the historical movement of all Class societles:
Marxism alone which has show. that ail| such
socletles have gone through periecds of ascendancy
which are then inescapably followed by a perlod of
decadence. Ascendant when they have served &
progressive functlon In developing mants potentlal
to develop the productive forces and control +he
world and enjoy freedom from want; decadent when
the revolutlonary thrust of the partlculsr class
soclety has come up agalnst the limlts of Its own
historic perfod and has thus become a barrier +o
further human development.

Thus Slave soclety, which destroyed the hundreds of
thousands of years old communal soclety of
primitive man, was revolutlonary and progressive In
that 1+ lald the foundatlons for 2 subsequent
development of thought and technology whieh, after
subseguent centurles of decadence and stagnatlon,
gave birth to Feudallsm. And Feudalism in turn
gave blrth, wlth it+s further creation of .both a
potential proletariat and a productfve surplus, to
Cepftatlsm; a Capltalism which, through revolution,
swept aslde Feuds)ism's decadence.

Capltailsm's Ideology would have us believe that
this latest and most profound class soclety Is
eternal, It is not. Capltalism Is bzsed on the
creation of and the axploltation of a collective
preducer class - The Proletarlat, Desplte +he
barrage of capitalist ldeology which attempts +o

fragment, oprivatise, Isolate and indlividualise
workers, that collectivity Is absolute and s as
Internatlonal as Capl+alism I*self. Capitallsm
has, &s Marx noted, produced fts own gravediggers.

The proletariat, as with all previous classes which
would become revolutionary, threw up a political
oxpresslon - in this case Marxism - whlch even In
the period of Capitalist ascendancy was able +o
ldent1fy the logic of previous human development
and predlet the finlte nature of Capitailsm,

The Development of Capltallsnm.

Capitallsm, up +to +the end of the . Nlneteenth
Century, desplte all Its appalling explolt+ation and
horriflc condlitions, was progressive, I+ created a
world wlde soclal system, crested & world wide
revolutionary class and developed technology and
man's control over the environment t+o the point
where all mankind's material needs can be
potentlally met. It ealso during +this -perlod of
ascendancy was able to provide real gains for the
working class upon demand, for +he proletariat
could, and did ally Ttself to progreszlive factlons

of the bourgeoisle to further I[ts own, @and
Capitalismis ends, ’

Decadence,

But 1914 marked the definl+lve end of Capitallsm's
progressive period. Up until than Its wars had been
wars of Capltalist expansion; Its crises had been
crises of growth. By 1914 the world was already
carved up between the Capitalist states. Expansion
could only take place at the expense of rlval
capitals, And Capl+alism had to expend to fuel the
accumutetion that 1s the motor of Its existence.
From 1914 Capltal ism began to feed upon ftself - it
had become decadent. The working class i+ depended
upoh now became a revolutlonary class, a faect.
dramatlcally driven home by the vietorlous Russlan
revolution, and Indeed by the Europe-wide upheavals
of the revolutionary wave of 1917 to 1921, As +he
Third International proclaimed:

" A new epoch has opened - the epoch
of proletartan revolution.”

The Revolutlonary Wave

It s within the political expressions of this wave
that we locate our roots. From Lenin and +the
Bolsheviks of course, who played such a major role
In the initial unfalding of the revolutionary wave
and In the efforts preceding that to break fram the
decaying elements of the Second International, but



more spectfically from the left fractions of the
communlst movement - the KAPD, the Dutch Tribune
group and the Abstentlonlst fractlon of +he itallan
Left, who fought a rearguard actlon agalnst the
decay of the Third Internatlonal which rapldly
became a defender of the counterreveolution In
RussTa wlth the downturn and defeat of the
revolutlonary wave,

The Counterrevolution

This counterrevolution was a direct product of the
fallure of +t+he workers of other countrles to
successfully make revolutfon, Russia, trying +o
exist, Isclated In a capltallst worid, could only
do so by becomlng capltallst. The workers who
rallled behind the crles of Internationatism In
1917 were soon %o be crushed In the Interests of
the Russian 'Motheriand!.

The Commaunfst Tradi+ion.

The Left Communist tradition built on the gains of
Marxism of tast century - the understanding of the
revolutlonary rele of the proletarlat, +the
realisatfon that +the capltalist state must be
toppled by force, +the recognition . that a
dictatorship of +the workers must oversee the
transition period between Capitallsm and Communism,
the understanding that Capltalism's very process of
asccumilatfon would lead to I+s death crlsis. To
these understandings the Left Communists added the
worklng class' experlences durilng the 1917-21
revolutionary wave and the appreciation of the
polltical and historfcal changes that Decadence had
brought, .to lay the foundations that we, and ali
today's communist groups, bulld our platform on.
More than flfty years separate us from the last
revolutionary wave but once more these political
galns of the working class are belng presented as
the class [ntensifles its battle with Caplitalism,

Thus our
following:

poll+ical activity Is based on the

The Cycle of Dacay

This century Capitalism Is locked Into a cycle of
erlsls - war - reconstruction - crisis. Capitallsm
thls century has no sofution to Its crisls other
than preparation for war and war Itself. Only on
the back of reconstruction fellowing war has 1+
been sble to stagger on. The onset of Decadence at
the beglnning of this century forced Capltallsm
wortdwlide Into a frenzy of mass murder In World War
One; the defeat of the revolutlonary wave of
1917-21 allowed CapT+allsm to force the proletarfat
Into the misery of the Great Depresslon and then
Into the further bloodbath of World War Two. Only
on the bones of millions of workers and on the
destruction of whole economies was Capitallsm mble
to cerry out the post-war reconstruction which
lasted until the 1960s and the end of which
presents Capltallsm once more with the horror of
[+s own decay. :

The Impossibliity of Reforms

Decadent Capitelism cannot grant meaningful reforms
to the working class. The Ygalns' that workers
appear to have made this century are both locallsed
and temporary (see how qulckly they disappesr).
They are won by only a small percentage of the
world's workers and, asbove all, are pald for by the
btood of milllons of workers who have died In
Capitalism's wars. :
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The Unjons.

The trade unlons which wers set up last century
when the winning of reforms was a posslibllity have
fundamentally changed +his century when sueh galns
and reforms are no longer possible. They now act
to tle workers to the state, pollicing them in the
Interests of capital. In times of war they have

‘dragocned workers +o the Front; In +lmes of peace

(end this century the world has known no peace)
they have acted as brokers for the state dlectating
levels of explol+ation. Whenever workers have
struggled thls century, the unlons have been at the
forefront of the state's defences - dividing,
Isolating, fragmenting workers, locking them Into
the 'Natlonal Interest'. This role s practised
not, as the leftists would have 1+, because of 'bad
leaderst, (as Marxlsts we recognise that leaders
are thrown up by the logle and drive of soclal
organisations, they don't determine that logie and
drive), but because +the whole unlon apparatus
defends & bourgeols polltical programme for the
crganisation of capital which forces I+ to act as
an arm of the capltalist state. Indeed 1+ s the
grass roots of the unlon machine which are +he mos+
dangerous to workers. Few workers have any deep
confidence In the bureaucrats at the heads of +he
unfons, but many stewards and unlon milltants,
because of thelr mllltant words and radical
stances, are able *o tle workers to +he union
organisation. Workers In struggle constantiy find
themselves In confliet with these stewards, who, In
turn, are forced to adopt ever more radical poses

.80 that they and the union machine can ul+imately

fulfil  thelr role  of derailing struggle and
conflning 1+, There is nothing Machlavelllan ebout
this: some stewards are obviously stooges and

toadies, but many others are well Interitioned
indTviduals trylng to .defend workers! condl+lons.
However thefr subjective Intentfons count for
nothing. Their objective role Is +o prevent
workers breaking out of the unlon stranglehold,
Joining up with each other =and recognising that
Capltalism can offer nothing but austerity and war.

The Caplfa!l!f State

The State In Decadence dominates all social |lfe.
The economic crises and collapses of last century
led to a centrallsation of capital. Thls century,
where natlonal capitals confront one another for
survivael, has led to the state more and more
controlling all aspects of the economy in an effort
to make 1t as resillent and .responsive as possible
and thls domlnation has been mirrored In all
aspects of soclety: educatlion, health, planning
efc, State Capitalism Is not to be found only In
China and the Iron Curtain countries, I+ Is

universal - as developed In Amerfcs as Angola,
Briteln as Brazil.

Par| Tagent and Democracy

Parlfament, once a vehicle for workers vwinning
reforms, wunder Decadence, can offer workers
nothing. Even the bourgeo!sie uses I+ only for Its
role of mystifylng workers, pushing the Ile that
'Democracy! has some meanlng. |+ s the state's
axecutive and permanent organisation that
fundamentalty dictates poilcy. Parllament fs an
attack on the struggle and consclousness of workers
and acts +to encourage them Into a passive,
indlviduetised acceptance of their exploitation.
The readiness of the bourgeolsie to dispense with
It completely = In time of war, for example, or
whan it Is no longer an appropriate form of control
for them - shows the emptiness of !+s content. '



Factions of Capltal

Under Decadence all factions of the bourgecisie are
reactionary, all are equally mortal enemies of the
workers, To pick and choose between them Is for
workers to pfck and choose thelr own executioners.
The ‘democratlc' and tlTberal! factlens are avery
blt+ as drenched In workers' blood this century as
the 'rlght wing! and 'fascist! factions., Campalgns
by radicals, Stallnlstz or Trotskylsts +o
tcritically! support one capitalist factlon against
ancther are merely manceuvres by these bourgeots
groups to lead workers away from the real battle
ground and disarm +hem. For +these 'leftist!
organlsations, far from being part of the
proletarian movement, are, by thelr expliclt
defence of Capltallsm - East or West — shown to be
merely the left wing of - the Iinternational
bourgeoisle. By thelr fallure to separate
themselves from the decaylng Comintern and +he
"advocates of state cepltallst programmes they show
themselves to be merely offering workers yet more
bourgeols programmes for the survival of Capltalism

and for the continued dominance of Caplitalism
worldwlde,

The Impossiblility of "National Llberation!

With Decadence, all the world is capltallst, Last
century workers could support -some bourgecls
natfonal |[beration movements since these alded the
deve|opment of Capitallism and eliminated
pre~capltalist soclal relations. Today thls Is no
longer possible: Capitallsm cannot develop any
more, Two world wars have seen the formation of
imperlallst blocs: after WW1 some half dozen blocs
- after WWZ this had been whittled down to t+wo, the
RussTan and the American, which have carved the
world up betwesen them, National Liberation
movements agalnst one of the blocs serve only to
turn workers and peasants into cannon $odder for
the Interests of the other. The revolutionary cry
of World War One; "Turn the Imperlalfst war Into a
clvll war" can be the only watch-word of +he
proletariat everywhere, the 'third world' Included.

Partial Struggles

The decomposition of capftallst materlal |1fe has
led to a decomposition of capltallst soclal {1fe in
reaction to which all manner of-partial struggles
have arlsen, focussing on race, or sex, or age.
These, far from contributing to revolutfonary
struggle merely serve to defuse It. Only by
destroying the material base of Capitalism can i+s
cultural oppression be destroyed, Partial
struggles .act to vell the real conflict between
classes today, hlding +this beneath the myth of

" Inter-class units of blacks, gays, women or the
young.

