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THIS PIRCE IS NOT WRITTEN WITH THE INTENTION OF INDULGING IN.A HISTORICAD

DEBATE WITH COMRADE QLIFP. THR TRSQINNS FOR US AT PRESENT ARE CLEARLY SPELT ouT

IN THE FINAL SECTION, | o

It is first of all necessary to explain why this short pzmplilet is being produced
at all, The National Committee has recently decided to effect changes in the
orientation and content of Socialist Worker. A document has been accepted on

"Making Socialist Worker a Workers Paper”,

For the membership at large this debate has, a2t best, entailed one article in
the journal on 'Lenin's Pravda' and an article in the Aprill1974 internal bull-
~etin which had limited circulation before the National Committee decigion was
taken. At worst it has meant 1ittle more than o letter from the Ketional
Secretary explaining the dismissals of Comrades Protz and Higgins,

Not only is such a discussion amongst the membership inadequate. 1t was based
on misleading and incomplete infdrmation.ciiff's'article on Pravde distorted
the reality and relevance of Lenin's Pravda,

It is hoped that this short work will set the record straight on Lenin's view
of the newspaper. It is to be hoped that the lessons for us all today can +--. .
therefore become clearer. These lessons are caually relevant both to the
advocates of a new sityle Socialist Worker and fo.those others who seem to have
argued so far in the debbte that the old style Soelalist Worker was adequate

to the tasks of building a revolutionary party, zive or take a few changes,

KHHE KXE XRE HEK AN HWE FRE XX XN XEK KL XAR KERF HXE FHE AAE ®xp EXE KNX RxH

LENIN AND THE REVOLUTIONARY PATER. ISKRA (The Spark )
The first all-Russian illegal Marxist paper was established by Lenin in 1900, Tt

was published abread and smuggled into Russia, It played an importent role in
uniting the fragmented local socialist groups in Russia into = united workers
party.(The Russian Social Democratic Lebour Party: ) Lenin had clear ideas ag
to what his paper, Iskra, was trying to do.

The essence of Lenin's views on the paper at that time con be summed up simply.
He argued that the party centre must have its own organ. lih:'Ls organ must carry . K
the ideas of Socialism into the heart of the working class movement, This must
be done not throuzh an abstract and lecturing form but through a living dynamic
j&escription of the political situation within which the workers struzsgle takes
place.

Iskra aimed to do this , "in the form of exposures of what our government and
governing classes are doing at this very moment in all spheres of life"(What is
to be done,)

To Lenin such a peper must expound the programme of the party, its long term ¢

[ l

strategy. It must analyse the doﬁ%se, changes and developmgﬁ¥m5f'the capitalist:

economic system. It must analyse the strategy and tactics of the ruling class,

(In this context we can see that what is wrong with soccialist Worker is wmot the
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cither idle parasitic consumers or as viscious profiteering exploiters....

its doings 'as & class ' , its theoreticians and it¥s plans are in fabt.not
exposed enough.)The revolutionary paper, as emvisaged by Lenin at this time,
must also explain the political differences within the working ¢lass movement

and must expose the strategy and tactics of all non- revolutionary elements in th

class, It is this first and foremosti...on organ of political direction to the
members, the sympathisers and the class at 1arge;' '
By the above means it becomes an organiser of the party's support. lenin
describes the role of Iskra in an early number of the paper.

"he role of & newspaper however,is not limited solely to the disseminaticn
of ideas, to political education, amnd to the enlistment of political‘allies. A

newspaper is not only a collective propogandist and a colleotlve agitator, it is

— —
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alsoc a collective orpanlser. In this last respect it may be likened to the

scaffolding roun# a building under construction, which marks the contours of

the structure and facilitates communication between the builders, enabling

them to distribute the work and to view the common results achieved by their
organiged labour, With the aid of the newspaper..apermanent organisation will
naturally take shape that will engage, not only in local activities, but in
regular general work, and will train 1+s members to follow political events
carefully, appraise their significence and their effect on the various strata of
the population, and develop effective means for the revolutionary party to
influence these events., * (Where to Bepin; Iskra no 4 , May1901. )

Lenin at this time argued for the maximum degree of involvement of workers
from. ‘all over Russias in this work,At this time the party and the press were

'totally 11legzel, as aresult the numbers involved were much smaller than in the

1912-1914 period., Lenin early enunciated this as a principle of a revolutionary
sccialist paper that sets it apart from the bourg901s press.

"Let everyone who reg gards this organ as his own and who is conscious of the
duties of a Social-Democratic Party member abandon once and for gll the bourgeois
habit of thinking and argulng as is customarj towards 1egélly published papers-—‘
the habit of feeling; it 1s their business to write and ours to read.All
Social Democrats must work for the Social democratic paper. We ask everyone to

contribute and especially the workers, lee the workers EEEMKEdFSt opportunity

it — s —

to write fgf_ggg_gﬂggr, tor write about. 9031t1ve1y sverything, to wrlte as much
a;%EEg§_55531bly can sbout their daily lives, interests and work. ' (Letter to
a group of comrades ;Nov 29th 1904).