The Barbarlsm of Decadent Capltallsm

Decadent Capitalism !s barbaric. I+ can only
survive through a remorseless drive to war - even
though the next world war may destroy humanity.
This drive Is Inescapable; it doesn't result from
Irrational [ty or lunacy on the part of a particular
faction of the bourgecisle, or the Intrigues of an

25.

entrenched military; [+ [s endemic fn a system
which is based on competItion and accumulatfon. A
peaceful Capltalism is no more a possiblliity than a
Capltallsm which stamps out poverty and oppression.
Thus, peace campalgns are reactlonary campaigns -
attempts to blind workers to the real nature of
Capltallsm, to t1e them to the state with the my+h
that the state can be appealed to and Is
susceptlble to popular feesling, to hide the fact
that war under Capltalisem ls inescapable. The only
way to end war 1s through +he civil war which will
overthrow Capitalism, for 1f this falls Capltallsm

will destroy all humanlty in the holocaust of World
Wer Three,

Yorkers and the Dictatorship of the Proletarlat

The form that the proletarlan dictatorship will
take has been made clear by the experience of
workers?! struggles in the past: workers counclls,
centralised and based on elected and revokable
delegates which wil! enable the working.class to
wield Its power In a truly collective manner. The
worklng class cannot yleld up. Its power to any
minority, no matter how proletarian that minorlty
may be. Only class-wlde fnvolvement In the running
of the state will snsure the continuation of +the
surge of consclousness which revolutlon brings and

which - alone will ensure the destruction of
Capitalism, :

The Task of Communlsts

The communlst groups thrown up by the class before
the revolutlon will always be small - +the mass
workers! party belongs to the perlod of ascendancy.
Numbers are 1ikely to grow sligniflcantly only In
the revelutionary perlod. The recognltien of +the
need for - a centrallsed International party is
accepted by almost all communist groups today - but
only the helghtening- of the class struggle can
ensure Its creatlon, though the preparation for
that moment+ is an urgent task today. We, unllke
some other communist groups, don't see the partyls
role as one of organlsing and directing t+he cilass;
This view stems from a |ack .of confldence in the
class, an Inablilty to grasp the lessons of past
insurrections  which  showed how the ful!
revolutfonary potentlal of the class fraquentiy
left even the most clear commuynist organisetions
far behind. Only the complete involvement of the
whole class can offer .guarantees agalinst reaction;
the clearest party programme is no substitute for
this. The role of revolutlonary groups, as i+ wlll
be of the party, is to glve & poll+ical leadershlp
to the class, to make clear the communist goal and
o point the way forward, showing clearly +he
dangers that face the proletariat today, in +he
revolutlonary perlod and In the perlod of
transitlion to communism. As the party will be In
the revolutlon. se 1+ must be today: centratised and
disciplined yet carefu! not +o let such dlscipline
be confused wlth conformlty, rigidity or
monolithlsm, The guarantees of the party's, and
today's politlcal fractions' work must always be

political clarlty and not just organlsational
practice. )

Communist Bulletin Group
June 1983,




2ath of a

One of the many personal and political tragedies
from the experience of the |as+ revelutionary wave
Is the way in which the rlse and fall of +he
consclousness of the proletariat and their capacity
to destroy bourgeols soclety and to replace I+ wlth
sociallsm was mirrored by +the rlse and fal| of
political clarlty as represented by some of the
individual militants who took part. In the same
way that, through the experience of the working
ctass Itself, there develcped a greater and deeper
understanding of the perfed, of what had to be done
to destroy the rule of caplital, of how and what
forms of organlsation were requlred to succeed In
this, the flrst stage of +he soclallst transform-
ation, so +oo these understandings, these
theoretical and practical gains were progressively
lost as the revolutionary wave faltered and was
defeated, obscured bensath a resurgence of
bourgeols ideclogy whether of |iberal aor Stalinist
hue. Even more clearly we can see .redundant
polltlcal positions which the new era threw onto

the scrapheap of hlstory reappsar with the
downturn, wused +to Justify the retreat, and
subsequently become the ldeologlcal underpinnings

of the betrayal of the proletariat.

These polltical positlions, denotlng at one extrems
the highpolnts of the revolutionary experlence and
at the other the resurgence of counter revolution,
are best ldentifled In the political stances of
indlvidual revolutlonary organisations - Indeed
Individual revolutionary milltants In some cases,
As an example Trotsky Is the most obvlious, but
perhaps Bukharin is the best. Here was a revolut-
lonary who, as the world lurched towards the abyss,
developed an astonishingly clear understanding of
the nature of state capltallsm and of the fact +hat
the war had propelled capftalism into i+s decadent
phase - and what that implied for the working class
and humanlty. These are theoretical galns whlch
remaln central +o the understanding of revolut-
ionarles today. Through the developing revolut-
fonary experlence he stood at the left of +he
commun[st movement, bltterly criticising any
concession +o bourgeols Fdeology, exposing the
reactionary nature, In the new period, of such as
nationzlism and arguing for the development of
organisational forms which allowed the consc¢lous—
ness of the class to develop, and for the extenslon
of the revolution as far as possible at all hazard,

And yet, with the defeet of the revolutlon and the
slow death of state capitalism In Russia, +his
Bukharin, one of the clearest of militants, became
the arch proponent of the reintroduction of
capltallst forms and capltallst relations.
Standing at the very rlght of the new bourgeoisie
In Russia he wes » key flgure in the destruction of
the proletariat as a consclous class, a key flgure
In sending thousands of workers and revelutionaries
to the living death of the concentratlion camps and
one of the shrillest In hls denunclation of those

revolutionaries still free, demanding thelr
exacutfon whenever +thelr arrest gave him an

opportunity.

The paradox we have to confront <then,
someone so clear could fall so low.

assessment ©of Bukharin has to take
both high and low,

I's how
Any historical

Into account
good and bad, how [t was the
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period and hls experlence of it which changed
Bukharln and how and to what extent the seeds of
degeneration already existed In hls +heoretical

armoury, upon which this defeat could act +to
transform such a vital Individual In the devel-
opment of clerity Into & murderous capltalist

axecutioner.

At one level 1+ can be argued that Bukharin merely
took the fact of the defeat of the revolutionary
wave to T+s logleal concluslon In the same clear
logical way In which he had discerned the rlse of
the proletarlfan opportunity. This, uarealised by
him however, necessitated moving out of t+he
proletarian camp Into that of the bourgeolsie. In
that sense we can say that Bukharin had an excuse.
This does not of course excuse him but we can see
here the enormous welght of the counterrevolution
on even the clearest of revolutionary milTtants.
At another level we can say that some of +the -
detritus brought Into the new period from social
democracy was able to come +o the surface preclsely
because of the downturn In the revolutionary wave,
Just as the progressive elements of theory came to
surface as the class moved forward. In thls sense
we can see how the reallty we operate in as
‘ml1itants encourages the quality of the theoretlcal
analyses we make,

The Death of MC

But what s true for such 8 glant of the

prolatarlan experience as Bukharin Is atso true for
lesser rortals.

We have recently been made awesre of the death of
MC, one of the founders of and lesding |Ight of the
ICC. Of his immense contribution to the develop-
ment of a revolutlonary milleu in the ‘early
seventies after ell orgenlc |inks with the last
revolutlonary wave had been cut, and after fifty
years of counterrevolution, there can be no doubt.
in Britain, for [Instance, the end of the sixtles
saw -a milleu +tentatively groping towards a
communlst understanding, not only of the present,
but also of the history of the proletarian
movement, Predominantly formed from the |lber-
tarian movement of the early and mid Sixties, there
was lHttie apprecletfon ~ of any hlstorical
perspective to the essentlally morallstic positions
we defended. The long nlght of counterrevolutlon
had extinguished any contact with the proletarfatis
revolutlonary past and our understanding of pralet-
arfan pollties was essentfally an selectlon of
rights and wrongs, good and evll, from our own
direct political experlence, wlthout any under-
standing of how these might fit together coherently
or where they had come from in the history of our
cless, Into  this confuslon the clarity of
Revolution Internationale came Ilke a +hunderbol+.
The dynamlc of +the last revelutionary wave and,
most eruclally, the concept of decadence,
Immediately allowed many dlsparate conceptlons to
fall Tnto place to form a coherence which was t6 be
at the root of all the regroupments which +ook
place In the Seventies.

Ascendance and Dacadence

The most cruclal concept was to understand that,
{1ke any other mode of productlen, capltallism had



an ascendant and a decadent phase, An under-
standing of what this means, has been, and stlll
Is, ecruclal +o +he proletarlan movement's
understanding of capitalism and 1ts revolutionary
transformation. But thls was, and ls, not some
vague, grandlose theoretical construct. On the
contrary 1+ Is In the explanatfon of real events
and social processes that +he notlon of decadence
stands or falls, With the emergence of
Imperlalism, national capltals, having extended the
capltatlst system throughout +he world, were forced

to compete with each other milltarily and econom-

fcally for mastery of the globe. Unablie to expand
further except on the basls of destroylng competng
capltallsms, the system had entered 1ts phase of
historte crisis, t+s decadent phase. The Interests
of the bourgeciste forced them to use the resources
at their command [n unproductive competit+ion and
war rather than In further extenszion of the system,
The capltalist mode of production therefore had
reached the point whera I+ contradicted Its own
dynamlc, where {+ could expand further only by
perlodical ly destroying part of .1tself. The
history of  the capltallist system +this century
therefore, has been the struggle to combat, escape
from I+s {nherent contradictions - contradlictlons
which have led o masslve destructions of capital,
and of humanity, in World War One, World War Two
etc., efc.

Soclal Democracy

In the Sixtles and early Seventlies we had cut our
pelitical teeth on the realfsation that Social
Democracy, the Labour party etec., wes an agent of
bourgeols rule as [t attacked the working class,
In or out of power T+ merely competed wlth the
Torles for the defence of +he capitallst economy,
Simltarly, our axperience on the picket |lnes had
demonstrated once and for al! the antl-working
class activity of the Unlons, selling out workers
whenever they got the chance -~ at best traitors to
thelr class, st worst, In Russla far Instence, a
part of the ruling echelons of the bourgecisie
1tself. The belief that they and Soclal Democracy
were enemles of the working class, diverced from
any historical understanding of whether they had
always been so, meant that we failed to have any
historical dimenslon to our understanding of these
concrete conceptuallisations, :

We saw the world divided into competing capi+alist
states. One of these, Stalinlst Russia, desplte
the protestatlions of such as the Trotskylsts atc.,
was clearly seen as = capltallst state with =
capltalist ruling class, Without any historlcal
perspective we wers led Inexorably to the
concluslon that Stalinism was a direct consequence
of Leninfst substitutionism and that there could
not have been s proletarfan revolution in Russiam In
1917 slince what had occurred had been [ed by a
bourgecls organisation, We were lnextricsbly left

with, therefore, no coherent hlstorical point of
reference for the history of -our class +hls
century, The concept of decadence, wlith |ts

abl Ity to show that with the onset of World War
One and the Inablilty of capltalism to survive
thereafter except by perlodic destruction, gave us
the understanding of how decadent capltallsm and
its * internal ftogle had transformed hitherto
preletarfan Institutions into organs of capitallsm.
Without that we could envisage no class content In
Soclal Democracy, the unlons or the revolutionary
experlence In Russfia. We were thus left with no
historlc examples of our own class In action on fts
own class terrain thls century, except for episodlc
experlences of industrial strlkes etc.
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Proletarian Revolutlon

Rl laboured

long and hard +o bring about the key
understanding

ng that what had occurred In 1917-21 or
so had been & proletarlan revelutionary wave that
had threatened to engulf bourgeols Europe and
within which the events In Russfe had been a
specific example, a wave predicated upon +he
collapse of the capitallst economy Into I+s period
of decay consequent upon resching Its apogee at +he
turn of the century, a transformation epltomlsed by
the descent of capltal Into the bloodbath of Wor|d
War One. The proletarlat had attempted to destroy
this rotting carcass In Russla, Hungary and Germany
fn a wave which was Initially successful In Russta,
but which, "with the fallure to destroy capltal
elsewhere, was doomed to defeat.

The Bolshaviks

This was of crucial significance for =&
comprehensfon that +the Bolsheviks, for ali that
they had tralled behind +them from Nineteenth

century S5Soclal Democracy, had been a proletarlan
organisation, an  expresslon of proletarlan
consciousness which had, with the defeat of the
proletariat, and just Ilke Social Democracy and the
unfons earller, been transformed Into agents of
capital, This had taken place as a historie
process rather than a once and for all +ime
essentiel characterlstlic, Thls ted directly to a
clearer understanding of the rcle of revelutlenary
fractlons both then and now, taking Into account
both nagative and positive lessons from what was
now clearty seen as the flawed, but hlghest polnt
of proletarian. revolutfonary expression. In
attacking the leftists for their support of the
unlons, of social democracy and, . however
critically, of stalinist Russia, we had zeroed In
on substltutlonism. as an explanation of why they
were enemies of the proletariat. Only with the
reallsation that thls had been a speciflc error
cerried over from soclal democracy, an. error
actually ldentified by elements of the proletarlan
movement at the time |lke the KAPD, and not the
source of any essentlally bourgecls nature; only
wlth the realisatlon that proleterian organs can
and do become trangformed Pnto bourgeois ones, did
a cruclal barrier to our understanding of the role
and history our class and T+s fractions fall away.

Moreover this real historlcal experience of our
class {lluminated yet further areas of theory.
Decadence explained why national |Ilbaratlon
struggles, which had in certaln circumstences, been
progressive 1In the perlod of ascendance, had
degenerated Into becoming the lackeys and assassins
of thls or that bloc this century, unable to escape
from +he +thralidom of one or other of the
Imperlalist blocs.

Regroupment .

MC end hls contributlon +o +the clarity of
Revolutlion Ih+erna+lonu!e and their [ntervention in
that mllleu gave us this critical dimension which
allowed vital regroupments to take place, The htgh
paint of +this process was the creatlon and
development until +he late seventies of the
Internatienal Communist Current. Even those who
dld not regroup within the 1CC, the elements for
example which formed the CWD, +hen based on the
experlence of the German left, were what they were
as a direct result of taking up a stance vis a vis
the 1CC and +the Intervention of RI. The
fundamentals of the proletarlan political platform

were agreed by all, only parts of the assessment of
our hlsfory were In dispute,



If the appearance of the new proletarfan milieu in
the Seventles was fo a large extent due +o the
developing clarity of RI, then, at +helr own
admlsslon, much of that clarlty came from MC and
his experlence within the Itallan left before World
War Two. For thls the revolutionary milleu had,
and has, much to thank him for, But we must
remember that MC was In no way a dlrect organle
tink with the revolutionary wave of 1917,
Certalnly he was a direct IInk with the Itallan
Left and tragically brought Into the new perlod and
mliteu not merely the galns but the catastrophes on
that perlod at the.end of the Thirties. Clarity
comes from the self activity of t+he class and the
reflection of revolutionarles on that activity., By
the Thirtles the working class was defeated and
while the Itallan Left developed some understanding
of that perlod and of how to survive 1+ I+ would
have been Tmpossible for them not to have been
scarred both theoretlcally and organisationalty by
having survived such a perled. MG, naturaelly, as a
milltant of the Itallan Left, exhiblted all +helr
degenerations  too, both  theoretically and
organisationally,

Organlisation

In an organlsatlonal sense he did represent an
organic 1lnk with the past but it was to a
Stallnlsed past and to a Stalinlsed practice of the
Thirtles and Forties. At a formal level he was
Instrumental In forming the ICC Into a parody of a
huge bureaucratic organisatlon with a plethore of
Bureaus, Commlissions etc., more sulted to an
organisatfion with hundreds If not t+housands of
members, but which were totally inappropriate for
national sections of the 1CC whose numbers f(ay In
+he low tens at most, Members would find
themselves on two or three Commissions at once and
thia undoubtedly contributed +o the burn-out of a
whole generation of revolutionary mfli+ants in +he
ICC. It was a clear case of wishful thinking; the
assumption that these elaborate structures were
necessary bafore +the huge Influx of members
sppeared [n the period prior +o the masslve rlse In
class struggle and class consciousness whlich would
presage 2 revolutionary outbreak. A fallure to
understand the present period and the Isolatlon of
revolutionaries from +the proletarlat meant of
course that these - structures were In most cases
complete frauds, In real 11fe these structures
were hollow shells; the reallty of the the |CC was
completely different. What really ex)sted was a
sect-llke organisatlon bulit up of & submlsslve
membership dominated by and controlled by a 'Holy
Famlly! clustered round MC, the Guru of t+he sect.
The membershlp was able to cope with thls, Indeed
trivialised 1ts relevance, partly because there was
an anticlpation thet +the revolutionary sltuation
was rapldly developlng and so elther the formal
structure would then become more eppropriste and
ellminate these personal excrescences and partly
because that kind of sect Is a self fulfilling
prophecy In the sense that I+ attrects precisely
the kind of membership which need such paternal-
Tstle structures and will support them, aliminating
any thinking respense to¢ the dlctats of the Holy
Famlly and the Guru In exchange for a resson for
existing, an escape from the nothingness of thelr
lives,

The Decline of the ICC

Of course all members of the ICC, as 1+ expanded
during the Saventies, weren't unthinking drones,
But as the reallty of capitallst survival! became
clearer and clearer and the collapse of the system
more remote, any volce critleal of the monoiithlc
sectarlan aspects of +the organisation were
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virulently attacked by the Holy Family In a
consclous attempt to drive them out of the 1CC, If
possible out of political ilfe altogether; +o
ensure that what was left was the Guru, hls Holy
Famlly and a collectlion of accepting, adoring
acolytes who would do as they were told. The
success of that effort Is clearly seen today In the
debris that 1s the I1CC in 1991 at the point of tha
Guru's death. MC played & crucial role In +his
destruction of an organisatton which, at 1ts
highpaint, represented the greatest galn of the
revolutionary movement since the las+ revolutlonary
wave, Its  transformation Into & whinling
degenerating corpse must, to a very large extent,
be lald specifically at hls door, and at the door
of the poodles he surrounded himself with, poodles
who were happy to act 4s the GPU of the
organisation, sniffing out dlssent and eliminating
all oppesitlon, Traglcally they have been all too
successful, The world Is |ittered with good
militants driven not merely out of the 1CC, but out
of political |ife altogether. These Cheklsts have
much to answer for. Those who survived thls asseult
and have determined not merely +o remain
revolutionaries, but to go beyond the ICC and i+s
Stalinised behavlour are, of course, reserved for
special treatment, ¥insulted at every turn,

Such has been the negative side of +the
organisational tegacy of MC who +turned into a
perody of & Stallnist gangster, presiding over an
ICC which was, In the words of one ex—founder

member
" the complementary, symblotlc
product of an atomlsed and
dispersed membership. A member-
ship whlch has been +rained +o

sccept the rules of the game In a
sectarlan structure , . a member=

ship that needs a2 set of bureau-
crats te organise them and
chastise them; & membershlp that

feels thankful when ethers get the
full works from +the enraged and
vindictlve bureaucrats! A
membership that wants at al!l costs
to belong becauss ‘out theret?
there's 'nothing but the vold' . .

A membershlp whose real |lfe is a
permanent aftered state of
allenation and anxlety, A

membershlp made Indifferent to the
Inner, and moral, meaning of
proletarian scclallsm." :

Theory

But it was not only at +he organlsational |evel
that MC did enormous damage to +tha post 168
revolutionary movement. Theoretically too he could
not help but bring theoretical confusions from the
Thirtles and Fortles . into +he  movemsnt.
Theoretical clarlty, 1t cannot be toc often -
stressed, comes from the real experlence of the
proletariat. It Is no accldent thet the correct
Ilne of march Is almost always demonstrated by the
class taking i+ rather +han by revolutlonarles
showing It to a class which meekly follows., This
latter misconception Iles at +he very heart of the
substTtutionist my+h, Certalnly a theoretical
assessment often comes only with the mature
reflection by revolutionarles on the activity of
the class but It  goes wlthsut saying that
theoreticel Innovetlons and 'gatns! from perlods
{ike the Thirtles and Fortles, from the depths of
defeat, frem the very nadir of the period of
counterrevolutfon, are far |ess Ilkely to be



correct than reflections on revolutionary events
taking place then and there or In the recent past.
wWhen we look at the experlence of the Itallan Left,
Isolated from the proletarlat, cut off from the
massacred revelutionary fractlons of Russia and
Germany, battered by exile etc, we can understand
the confusfons that abounded. But when these
confuslons are Introduced Into the revolutionary
movement today and are uncritically taken on board
they become dangerous parasites which hamper the
development of clarlty, MC dragged a number of
these with him Into the movement In the Seventles.

Machlavel | lanisa

The notlon that the capltalist state was so
powerful that It could mystify the proletariat at
will in the polltical sphere via political parties
which were really state constructed fakes,
organlsing which would take power and which would
consclously stay In opposition with, when required,
fractions of the bourgeolsie voluntarlly choosing
sulelde on occasion as part of some gilgantic
Integrated bourgecis plan; this was a clear
leftover from the horrendous experlence aof forty
yoars of defeat when the daefeated proletarlat
looked impotent before the power of the victorlous
bourgeolslie. ’

The Perlod of Transi¥lon

So too wlth the State I'n the Perliod of Transi+lion.
This is probably the best example of a theoretical
stance der[ved from the very nadlr of the perfod of
counterrevelution, ¥hen we look at the !+allan
Left and see thst I+ was only very late on that
they even accepted that Russla was capitallst at
all, something +the KAFD recognised durlng the
revolutionary wave i+self, and that mos+ of what
remains of it today still have substltutionist
positions not only on the role of the Party but on

Its Infallibl|ity, 1t comes as no surprise to us

that they falled utterly to comprehend the role of
the Bolsheviks [n the transformatlon of proletarian
Russla Into a capltallist state. The fact that the
Bolsheviks, In defeat, were transformed Into the
new bourgeolsie could not In the silightest way be
blamed on thelr misconceptions about the relstion-
ship between party and class, Thus a complex
theoretical edlfice about the need to separate the
proletariat, {(and fpse facto the party of the
proletariat} from the U"proletarlan™ state, and
about the Messentlally reactlonary nature™ of atll
states, wos constructed, This may have got round
+his problem for the itallan Left, but I+ did so at
the expense of clarity., The fallure of t+he ICC to
Jettison such a theory, absolutely stinking of the
depths of defest, has produced an Ineaiculably
damaging effect - and & potentlally counter-
revolutionary one In the event of a proletarian
revolution. The notion that the problems of the
proletarlan state cannot be understood &s belng
proletarlan problems but must be Ildentifled as
problems outwith the working class, problems of an
alien entity, Is a2 deeply mystifylng one and Its
Importance, If only az a dangerous abstacle, must
be lald principally at MC's door and at the door of

those who so uncritically accepted everything he
sald, good and dross, as gospel.

29.
Decomposition

The most recent example of this paramountcy of MCt's
though Is the astonishing way In which the IcCC,
over nlght, and without seemingly any Internal
opposition, has adopted the notlon that Capitalism

has entered (ts final ophase, +he phase of
decomposition. Thls has prompted the fdeotogues of
the ICC Tinto a verltable frenzy of hlstory

rewriting and we shall no doubt ses the fruits of
thls in the months to come. Recent statements In
the press of the ICC show that thls was MC's latest
contribution +o the ideolegy of the ICC.