Such a paper, which explained and developed the party's programme and tactic
which centralised the experience of struggle of the class, which drew its
readership into participation in its creation would produce an educated party
membership, This membership would be clear on the fundamentsls of its politics.

o

informed on the development of the struggle end flexible in its use of tactics &



LENIN AND PRAVDA.

We have seen that Lenin's position-on the revolutionary paper wees- well

formed long before he commencss his work for Pravda,His practica.. work involved
being elther editor or chief contrlbutorrto various (illegal )party central
organs(i.e., Proletary,vperyod, Sotsial Demokrat), a whole series of illegal
workers papers and during 1905/6 the legal Novaya Zhizn (New LIfe).

Throughout this period, right up to 1917 revolution lenin's Bolsheviks were

in constant hattle with other non revolutionary tendencies in the Russian
labour movement and within the Social Democratic Party. After the revolution

in Russia in 1905 the Bolsheviks represented the most militant workers.in

the major industrial towns.However the need to combat other tendencies always

remained a central requirement of the Dolshevik press,

Lenin therefore , in 1912,had a consistant political position on the nature
and purpose of the party press and a long experience of working for it.

Cliff's arvtidle in I.8. no 67 contains much unexcéptionable material on the role

of Pravda. It does however contain fundamental errors  both in what 14 says and F-3i

fails to say. As the article 1s in fact intended as theoretical justification
for a number of practical chanzes in I.S.'s pregent orientation we cannot
take these errors lightly.

The main differences with Cliff are as follows.
1) an oversimplificaticn of the role Pravda plqyed in bullding the olshev1ks.
2) an overestimation of the role of Lenin in the creation of Pravda and i
its production
3)Alongside an overestimation of the organiS1ng role of Pravda Cllff underest~
-imates the political role of Pravda in wimning the leadership of the'-'"

PRt
Ru551an Working class for revolutionaries against all contendlng reformlst

_ideas, With the onset of the First World War most of the party organisation

was smashed and Pravda closed down. But the education of cadres was to bear

fruit when the party was rebuilt in 1917.

Pirstly we must be clear thet the weakness of the party in the 1910/44 period
was very different to the weakness which now fzces I.S. If it is true, as CLliff
says, that the Bolsheviks 'hardly existed as an organisation' we must be clesr
thét‘the emphasis should fall on these last three words "as an organisation®,
Police persecution had indeed broken the  links of communication, arrested

and deported hundreds of party activists and broken up many committees, But

the Bolsheviks were a leading tendency in the Russian Working class mowement.
Thousands of workers knew their progrcrme , had worked with them or had been
party members hetween 1905 and ?907 (the figure of 45,000 members in 1907 is

the correet one. In Moscow the paritv had: actually led ar avrmed 4mnairmmosd oo

e
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Contd) overwhelming majority of workers in the phoney Parliement (The state
Duma). |
T4 is ludicrous then to paint Pravda as the means by which the Bolshsviks won
their dominstion in the Russian working class., This dominance was won for the
party by the worker cadres trained by the party. '
One small example will guffice to demonstrate this. In 1910 the Russian Working
class began to stir'agaih; The party too began to take new 1life. Lenin argued
for the Bolsheviks to establish a particular paper to take account of these
-changes . The paper (Rabochaya Gazets.....'The Workers Newspaper) was announced
by Lenin in 1910, In the quoted extract below he describes the relation of the
party to the worker militants of the time end argues for the shape Rabochaya
Gazeta should take.ivensose v ,the working class musi also reorganise its
own party...It is bringing leaders from its own ranks to feplace the
intellectusl leaders. A new type of worker member is coming forward , one
who independently conducts all the Papty's affairs and is able tc weld
tbgether unite and organise ten and hundred times more proletarian masses
than his predecessor did.’
It is to this new worker that we address our Ragochaya Gazeta first and

foremost. This worker has oukgrown the age when "he could enjoy being talked
oM Jnteed MBI

to in baby lanbuﬁge, and being fed with milk porridge. He now needs to know

everythlng about the party's political alms, Party building and the 1nner

st s s T

Aparty struggle ."(0ct., 1910, No punches were to be pulled in terms of outlin-

'—1ng the strategic and theoretical Aifferences between the Bolsheviks and

other;groups in the labour movement. Lenin argued that this was cruclal o

the "process of welding together a baslc party core of class conscilous

—— oo e <P

social democratic workers,"

T

We may say then that more than a simply written paper built the class

conscious core upon which the Uolshevik party was to flower again.