Assessment

In assessing & mlil+ant we do not simply tot up the
good and bad, the posltive and the negative, and
come out with a score. Nor do we, as the
bourgecislie do, +ry to reach a balanced pleture
encompassing good and bad. For the revolutlonary
movement what is [mportant is what +the effects
today and tomorrow are of hls mititant and
theoretical contributfon, These have still %o be
tested on the case of MC and in very large part i+
will be the directlon, post Guru, that the ICC

takes, that will provide us with the +rue balance
sheet of hls contributlion.

Last Chance for the ICC?

For hls death provides the ICC wlth a unlque
opportunity, probably thalr last opportunity, +o
take stock of where they are and what they are - en
opportunlty to elther descend deeper Into the plt
they have dug for themselves or to stop In thelr
tracks and think agaln. '

The most 1fkely course 1s that In the months and
years to follow we will see a most unholy struggle
within the ICC's bereaved Holy Fam!ly, = bare
knuckles flight for the mantie of MC, just as In any
other rellgious sect once 1+s Guru has dled,
Though the struggle is unllkely to destroy the IcC
1t will certalnly jettIson more militants Into the
void and leave the ICC even more Isolated and

potitically and morally bankrupt than 1+ already
Is. ' S

But another optlon is avallable - for *the (CC to
critieally reappralise thelr past In the light of
the reality of thelr present., To clear awey the
cobwebs that thelr Guru Inspired collective trauma
has held them In and to reassess - esverything. To
put thelr money where their mouth is, to act openly
both Internally towards thelr own membership and
externally towards the rest of the proletarfan
mllleu. The coming to terms with a reality that
has long slnce escaped *hem and a consclous effort
to abandon the sectarian practices MC bequeathed
them. o

The choice is theirs: In all honesty the prognosts
for the patient is not good but thls is the enly
thing that wIl1l save them from their continued
slide into confuslon, '

Tuinev




WORKERS PARTY ( KAPD)

off at the end:of December 1918 from unlon wlt+h the

1 The Motives for the Foundation of the Party and
the Perlod of Revolutionary Actlon.

The German Communist Workers! Party (KAPD) arose
from a perlod of +he flercest revolutionary
strugglies: Its history Is therefore a part of the
history of the German Revolutlon, Its development
was influenced by the fact that when the German
proletariat was propel | ed Into actively
revolutionary mass actlon for the first t+ime, the
bourgeofs dictatorship was still using all +the
methods of the ‘'state of siege' which had
characterised the war years (suppression of
speeches, meetings publication ete,). This made
the process of polftical clarification Impossible,
I+ was only with difflculty realised that the
workers' organisations (which in the years before
the war, because they were based upon a Marxlst
theory of class struggle, of hilstory and +helr
destiny, were supposed to grasp the developing
revolutlonary situation) had instead made a pact
with the power of *he old state on the basls of the
patriotic 'Burgfrieden' concept. The unavoidable
consequence of thls pact was that the pre-war
leadership had to stop popular oppositien to the
war and to force through, at all costs, an antl-
revolutlonary policy In line with the war alms of
Ludendorff and they had t+o abandon any ldea that
revolutionary action was a factor In the creation
of soclallsm. Through +his poliey they won
legallty of operation and an unlimlted abllfty +o
collect funds and publish thelr press. The Party
and Trades unlon |eadership were assured of the use
of their enormous organ]sa+|onal_ppparafus In the
pursuit of their aims. Thus I+ was shown, as clear
as day, that when the downtrodden masses came to
struggle for thelr liberation, they would have +o
fight not just agalnst the state and i+s war but
alsc agminst the leading figures of their own
organlsations, These complicatlons led to +the
miscarrlage of the most Important task of +the
awakened protetarlat, the task of transcending the
element of confuslon that Inevitably exists In
every revolution and of moulding the consclous
actlion of- the class,

If these consideratlons ere. set out here at the
beglnning of +his study It Is not In order +o
polemicise, or +to construct a revolutionary
critique, but because these connections, [nasmuch
as they were the starting point for the revolutlon,
were Important In the creation of divialons within
the proletarlat, and therefore for the partlcular
structure of the Individua! parties whose blirth and
development can only be understood by a knowledge
of these points of departure, From this knowledge
comes the understanding that for a long time the
negative response to the old workers!'! movement
domlnated Inside the opposit+ion and that i+ only
tardily moved towards positive standpolnts, right
from the time when the mood of the proletarliat was
ready for solldarity actlon +o the +tlme when
complete confuslon and despalr prevalled, and
always In opposition to a bourgeolsie which never
lost 1ts power Yo resist,

In this confused situation the Spartakusbund split

USPD and jolned wlth +he IKD +to form ‘*the
KPD{Spartskusbund). |ts leaders, Karl Lelbknecht,
Rosa Luxemburg, and soon also Leo Joglsches, were
shot down by White Guards, and It was not possible
to elect a new 'Zentrale' under +the condltions
prevalling at that time. - The !'Zentrale! was
therefore sugmented through coc-optlon and fell
presently under the lesadership of Paul Levi who,
under the influence of Karl Radek (the Russian
emissery under the pseudonym Bronskl), fled the
Party from ectlvity to passivity. This, at any
rate, was the assessment of a gradually growlng
oppositfon which was voiced In the Party press,
especially In the Important Districts of Berlin,
Saxony and Hamburg. The 'Zentrale' consldered that
this oppositlon was but an erretic and
Indeterminate movement, that 1+ lsolated struggles
and squandered thelr potentlal, and therefore were
blameworthy. Thls was In contrast to how the
oppos[tion saw [tself, as using Its strength +o
push the broad masses into activity and +thus
bringing clarlty and concentration +o active
revelutlonary tendencles,

The 'Zentrale' adopted, and remalned +rue to the
tactic of turning away from *revolutionary assault
polftles! (thls was the term used In the opposition
press and in the complaints made to Moscow), and
shrank back from every struggle where bourgeols
soclety gave the worklng class an opportunity, and
refurned Instead to political work In FParllament
and economlc work inside the Trade Unlons, The
opposition, for I+s part, felt that parllamentary
end trade union activity was Incompatible with
being a revolutlonary, '

There were three lssues in dlspute: on the +ype of
organisation +the Party should have, on [ts
orTentatfon towards Parliament and on whether to
act within the trade unlons or to create new forms
of economic struggle. These points of dispute led
to the schism within the Party and +he foundatfon
of the KAPD. How this schism developed is shown In
the followlng Report of the KAPD to the Executlve
Commlt+tee of the Third International In June 1921:

* The founding Conference of the KPD
(Spartakusbund) decided by an overwhelming
majorfty to set itself fIn opposition to all
other parties by adopting a policy of non-
participation In the elections for a Natlonal
Assembly. °After the struggles of Spring and
Summer 1919, there was a notlceable shift+ of +he
Reichzentrale ({leadership) towards par!iament-
arism, The oplnlon of the membership was.
opposed to such a shlft, so a meeting of
functlonaries of the Greater Berlin reglon In
August 1919 dellvered an ultimatum +o comrade
Klara Zetkin to lay down her parliamentary
mendate or leave the Party, (She was at thls
time sti1! sit¥ing as an *Independent' member in
the State Parllament of Wurtemberg.) Comrade
Zetkin made no move and the Party leadership (of
which she was e member) supported her. In fact
they went further, and attacked those groups
whlch held fast to the declsions of the Party
Congress, sabotaging +thelr agitational work
through the cutting off of funds ate.



The development of +the opposition on the
question of the Trades Unlons took roughly the
followlng course, The proletarfiat lad learned
the lessons of the struggles of 1919, that the
Trades Unlons were not only completely
unnecossary for waging great struggles and mass
actlons, but also acted as the strongest fetters
on the revolution. Everywhere workers moved
spontaneously to  setting up thelr own
proletarian organisations of struggle, built on
the basls of the factory, not of craft, so as
not to divide the working class and stimulate
inter-class disputes, but Instead +o unlte the
revolutionary c¢lass where they were naturally
one, In the factory. These 'Betrieb
Organisatlons! (BOs) aroze spontanecusly in the
Ruhr, Upper Slleslia, In central Germany, Berlin,
in +he Wasserkante, In short, |n every
Industrial! reglon of Germany. When the KPD
leadership saw the rise and growth of this mass
movement they trled at first by al! means fTo
promote these organlisations.

At that point leaders such as Levi, XKorting and
Frollch put out the |ine of abandoning the trade
unions and bullding BOs. With the change In
dlrection of the |eadership in the late summer
of 1919, these same people, led by Paul Lange,
called for the flercest struggle agalnst t+he BOs
and demanded the entry of communists Into the
trade unlons and for them to work there. From
that point on those members of +the leadershlip
who had helped bulld up the BOs became their
most determined opponents. The mass of the
party membership however, supported the BOs

which had come together In the Allemagne
Arbelterunlon{AAU)Y; and the gqulf betwesn the
Party leadership and +he great mass of the

membership, especlially in the
heartlands, grew daily.

Industrial

Then a Party Conference wes: calied on 20-24th
October 1919 .In Heidelberg.
leadership surprised the Party delegates with
the famous, so-called, ‘'Heideiberg Theses!'.
These had not been discussed beforehand by the
membership - and - were completely new. to . the
delegates. .The elghteen delegates who spoke out
“agalnst all this -were excluded from -the
Conference, after which a majorlty of votes were
" secured by ‘varfous means for the leadership,
. The opposition .areas did not at once +ry +o
- found & new Party, but wanted o convené a new
Party Conference where all these questions would
be voted on after the membership had voiced
+heir. opinions. . In order not to lose contact
with each other they chose the North-West Reglon
(Bremen} to operate as Informetlon Bureasu for
the opposition. The following months were full
of Internal confllict - resolutions etc waged iIn
the sharpest manner by the leadershlp. They
called copen meetings In Berlin, Bremen, Hamburg
and other clties opposed to the resldent groups
of the Party. In February 1920 the Districts of
Greater Berlin, North, NW and E Saxony were
expelled from the Party by the leadership, which
then attempted to found new organisatlons in
those places., An example of how few adherents
the 'Zentrale' had In these areas lg shown by
the District of Greater Berlin. Out of 8,000
members about 500 left and founded a new.party
organjisation acceptable to the leadership."

For +he moment +the Districts which
expelted did not want te form a new,

party: +they held back from thet step for two
reasons. [T was hoped that as a consequence of the
growing numerlcal strength of the opposition, It

had been
independent

There the  Party -

il.

would be possible to win a majorlty for thelr views
and preserve the unlty of the Party. . In additlon
It was thought worthwhiie to remain In +he Third
Internatlonal where we could explain the theorles
of the opposltion: this was also because of the
fact +that the members of +he Amsterdam Bureau of
the Communist Internatlonal, Herman Gorter and
Anton Pannekosk, who were held In the highest
regard by the Russians, adhered to +he theory of
antl-Par|lamentarism and were for the bullding of
BOs. This expectation, however, was deceptive:
Kar| Radek, who had just come out of prlisen, took a
robust stand agelnst the opposition and also
enforced the dissolutfon of the Amsterdam Bureau.
Radek, who held conferences with industrialists
tike Rathenau and Deutsch, and with politlclans of
all tendencles, took the leadership of the Garman
Revolutton fn hand and was +he mentor of +he
'Zentrale'. The declsive Impulse for the consti+-—
utlon of the opposition as a new party wes a result
of the conduct of the teadership durlng the Kapp
Putsch. At a moment when the opposition .was in a
condition of the greatest readliness, the revalutlon
was thrown Into confusfon by the leaflet of the
'Zentrale', composed by Bronskl (Radek) and at all
later times defended by him:— 'Against +the -General
Strike! Lay Down your Arms!' The next day however
revealed that the leadershlp were completely
isolated so they dlsowned thelr own leaflet. The
Comintern too energetlically disavowed them. These
events had thalr well known aftermath., The KPD had
two. members In the discusslons on the so-called
'‘Bielefelder Agreaments'! and sanctioned them. The
opposi+ton sought with every means +o rouse the
masses In opposition o the=e agreements, stating
that once the military had succeeded In dlsarming
the workers they would resort to thelr usual well
worn methods. Now let us continue to quote from
the aforementioned Report on +the events which
followed and which led to the founding of +he KAFD,
" The Kapp.Putsch had shown that the leadership of
the officlial party was in agreement with the
abandonment of revolutlonary struggle and was
slipping onto an opportunist road, It showed
that two different parties had .been created
whose combination was as imposslble as the
mixing of fire and water. The Ber!ln organ-
Isatlon therefore called a conferance of the
opposltion for the 3rd April 1920 to formallse
thelr constltutlon es +he Germsn Communlst
Workers Party. About 30,000 members jolned from
the old KPD although some indlvidual . Regions
only jained after the founding Conference. The
tasks and activity of the new Party were clearly

set out. In abandoning Perliamentarism i+ had
to welgh up the national and international
politicel .situation In order to take up the

struggle against the bourgeols state and, above
all, to prevent the state strengthening It+self,
s0 thet in the extraordinarily complex politlcal
and economic situation existing, the proletariat
remalned prepared and able to selze power.

An example of the ac¥ivlity of the KAPD In thls
direction can be seen durfng the  Russo-Polish
War In the summer of 1920. The KAPD called on
workers fn the munltions factorles fo stop work
and to sabotage munlitlons which were destined
for Poland, The KPD called this revolutionary
romanticlsm untll +the Comintern's Executlive
Comml+tee In Moscow made 2 simllar Appeal. The
KAPD urged workers to the highest pitch of
activity, towards the election of political
counclis and for a programme of revolutionary
sctlon, for a united front with +heir Russian
brothers as the Red Army neared East Prussia,
for +he bullding of = unlted front between
Sovlet Russla and Sovlet Germany, We wanted an



uprising to come while the KPD merely gave out
the useless slogan "Neutrality towards Russla",
From verbal passlvity they then passed over Into
action - not agalnst the bourgeoisie and their
state, but against +the KAPD which was
propagandlsing and preparing for an uprising.
In 'Rote Fahne'! and 'Freiheit! of 19th and 20+h
August, and 1In their provinclal papers there
appeared warning calls agalnst the slogans of
the KAFD. The working class, ready in many ways
for a struggle, was confused and the movement
dled away at an embryonlc stage. This s =&
+yplcal example of how the leadership of the KPD
produced confusion In the working class, W{th
regard to the 'March Actlon' (about whlich we
will have cause to speak later), and which wss
unleashed by the KPD Itself, we will see the
same dynamfc In action, thet of & movement that
had the appearance of a putsch. We constantly
sought to wliden economic struggles inte
peolitlcal struggles for the seizure of power.
The greatest struggle of thls sort was the
electricians' strike of November 1920 in Ber!ln
which flnally collapsed as & result of +he
conduct of the KPD tZentrale' In refusing to
catl for a General Strike."

Co-operation betwsan the two Communist Parties took
place during the struggle In Central Germany in
Easter 1921, In the events known as the 'March
Actlen', Thlis movement was unleashed by the
entrance of troops Inte +the Central German
industrlal regfen, in order to occupy the
factories, in particular the Leuenawerke, The
struggte was conducted by a joint district
commlisslion of the KAPD and the VKPD {these avents
occurred shartly after the regroupment of the left
of the USPD Into the KPD at the Halle Conference),
and the organisation of the fighting was in the
hands of Max Holz who belonged to the KAPD. The
result of the struggle Is well known. The KAPD
argued In 1ts press and through its member on the
Executjve Committee of the Third International,
that an essential factor which contributed to the
wrecking of the Actlon was that the VKPD Introduced

confusion Into .the ranks of thelr unprepared
members by, without any Ideologlical or
organisatlonal preparation, completing reversing

their tactlics from those previously adhered .to.
When, month after month, you propound a
parlltamentary-trade unfon tactic, I+ 1s obvious
that headquarters will not take the broad mass of
the membership with them If these +actics are
suddenly reversed., Great masses of workers don't
react to a sudden change of command [1ke a company
of soldiers In the Wilhelmite army, Instead of +he
dlalectical play of forces Invoived In &n upsurge
of proletarian activity, the KPD !'Zentrale' had set
up a putsch. The XAPD fought agalnst the declared
policy of the Third International that more than
anything It was necessary to draw the broad mass of
workers into a uniflied party and then revelutionlse
them by means of that party. |t argued +hat +his
wags an non-marxlst view of the taws of mass
psychology. The transformatfon of proletarian

fdeclogy into class consciousness cannot come by
such a means.

The leadership of the KPD at that time excused
every fallure by thls ratfonallsation: The +time
avallable to revolutlonise the masses who came from
the USPD was too short. But the passage of time
showed that the reverse was the case: +the dead
weight of the broad mass who jolned the party out
of sympathy with Soviet Russia, but without a clear
and firm inslght inta the politics of revolutlionary
class struggle were not revolutionised by the VKPD.
on the contrary the VKPD was de-revolutionfsed by
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those masses. Thls consequence was also made
manifest by the struggie within the trades unlons.

The March Actlon was to be the last attempt +o
unieash the latent revolutionary element of class
consclousness on the widest basis In a struggle for
the selzure of power, All these attempts failed
for two reasons: the fundamental opposition of both
Soclal Democracy and Trades Unlons o any active
revolutionary orlentation of class struggle, and
because of the behaviour of the KPD which wanted &
dictatorship of leaders Instead of a class
dictatorship., In additlen +o +this, +his
leadership, because of I[ts vacillating and
contradlctory conception of revolutionary pelitics,
repeatedly changed 1its poslitlons and because of
this Introduced confuslon Into the workfng class
and hindered the development of class consclousness
among the broad masses, Further to these two
factors, the failure of the revolution in Germany
was the resuft of the oppesition of the bourgeolsie
only Insofar as this Itself was dependant on the
forgoing factors. In the first few years after the
war the bourgeolsle was completely split between
the monarchical clircle and the rising 'democratic!
factlon, both politically and economleally, over
the questlon of Inflatfon and the economy, The
concentration of and unity of +the bourgecisle s
characteristle only of +the present phase of
development, This section doss not concern Itself
with the Influence of the Russlans on the German
Revolution., This comes under +the heading of the
separation of the KAPD from the Third
. International, We wlll now return t+o +he Inner
development of the party after i+s foundatlion,

The German Revolution
2, Internal Factlonal Struggles.

it has already been shown how this party arose out
of the cpposition of the membership of the KPD to
the party leadership, The party therefore gathered
up almost all the groups which stood In oppos|tion
to +the domlneering conduct of the ‘Zentralet,
without any predetermined surety that thls
opposition was homogeneous or +hat I+ had become
homogensous in [ts conception and politlical tasks.
The struggle against the oid party was accompanied
by a process of Internal clarlflication which, above
all, was directed agalnst two tendencles: agalnst
the "natlonal bolshevik" programme of the Hamburg
opposition (Fritz Wolfheim and Helnrich Laufenberg)



and agalnst the adherents of the so-celled 'Unitary
Organlsation' and denlers of the need for a party
(Otto Ruhle - Dresden).

Wolfheim and Laufenberg supported a programme
calllng for & revolutionary alllance between the
bourgeoisie and the proletarlat In favour of =&
generallsed popular uprising against Entente
tmperialism, and regarded the call to desert Issued
by the Spartakusbund In the last months of the war
as treachery.

Shortly after the foundatien of the party the
Northern Reglonal Conference, In a leaflet on 1st
May 1920, came out with an open cail In the spirit
of thls theory, slgned by Wolfheim and Laufenberg,
The Party Conference of August 1920 In Berlin -
Wajsgensee took & firm stand agalnst the theory of
+he national bolshevik group: The reglon was
expelled and rebullt anew In the course of time.
Wolfheim and Laufenberg soon lost al! Influence In
the proletariat and +together with officers and
businessmen founded a "Soclety for the Study of
German Communlsm®,

While with the natfonal bolshevliks it was only a
question of & small group whch had only a small
following of propagandisers and dld not extend
beyond one region, the controversy wlith +the
Uniflers under the leadership of Ruhle wes with an
outspokenly anarcho=syndicallst tendency which had
a wide following throughout the proletariat, It
was shot through with petit bourgeols ldeology that
above all denled the. need for a party as an organ

of the proletariat and merely calted for & coming:

together. . of the economic _
federalist  basols with full  autonomy for each
reglon, = This struggle was fought Inside the AAY
from which thls group split off to form the AAUE.
The adherents of this 'Emhelts-tendency', who based
themselves on the Amerlcan iWW and thelr ldeas of
the "One Blg Unlon®, left the party. The KAPD wel!

organlsations on  a

understood that in thelir ranks were many good and .

authentlc revolutionaries who had fatlen Into . the

extreme position of opposing all partles because of

the treachery of ‘those mass partles buflt: on
leadership princliples.  But for the preparation of
the revolution such 'an organisation. 1s. a
prerequlisite fthat can only be superceded In a

classless soclety, The position of. the KAPD on the .

question of the Party was lald out In the Theses on

the Role of the Party In the Proletarlan Revolution -

of July 1921. Because the meaning of this questlon

s of the greestest Importance, they are reprinted
below:

Theses on the Role of the Party In the Proletarian
Revolution,

1. 1t 1s the historical task of the proletarian
revolution to bring the disposal of +he wealth of
+he earth [nte the hands of the working masses, to
put an end to the prlvate ownership of the means of
production, thus renderlng Tmpossible the axlstence
of a separate, explolting ruling class., This task
involves freelng the economy of soclety from all
fetters of political power and Ts, of course, posed
on & world scale.

2, The ending of the capltallst mode of production,
the taking over of this production, and putting it
the hands of thw workling class, the ending of all
class dlvislomns &nd the withering away of
political 1institutions and the bullding of a
communist economy is a historlc process whose
indlvidual moments cannot be predicted exactly,
Nevertheless, with regard to this question, on some
pelnts the role which political power will play in
this process |s settled.

33.

3. The proletarian revolutfon is at one and +he
same tIme a polltical and an economic process,
Nelther process can be solved at a soley national
level; the creation of communism on a worid scale
Is an absolute necessity for its survival,
Therefore 1+ follows +that until +the final
destructlon of the power of capltal on a world
scale, the victorlous sectlons of the revelutionary
proletarfat stlil needs polltical power to defend
itself agalnst, and If possible attack, the
external political power of the counterrevelution.

4. In additlon 1o these reasons make
political power necessary for +he victorious
sectlons of the proletarfat, there are addi+lonal
reasons relating to the internal development of the
revolution. The revolution - viewed as a political
process - has Indeed one declislve moment, the
taking of political power. The revolution - taken
a8 an economlc process - has no such decisive
moment. Long work wlll be necessary to take over
the dlrecticn of the economy on the part of the
proletariat, to eradicate the profit motive and tao
replace it wlith an economy based upon need. It Is
self evlident that during this perlod, the
bourgeoisie wlll not remaln ldie, but will +ry to
regain power for ‘the purpose of defending their
profits. It follows that in the counfrles with a
developed democratic ldeofogy - that ¥s, in the
advanced Tndustrial counirles - +hey will seek +to
mislead the workers with democratic slogans, It Is
thus essential that the workers possess a strong,
unwavering polltical power until they have taken
over, In concrete terms, control of the economy and
broken the grip of the bourgeoisle. This perlod is
the dictatorship of the proletarlat.

which

5. The need for the proletarfat to hold political
power after the politlcal vietory of the revelution
conflrmg, as a consequence, the necessity for a
political organisation of the proletariat just as
much after as before the seizure of power,

&, The politlcal .workers' counclls (Soviets) are
the. historically determined, ‘all-embracing form of
proletarian power and adminlstration: et all times
they supercede the Individual polnts of +he class
struggle and pose the question of complete power.

7. . The  hlstorically. determined form of
organisatfon, whlch groups . together +he most
conscious and prepared proletarlan flghters, is the
party. Since +the " historical +ask of the
proleterian revolution Is communism, this party, in
its programme and f+s theory, can only be a
communist party. The Communist party must have a
thorough and worked out programmatic basis and must
be organised and dlsciplined in its entlrety from

below, as a unlified will, It must be the head and
the hand of the revolution.

B. The maln task of the Communlst party, Just as
much after as before the sejzure of power Is, in
the confuslon and fluctuations of the proletarlan
revelutlon, to be the one clear and unfllnching
-compass towards communism, the Communist party
must show the masses the way forward In all
sTtuatlions, not only in words, but also In deeds,
In all the lssues of the political struggle before
the seizure of power, It must bring out, In the
clearest manner, the difference between reform and
revolutlon, must brand every deviation +owsrds
reformism as a betrayal of the revolutlion, and of
the working class, as giving a new lease of life to
the old system of profit, Just as there can be no
community - of Interest between explolter and
exploTted, so there can be no unlty between reform
and revolutlon. Social Democratic reformlsm -



whatever mask [t might choose to wear - [s today
the greatest obstacle to the revolution, and the
last hope of the rullng class.

9, The Communist party must therefore unflinchlingly

oppose every manifestation of reformism and
opportunism with equal determlnation [In I+ts
programme, Its press, its tactics and activitles,

Especlially, I+ should never allow [ts membership to
expand faster +than the existing communist kernel
can absorb.

10. Not only seen as a whole but in Its Individual
moments +he revolutlon Is a dlalectical process; in
+he course of the revolution +he masses make
1nevltable vaclllations, The Communlst party, as
+he organlsatlfon of the most consclous elements,
must Itself strive not +o succumb to these
vacl!lations, but to put them right. Through the
clerlty and principied nature of thelr slogans,
+hefr unlty of words and deeds, thelr Involvement
in +the struggle, the correctness of thelr
predictifons, they must help the proletarlat to
quickly and completely overcome esach vecl!lation.
Throughout 1t+s actlivlity the Communlst party must
develop the class consclousness of the proletarlat,
even at the cost of belng momentarily apparently In
opposition to the masses, Only thus will fthe
party, in the course of the revolutionary struggle,
win the trust of +he messes and accomplish =&
revolutionary education of +he widest numbers.
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organlsations (BOs) which will unilte Inte Workers
Unlons ('Unlonen') and which wlll prepare for +he
taking over of production by the worklIng class,

13. The revolutionary factory organisations are the
foundations for the outbreak of s+ruggle and
actlon, +the nuclel of fighting workers, +the
forerunners and buflding blocks of the
revolutionary workers counclls.

14, In creating these class wlide organlsatlons of
the revolutlonary proletariat, the communists prove
the strength of & unlfied, unlted body. And In the
'Unfonent they show en example of communist theory
In practice, seeking the victory of the proletarlan
revolution and as a conseguence, the achlevement of
a communist econamy.

15, The role of +the party after the polltical
vietory Is dependent on the International situation
and on the development of the class consclousnass
of the proletariat, While the dictatorshlp of the
proletariat s necessery, the communist party must
do all it can to push events In a communist
direction., To this end, In all the Industrlallsed
countrles i+ 1is absolutely essentlal that +the
widest possible number of revolutlonary workers,
under the Influence of the spirlt of the party, are
actlively Invalved In  the teking over and
_ Being organlised in
‘Unionent, schooled In individual

transforming of the economy .
factorfes and

All Power to the Workers Coumcils!

11. The Communis¥ party naturally must not lose
contact with the masses., Thls means, aslide from
the obvlious duty of Indefatigable propaganda, that
1+ must afso Intervene [n any movement of the
workers caused by economic needs and attempt to
clarify such movements and develop them by
encouraging appeals for active solldarity so that
the struggles are extended, and where possible,
take on revolutionary and polltical forms. But the
Communist party cennot strengthen the spirit of
opportunism by ralsing partial reformist demands In
the name of the party.

12. The most fimportant practical activity of the
communists In the economic struggle of +he workars
lies In the orgenisation of those means of struggle
which, In the revolutlonary epoch, In all the
highly developed countries, are the only weapons
sultable for the struggle, This means +hat the
communlists must therefore seek to unlte +he
revolutionary workers, (not merely the members of
the Communist party), to help them come together in
the factories and +o bulld up *the factory

conflicts, forming committees of actlon, are the
necessary preparation which will be undertaken by
the vanguard of the working class I[+self and will

prepare them for the development of +the
revolutlonary struggle.

16. Inasmuch as the masses, after the polltical
victory of the revolutlon, are strong and ready In
the ‘'Unionen' as thelr class organtsation, +to
Introduce the basis of the dictatorship of the
proletariat Into the system of counclls, they will|
increase In Importance In relation to +the party.
Inasmuch as the masses deepen the roots of thelr
proletarian dictatorship In the consclousness of
the broad masses, the party loses Its Importance
vis a vis the workers counclls. Finally, to the
extent that the safeguarding of the revolution by
political viclence becomes unneccessary, Inasmuch
as the messes finally transform thelr dlctatorship
Intoe a communist economy, the party ceases to
exlst." (from 'Proletarlan' July 1921.)

Alt these factlon struggles, whlch were waged with



great flercensss, as was general In that perlod,
hed been resclved by the end of 1920, and had led
to a unified political |Ine.

Now controvery also raged over the questlon of what
positlon +c take towards Soviet Russle and the
Third International.

3. The KAPD and +he Third International.
Parllagentarisa and the Trades Unlon Question.

Immedfately on 1+s foundation the party had applied
for affililatlon to the Comintern In the fult
knowledge +hat on +he essential questions of
revolutionary class struggle the German members of
the Cemintern, and the Executlve of the Communist
International (ECC1) Informed by them, took a stand
In opposition to us, But there was a bellef in the
poosibitity of & change in that. .The_prolefarlnf
saw In Soviet Russia the front Illne .of the world
revolutlion, with which it expressed solidarity and
from which It expected that revolution would
materlalise among the masses of Fha wastern
eurbpean Industrial proletariat. For th'KAPD the
_ struggle withln +he Third international, which
quickly developed Into a tool of the Russian State
for making agreements with the Internatlional
bourgeolsie, became the struggle ageinst the Third
International, :

Soon after the flrst Party Conference the KAPD sent
Jung and Appel to Moscow, following.an. Tnvitation
from the ECCI which had proposed such a meeting:
the outcome of this was entlrely negative since
thelr expert on. German affalrs was Karl Radek, and
_thus 1t was obviously Tmpossible to come to a clear
definl4fon of positions, The leitmotlv of Sovlet
Russia was to Influence broad masses of workers in
the defence of Russla, since they despalred of them
unleashing a struggle on their own, o

 The KAPD. thought that white this might be
. “mppropriate for Russla, for the western European
proletariat ?he'flhs?.consldaratlbn_of_qﬂCpmmunls+
party was to have principles of the utmost clarity
~and to avoid every tendency towards compromlse: to
rely soley on increasing the mass of the membership
was a mistake, since such a membershlip’s under-
standing would stll|l be rooted In the pre~
revolutionary forms of parllamentarlsm and trades
unfons, and, In the exceptional condltions of a
revolutlonary sltuation, must go astray.

Rugafa denled the valldity of this vlewpolnt,
seeking to make contact as qulickly as possible with
the worklng ciass, Tts existing large organlsations
and thelr members who, If not adhering program-
matically to communlsm, at least were strong encugh
as a politlcal force for the Influencing of thelr
own governments In a pro-Russlan manner, or at
least so as to paralyse any tendency agalnst Sovlet
Russla. :

The KAPD criticised +this attitude from +the
standpoint of the need to take power, They falt
that all this had nothing to do with the creatlon
of the proletarian revolutlon In . Western Europe,
that the Bolsheviks were trylng to generalise on
the revolutlonary experiment outr of +helr own
experlence, They themsslves had led a tactic and a
struggle that could truly be called one of the
greatest experiments 1In history. But from a
dlalectical viewpoint the +taking of power
mecessitates a period of struggle. The proletariat
can only develop Its own consclousness through this
struggle =~ creating 1ts own vanguard from within
1tself In these struggles.
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After a few weeks the delegation returned
accompanied by a serles of admonltions to review
our party's conceptions on +he questions of
parlfament and the trades unions and +o organise a
provisional Informatlon bureav +together with the
KFD and to send delegates f¢ the Impending Second
Congress In July 1920, In spite of a wldely
distributed "Open Letter to the KAPD® +ha att+itude
of Moscow had ne Influance on our party membership.
Ruhle (who was stI71 In the party at that time) and
Merges were delegated +o attend the Second Congress
in Moscow, but they left after & few days without
even making an ettempt to put the viewpolnt of the
KAPD before the wide audlence of +the assembled
forelgn comrades. The Second Congress cllimaxed In
the wali-known '21 Theses! in whlch the KAPD saw
only the strengthening of +he development of
reformlsm. They decided to walt until +the next

Congress to see whether these requirements would be
retalned.

At the Gotha Congress of +he KAPD where +hls
decislon was ratifled the KAPD asserted once more
1ts position as a ‘'sympathlsing' party agalnst a

minority led by Pfemfert and Broh. who already
proposed breaking off all dlscusslons wi+h +the
ECCI.

But the party wanted one more opportunity to
present its opinions In Moscow and +o +he other
partles of the Third Internatlional: so 1t sent a
new delegation conslsting of Gorter, Rasch and
Schroder to Moscow to take part In another meeting.
The extended debates In Moscow and Leningrad found .
thelr cutcome 1n Gerter's book "Reply to LenIn® (a
reply to Lenin's 'Left Wing Communism'), Anton
Pannekoek!s ®World Revolution and Communlst
Tactics®, and In numerous articles In the party
press, resolutlons of Reglonal Organlsatlons, all
of which took thelr stand unanimously on the KAPD
programme. Down with Parllamantarism! Smash +the
Trade Unlensl Bulld up the BOs! Slnce these two
quastions lay at the basis of the KAPD programme
the fundamental elements are given here from party
| iterature. . : -

{a) On The Question of Particlpation In Par!iament.,

" Such power as the bourgeoisle stil| possesses In
This perlod resides In the proletarlat's fack of
autonomy and Independence of = spirit, Tha
process of revolutionary development consists In
the proletarlat emanclpating themselves from
this dependence, from the fradltions of the past
- and this Is only possible through 1%s own
experlence of struggle. . . parllsmentary
activity |s the paradlgm of struggles In which
only the l|eaders are actively involved and in
which the masses themselves play a subordinate
role, It consists In (fndividual deputlies
carrylng on the maln battle; thls is bound +o
arouse the Tllusion among the masses +hat others
can do thelr flghting for them. . .
Parllamentarism Inevitably tends to [nhlbit the
autonomous activity by the masses that Is
necessary for revolution. . . Revolutlon
requires soclal reconstruction +o be undertaken,
diffleult declslons made, the whole proletariat
Involved In creative action . . so long as the
worklng class thinks 1+ sees an easier way out
through others acting on its behalf - leadlng
agitation from a  hlgh platform, taking
decisions, giving slignals. for actlon, meking
laws - the old habits of thought and the old
waaknesses wlll make I+ hesftate and remain
passive" (from Pannekoek's HWorld Revolutlom and
Communist Tactles,)

(b) On the Question of the Unions



" The Trades Unlons erose in the perlod of
ascendant capltalsm and gave expressfon to the
tasks possible In that era as an organ of
struggle for better conditions of wages and work
Inslde the caplitallst system, Thelr propaganda
admlttedly pointed to the development of
capltalism Into socialism, but +thelr real
character developed In thelr reformist struggles
agalnst the excesses and abuses of fhe
capitallst system. In accordance with +this
function the trades unlons assumed, as +ime
passed, an even mecre capitalist character In
thelr organisational structure, A domlnating
bureaucracy arose which had control over all the
relns of the organisation, without Itself having
any roots In the productive process. Bound up
with the exlstence of this organisatlon for
better or worse the bureaucracy, of necesslity,
had to fall vietim to a system of operation
which avolded serlous disturbances thrown up by
sharpening class struggle, and served +the
Interests of confusfon and compromlse.

The membershlp of the trades unlons are divided
up according to occupation: the unlons only had
a class struggle perspective at that time, when
Capitallsm conslsted malnly of small and medium
scale factorles, with a particular hlerarchy of
skills. But the arrangement of Jobs In modern
large scale capltallsm, En glant enterprlses, in
horfzontal and vertical +trusts unlted at =&
natfonat level, In a productive milieu of
advanced technology and Interchangeable
categorles, changes all this". (from the KAPD
pamphlet Trades Unlons +to0 +The Rescue of
CapltalIsm) '

(c) The General Workers' Unlon (AAU) and Factory
Organlsation (BO)

" The AM s the first foundatlon stone In the
bullding of the council organisation. |+ must
thus bulld itself up In the factorles as cells
of production. In the factorfes the proletariat
stands next to one another as class comrades.
Here the masses stand amongst the machinery of
productlfon and the reproduction of soclety,
Here the revolutlontsing of consciousness can ba
brought about soley on the basis of class
Interests, not of capitalist ones: the craft
Interests of the worker are submerged In his
befonging to a mass and thls awareness flows In
an [nexhaustable stream from men to man. The
factory organisation Is the predetermined cell
of +the ‘Unlonen': +t+he ‘Unlonen' 1z +the
organlsational unity of these cells.  the
Indfvidual BD - Yo which the unemployed also
belong - sre grouped eccording to geagraphical
and economlec areas, tThese economlc: areas
conforming as far as possible +o definite
economlcal ly Interdependent areas." (from the
KAFD pamphlet The General Workers Unlon. Berlin
1923,) ‘ .

As an result of the above mentioned negotfations
the KAPD was, In the Autumn of 1920, given a flxed
place on the Executive Committee of the Third
International. The party also sent I+s delegates
but no kind of practical consequence waa attalned,
even though Bukharin, Radek and others shared, on
many polnts, the criticisms of +he conduct of the
leaders of the KPD that the KAPD had. But they
sttll promoted the entry of the KAPD membership
Into the KPD and, above all, activity In Par!lament
and the trades unlons., They thus held the opinfon
that all that was necessary In order to turn +hese
counterrevolutionary organlsations In a revolut-
lonary dirsction was the activity of resl revelut-
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lonaries Inside them., They denled the valldity of
the oppesing viewpolnt, that from the viewpolint of
the development of class struggle these histor-
ically bypessed organs could not be revolutionised,
but rather this effort would absorb revalutlonary
energles needed elsewhere: a viewpoint which the
KAPD believed it had demonstrated from 1+s dafly
practlce. The remalning six months close contact
with Moscow clrcles allowed us desp Insights into
the structure of the Russlan reconstruction, an
understanding of the mentality of +he leadIlng as
well es the most varled layers of the proletarlat,

For our delegates were glven unlimited freedom of
movemenf. o . ’

 Herman Gorter

A desp Impression was made on the KAPD delegates by
the passionate Intersst which +he Russlan
proletarlat took: at mass meetings In +he events In
Germany, all the more so sinee +he Russlan
proletariat had been greatly confugsed by Paul
Levits pamphlet against +he KPD leadership In the
March Actlon and on the bases for dissention within
the leadership between Klara Zetkin and the radlcal
wing led by Reuter frleslands, In personal
dlscusslons with Lenln, It transpired thet though
he resclutely condemned +he general line of Levl,
In relatlon to the March Actlon he thought him
corract. The close touch kept with the non-Russlan
members of t+he ECCl showed clear|y that though many
sections adhered to the Third International ocut of
genulne proletarlan enthuslasm, this enthuslasm was
not based on a clear Marxist understanding., This

was especlally clear wlth regard to the delegates
of the English party,

In the summer of 1921 the Third Congress took place
and at 1+ the KAFD members Bergman, Hempel, Sachs
and Seeman once more took part [n the discussions,
basing thelr contributlions on the positions of the
party, so far as thls was possible In ‘the shortened

time allowed for speeches, end by the rejection of
thelir proposals.



Apart from thess dlscussions, In one particular
case the KAPD were the only forelgn deliegation
which supported the t'Workers Opposition' led by
Alexandra Xollontal within the RKP on the questlon
of Internal Russian pollcies. The demand placed on
the KAPD st the end of the Congress +o merge with
the KPD and accept the '21 Theses' was rejected by
[+. Since the delegation unanimously expressed
thls position, It was not allowed +o say so In open

sesslon and at & closed meeting of the ECCI +he
followlng statement was read out:

" The KAPD delegates were given a renswed order by
*he concluding sesslfon of the Congress to merge
the KAPD with the KPD and mlsc regarding Its
relationshlp with +he Third Internatfonal,
Fully aware of +the serlousness of our
responsibl1ity the delegatlion has come to the
fol lowing decision unanimously.

The tactlcal struggle of this Congress sgainst
the KAPD has taken the form of =2 struggle
against a political opponent whose arguments
were portrayed as useless and whose exlstence as
a political factor was typlfied as Irreievant.
Thus we see!

1) For several weeks the delegates to the
Congress recelved & caricature of the KAPD
through distorted articles In the Russian Press,
In  "Communist Internetionat™ and In the
newspapers of the Congress while our corrections
and explanations are not even printed,

2) During the Congress the curtailment of free
expressfon of our opinlons was put Inte
operation, The Intentlon of this tactic was
made clear a+ the end when during the
dliscussions of the affalrs of the KAFD, we were
aliowed onty half an hour's +ime to speak, Thus
we were forced to refuse In order not to become
willing participants In & farce,

Thls formal behavliour Is Intimately connected
with +the political orientation which +the
Communist Internattonal, under the Influence of
the Russlan comrades, s taking. The events of
the Congress has shown +that the polltical
viewpoint of Paul Levl has triumphed, - Formal
edherence to the March Actlon Is thus reduced to
a revolutlonary gams, Without any guarantees
the Czech party, under “the opportunist
leadership of Smeral, has been become a full
sectlon of the |International on the basis of
completaly empty promises, We have already
spoken of the |tallan Socinllst party, which has
Just concluded a derl with the Fascistl. The
principle of participation 1In  bourgeois
pariiaments has been reafflrmed, desplte the sad
experlence of this tactic In Germany, Austria
France etc., In spite of the carlcature of
trevolutionary parl!liamentarism®, The doomed
politics of work Inside the oid trades unlons
has been endorsed., This means, In splte of all
the phraseclogy, a capitulation to the Amsterdam
Infernatlonal, and has underlined the swindle of
economic perllamentarism. The Congress even
toyed with the notion of revolutionlsing the co-
operative movement,

This, as Is becoming clear to everyone, Iis a
continuation of +he path chosen at the Second
Congrese, the path of error, of abandonment of
the revolutlonary road for that of reformism,
from the path of struggle to the tactics of
negotiation and diplomacy, of +he glossing over
of differences, The protest reglstered by us to
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the protocel on the adoption of the Theses on
Tactics qives ample confirmation of this.,

These are the conslderations around which one
must conslder the damand for us to merge wlth
the KPD In order to understand that, for the
KAPD, such a demand Is qulte Impossible. thls
merger would mean our submissien to a party 1n
the process of disintegrating, and In which, due
to the [nfluence of this Congress, reformlsm is
now dominant, OCur sllencing by use of an
organlisetion hostile to us - {using press,
finance, leadership ¢cllques) glives no
possibi{lty of any kilnd of healthy entry into
such a party on any kind of real basis. From
these considerations, and without any other
mandate from our party, the opinlon of our
delegation s that wi+h one volce we refuse to
merge with the KFD, In splite of our mandate our
exlt from the Third International Is not the
last word: our members will speak for
themselves. They themselves wil| reply ta this
path of reformism and opportunism, The
International proletariat will hear our reply.

We are qulte clear about our responsfbitity to
the German working class, towsrds Soviet Russia,
towards the world revolution and they will not
tet us be bound by the Congress! resolutions,
IT tlves and goes on [ts way and we are going
with it, 'In the service'.n

When the outcome of thls Congress was publlshed the
KAFD's membership answered with an unegulvocal
agreement wlth thelr delegates. The party
formallsed I+s departure from +he Comintern on the
basis of an almost unanimous agresment of &l the
Individual economlc reglons. .

Together wlth opposi+tion groups from the Dutech and
Bulgarfan pertles, who had Iikewlse seceded from
sections adhering to +he Comintern, the Communist
Workers International was founded ‘In Aprll 1922
which functioned as an organfsatlon Bureau whose
task was the keeping of contact between fraternal
parties. The further development of the party will
be only brlefly mentloned here.

Consldaring the enormohs havée wraaked by bourgeals
class Justice in our ranks, the centinued existence

of the party through the decllne of the
revolutionary wave Is It+self a conslderable
achievement, At this time of defeat the party

stll1 regards Its maln task to be to propagandl se
among the proletarlat and recreate an understandlng
of the character of the organisations necessary for
the revolutionary class struggle and to hold on to
The theory that In the next wave of revolution and
deepening of proletarian consclousness, the cless
can only succeed fn 1ts tasks by completely

breaking with pre-revolutlonary methods of pursuing
Tts Interests,

Note. Many of the materlals mentioned and quoted
by Refchenbach are avaljable In English., Some have
appeered In Pannekoek and Gorter's Marxism edited
by D.A. Smart, or In Pannekoek and the Workers
Councils edited by Serge Briclaner, others have
been published by such as the CHO and CBG Tn lssues
of thelr publications, Recently & complete text of
Gorter's Open Letter to Lenlnwas publlshed by
Wlldeat and +he CBE has many other KAPD materials
translated or In French and German awalting
translatlon Including further pariphlets by Gorter
and the complete transcripts of the flrst three
Congresses of +the KAPD in German. Ald with

translation and publlishing would be welcomsed from
interested readers.



AN OPEN LETTER TO THE C.B.G.

In a text written exactiy ten yesrs ago In which 1
contrasted our situation with that of the Bolshevik
party, | wrote:

* In 1903 the Party could afford +o

pay about thirty full time
distributors of |ISKRA. (Tha+t+ 1is
considerably larger "~ +than many
organisations today). By 1508%
there were Jus+t under 10,000
Bolshevliks. As a result of +he
Tnsurrectlon +that rese to 34,000
fn 1906. In the same perlod there
were about 14,000 Mensheviks. I'n
the RSDLP as & whole In 1907 there

were 24,000 excludling the Bundist,

Polish and Lettish sectlons . ,

All  this has to set agalnst a

total working cless population of

perhaps 3.9 milllon,"
{Another Look at the Organlisation
Bulletin Two)

Question.

In the foundling fext of the CBG, ) quoted the above
extract and added:

" of course it I's net Just a
questlon of numbers, The numbers
are only an expression of the much

more Important polltical reality
that the Bol!sheviks, and the other
revolutionary fractfons, were a
tiving part of the class. Neoting

the slze and influsnce of ‘the
revolutionary fractlons is merely
another way of understandling that
revolutionary politics were firmly
Implanted In the class! own

consclousness and tradition.

Today we _are almost unlmaginably
remote from that sltuation., We are
confronted wlth -~ at best - a few
hundred communists 1In the whole
vorld attempting to intervene in a
worklng class  totally unfaml!ilar

wlth revolutionary posltlons and I+ts
own revoiutionary heritage and whlch
remalns taotally unaware of our
exlistence . . . He have to be clear
that the situatlon facing us today
Is unprecedented for revolutlonaries
prioer to a revolution.”
(A New Regroupment. Bulletin Three)

|f comrades will bear with me,
one last time:

I wil1 quote myself

" The re-emergence of the revolut-
lonary movement &t the end of the
Sixtles had as 1t+s foundatien the
cruclal assumption *that 1) +the
economic crisls of capitalism was
world-wide, inescapable and
Inexcrably deepenina: 2) Inm +his
perlod the proletariat was an
undefeated, revolutionary class
and would respond =approprlately
with the unfoldlng of the crisis:
3) the revolutionary movement
would also grow in slze,
organisatlon and Its finfluence on
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.the ctlass, The past decade has
seen the flrst +two assumptfions
dremetically conflrmed whilst the
revolutlonary fractions of the
class remained +tiny, fragiie and
ITsolated with no Indications
aopearing of +he mechanism which
will +eke us from where we are
today to the party which witl be
demanded by the revolutionary
upheaval of tomorrow."

(Edi*orlal. Bulletin One)

None of this was wrltten in a defeatlist spirit. |+
was part of an attempt to make a realistie
asgessment of how best to organise our work and to
argue that we could only apply the lessons of the
last revolutlonary wave {f we understood the
cruclal differences In the two perlods. All of It
was written virtually a decads ago at a polnt which
stands almost exactly half-way between the first

re-emergence of organisations of Left Communism and
the present,

Where do we find ourselves .today? The economic
crisls has certainly déepened and proved
Inescapable. While the resilience of the ma jor
Western economies, particularly In the |lght of +he
staggering US budget and trade deflcl+ts, has proved
“surprising, +the price has clearty been a catas-
trophlc deepening of crisls In the Third world and

the Eastern Bloc, which today stands on the edge of
an abyss.

The working ciass remalns undefeated and hes
maintalned a militancy and willingness +o fight the
escalating onstaught on their standard of living,
particularly In Russfa and i+s former satallltes.
However 1t is true to say that we have seen a
definite and continuing Impasse in the maturation
of political consciousness within the class. Evan
the high polnt of +he Polish events, where an
ablilty to sweep aside sectoral divisiong and a
high degree of self-organisation were displayed,
dead-snded In nationalism and +the birth of
Sotldarnosc. Disturblngly the highest levels of
militancy In Russia and the Eastern Bloc co-exlst
with frighteningly strong bourgeclis Ideclogies,
Natlonatism, ethnic divislons, democratic illusians
of partiamentarism.and reformism, myths about the
beneflts of a "free market",al| welgh heavlly on
the proletarlat, It is true to say +hat the
development of working class consciousness has baen
@ much more hesitant, lengthy and confused process
than we Tmagined twenty years ago,

However when we turn to the revolutionary miileu we
find our original assumption of a process of
arganlisaticnal galns,  numerical growth  and
Inereasing Influence, brutally confounded. In some
respects we are actually worse off than we were at
the very beglnning, twenty years ago. Numerieally,
my educated guess would be that we have actually
experienced a certaln amount of shrinkage of the
infinitely small several hundreds of the early
Seventles, The largest proportlion of milltants
currently actlve were founder members, or very
early recruits, of +the exlsting organisatfons.
Very few new mflltants have appeared, certatnly in
the past decade. Today we could probably get every
communist milltant on a couple of Jumbo jets.



Our influence on the class remains what 1+ always
was — functionaly zero. The world proletarlat Is
Ignorant of our exlstence, let alone our polities.
In practical terms, the Interventionary work of +he
mlitfeu as a whole, In terms of papers sold and
leaflets distributed, has certainly diminished.

On an organisational level, +he mllieu has
certainly lost  ground, The Internaticnal
Conferences begun In 1976, had by 1980 baen

destroyad by the sectarian manoeuvres of the CWO
and Battaglia Communista, No other forum for
fraternal debate and confrontetlon has appeared.
The marriage of Battaglia Communista and the CWO
has dead-ended in embarrassing stagnation, The
most Important organisation within the milieu, the
only one to establish a convincing Internetional
presence, the ICC, was almost destroyed by a series
of damaging spll+s. Today, |Its sectarlan,
monel ithic and parancld practice has created such
antipathy within the milieu, I+ is no longer a
credible focus for regroupment. Within +he mllieu
as a whole, sectarlanism and mono!ithism Is
compoundad by rancour and hostl|ity.

On the questlon of political clarity, comrades have
argued that there are sligns of clear degeneration
within elements of the milleu, partlcularly on the
question of the party and on the understanding of
+he fundamental of caplitalist decadence.

Part of the programmatie bedrock of the Left

Communist milfeu is a bellef that the leadershlip of
revolutionary fractions s an Indlspensable part of
the revolution. We are not an aptional extra, a
useful accelerator, we are essential. No matter
how militant the class are, no matter how advanced
the gains made at any gliven moment in the heat of
the struggle, without the hlstoric overview and
programmatic clarity unique +to revolutionary
fractlons, momentary high polnts must remaln
cul-de-sacs. We do not belleve I+ possible for a
revolutionary procgramme to be generated
spontanecusly in the heat of struggle. Without a
revolutionary perspective the class, no matter how
militant, cannot continue to defend [+self on i+s
own terraln.

Without entering Into any argument about what
preclse percentage of the working class Is requlred
for revolutionary fractlons to be able to carry out
thelr role, It seems beyond debate that a couple of
Jumbe jets-worth is absolutely Tnadequate +o the
task. If the proletariat were to enter Its
declsive struggles with +the current revolutionary
milleu, comrades, | think we would have to agree
that the game was up. We do not have sufficient
numbers and strength to exerclse ‘even .a homeopathic
influence, Even 1f we were to miracutously acquire
the propaganda facllitles sufflcient to Influence a
significant fraction of the class, there Is no way
we could absorb the subsequent Influx of worker
members., A pre-existing organisatlonal structure
Is required, The Bolsheviks, wlth a start of
10,000, managed to cope with an influx of several
hundred thousand out of & class of 3,5 million.
How could a group of dozens absorb millfons?

It was atways part of the CBG's understanding that
the specifliclty of +the proletarlat!'s existence
wlthin the perlod of capitalism's decadence
necessarily meant the 1isoletlon of revolutlonary
fractions from the day to day life of the class.
We accepted that thet probably meant a relatively
smaller revolutfonary milleu than In the run up to
the last revolutlonary wave and that growth would
be slow, perhaps largely confined to the aftermath
of hlgh points of class struggle. What was
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assumed, Tmplicitly, was a dilute version of the
process we Saw durlng the perlod of ascendance. A
slow, ongeing accumulatlon of those alements and
indlvlduals attracted to polltteal and revolut-
lonary work fortifled by the converting of elements
from those sectlons of the working class won over
by our Interventlonary work at the high polnts of
struggla. In other words, a slow but definite

growth linked to a deepening crizls and growing
milltancy.

In fact, we have seen nothing |lke that. We have
seen no growth, no gradual accumuietlon. All we
have seen through the entire 1ife of this mllieu is
8 trickle of individusls and a handful of grouplets
with a handful of members each, In total, f(nsuf-
fliclent to make up for our losses.

I+ has to bé sald that +this Is pot a temporary
phenomenon, nor is It confined to +he Iifetime of

the current mltieu. Slinge the death of the last
revolutionary wave, throughout the perlod of
decadence, we have never seen the Independent

emergance of a significant communist movement,
capable of Influencing and regrouping slgniflcant
fractions of the working class,

In the hlstory of the profetarlat the emergence of
such fractlons has been conflned to the period of
ascendance, when revolutionary elements = and
politlcs could function alongside and withln mass
organs of the class, when the fight for the Minimum
and Max[mum programmes could happlly coexlst, As a
consequence revolutionarles were a !iving part of
the class and its struggles. They were a flghting
element Tn the day to day I[fe of the class. Their
militants and thelr pollties were femlllar to the
class, The revolutlonary fractions whlch ted the
last revolutionary wave emerged from the decay of
the mass organisatlions of the Second International
whlch regrouped mlllions of workers., Likewlse, the
left communlst fractlons we trace our roots to,
emerged from the decay of the mass organlisatlons of
the Third Internatfonal, again regrouping milllons
of workers, We have seen nothing on that scale
since,

Fundamental to our political understanding Is the
knowledge that mass organs of the class can have no
permanent exlstence outslde acts of struggle In the
perlod of decadence. . The speciflc conditions which
produced the Bolsheviks and the KAPD wll] not exlst
In our perfod.

- The rupture betwsen the class and i+s revolutlonary
fractlons In decadence has meant the Inevitable
diminution, If not actuat disappearance, of
revolutionary perspectives within the ranks of the
class, Militancy, the wlllingness to reslst +the
onslaughts of Capital I an essential prerequisite
of the revolutionary process. But of i+self It is
Insufficlent, ™ There must also exist at some level
within the class, a belief, a knowledge, that
everything must change and “that change must be
located In +the Interests of +he class. The
possibillty of revolutionary change, of & communist
goal -must have spme currency within the |ife of the
class. The exlstence of revolutionary fractlions is
Inextrlicably and dialectically Iinked to this. The
materlal basls within which that (ink functloned In
the period of ascendance has disappeared. We know
the Immedlate consequences of +that = minuscule
fractlons and an apparent lack of revotutlonary
perspective to the militancy of the class,

The question s, can we locate the materlal basis
in our own perled which wll! replicate the
slgnificant and vital revolutionary milleu of the



past? Comrades might argue that the crisis Is not
deep enough nor the class struggle sufflclantly
developed for the necessary favourabls condi+fons.
But what sre we going to see In the future that we
have not already seen at some level already In the
past querter of a century? In the Third Worid we
have seen sbsclute pauperisation and explosions of
mass violence in strikes and food rlots., In the
Industrialised west we have ssen the set piece
struggles of the industriel proletarlet, the steel
strlkes, the miners strikes, the disappearance of
the shlpyards etc. We've seen the street rlots of
the relatively pauperised poor and |umpen
proletariat, In the eastern blee, In Poland we
heve seen struggles embrace the vast bulk of the
working class, sweeplng away sectoral divislons and
posing the gquestion of state power. HNone of +his
has seen the emergence of revolutfonary fractions,
None of +this has produced an increase in +he
existing milleu, We can expect the future +to
produce an Increase In the scale of these evants
but can we see a qualltative +transformstion of
them, whilst lacking a signiflcant revolutionary
movement? Today the proletarlat of Russia and the
Eastern bloc stand on *+he brink of Immense confllct
on a scale wa have not yet seen. ]

They do so_
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entlrely without revolutionary fractions while the
flags of natlenalism, ethnic divisien, soclal
democracy etc, are waving In +he breeze. Our
potltlcs Tnsist that they face at best an Impasse
and et worst bloody defeat whlle +they are
politically disarmed.

Our politlcs could be wrong of course, Perhaps
revolutionary fractions are unnecessary, or can be
generated withln t+he revolution itself. But If we
stand by our polltical foundatlons we are faced
with the task of explaining where the revolutlonary
movement ls golng to come from, of locating and
understanding the mechanlsm which will produce [+t
and explalnling why we have seen no sfign of It sc
far. If we fall to do this we are left with plous

hopes that something, somehow will +turn up. I+
seems to me that wishful thinking Is not.a very
Impressive additton to the armoury of dlalectical
materialism. - .

Cormack