CLiff is also absolutely wrong to suggest that Pravda was the creation of
Lenin. In 1910 Lenin had been unenthusiastic about suggestions for a

daily workers paper. However the party workers in Petersburg insisted that they
wanted a daily paper. I. April 1911 another organ of the Belsheviks, a

weekly paper called Zvegda, established a commissicn %o explore the matter

and opened its pages tg.the worker resders to discuss the matter.The balance

of opinion wes heavily in favour of a legal daily paper. It was Hoped that this
would win the workers away from the cheap “ourgeois ress that had started

on a daily basis.Worker correspondents sugzested that the paper should he

written more by workews themselves , arguing that meny previous publications

had talked down to the workers and gyoided issues that the intellectual
RS |
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(contd) .They wanted the paper run by the workers themselves ywritten in
reagsonably simple 1anguage.yetrograd worker Bolsheviks urged this new course
on Lenin in summer 1911 at g party school held near Paris, They argued their case
again at a party conference held in Prague in January 1912, Lenin agreed. But

before going any further it must be remembered, and Cliff again does not find it

heceéssary to make this point, that the Bolshev1ks also kept at their dlsposal ‘ -
the following regulat publications w1th & worker readership during the period of
e DU 7T mmmmn o PP QUTINE A8 DeTiod
the publication of Pravdas.ees ! 'a a weekly paper with longer a.rtlcles, Z
e e S S ——

'Prosveshcheniye! (Enllghtenment) a monthly theoretical Journal, and Sot31a1

Democrat s the regular uncensored illegal organ of the Central Committee of the

A bolshevik deputy in the duma (Parliament) in fact directed the founding of
the dally paper. This process involved the raising of 14,000 rubles, of which
4000 rubles were raised by workers collections. On January 21 1912 Zvezda went
twice weekly, and from March 8th it began to appear three times a week, Uver this
short period of time its circulation was boosted from 7,000 to 30,000. A court
decision resulted in the need to change the papers name when it went daily, and
80 on April 22 nd Pravda was born,

It was a four page paper.wBQ the first and secong pages were five short artlcles
(300-500 words)., They mostly concerned wconomic matters, but the pages also
contained poems. “n the remaining pages were the first issues of what were to be
very popular feature sectionge——e—e "Chronlecle', 'In the Workers Movement!, 'Strlkes
in Progress', 'Duma Affairs! ete. It was initially a great success. In ﬁprll and

May between 40,000 and 60 1000 copies per issue were sold,

Cliff seeks to give the impression of Lenin as the satisfied leader and formulator

of Pravda's politics,This is untrue and serves to avoid the criticisms and
reservations Lenin had of Pravda.Cliff's pieture of Lenin writing simple ARG

articles for the paper is a deliberate distortion., By this Cllff avoids any
dlscu351on,of the political role Tenin expected Pravda to pla&wggmzzgngzgglan working

e — D
class movement
. " %

R

e

The Bolsheviks had just finally split from other tenden01es in the Ru551an Jocial .
Democretic Party.Principally the split was with n group called the'llquldators'
They wanted to LIQUIDATE the illegal crganisations of the ‘Party into a broad
legal labour party. This was not Just a gquestion of whether or not the apparatus
should bBe legal ox illegal., It was basically a question of a bread legal party
having to be non revolutionary in its programme in order to remain -legal, Lenin
'nd the Dolsheviks argued that the illegal party, and only the illegal party would
he free to stick to the'illegal ! revolutionary programme to which so many workers
12d been won in 1905, Lenin and the Bolsheviks had also split with a group

lubbed 'the conciliators'. These, including Trotsky, wanted 4o maintain unity

I P T 1 i - -
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to back up his point that what Lenin looked %o in Pravda was the simpliclty of
its languaze we will také up here the relationship between Pravde and the
Iiquidators, Lenin's first article did nect appear until issue no 13 {May 8th )

and no further articles appeared until July 12th, In Lenln s own words he had

'Neither information, nor guidance, nor supervision of the paper, ' In fact

P NI RIS [—

Lenin was in bitter dispute with the editors of Pravda through&ut the sprzng
"_.——"__-_—N%

[ —

and gummer of 1912 He considered that they were deliberately watering down the

polemics aga&nst the liquidators so as nct to alienate the readership of the
paper . Lenin considered such a course to be disastrous to the furure of the
revolutionary movementkin Russia. IN her'memoiries of Lenin' Krupskaya (Lenin's
wife )Yhas this to say.

"A determined struggle had to be waged against the liquidators. That is why
Vliadimir Ilyich (Lenin) was so upset when Pravda deliberately struck out from
his articles all his arguments in opposition to the liguidators. He wrote engry
letters to. Pravda protesting against this, Only gradually did Pravdae join the -
struggle, " A

An example of what Lenin was objecting to can be seeh in this early lead
article entitled 'our Aims ' written in fact by none other than J.Stalin.....
"Pravda will call first and foremest for unity.in the class: struzgle, for
”ﬁnity at all costs....Peace and cooperation within the movement- that is what
Pravda will be guided by in its daily work., "

By July Lenin was complaining,'WHy does Pravda persistently and systemat~
-ically strlke out any mention of the liquidators both from my articles and
from those of other colleagues 7 " The editors in fact refused to prlnt Lenin's
arthles 4n some cases. One of the editors, MS Olminsky,had this to say in a
letter to Lenin.<.."the form of your article should not be polemical". (Out
of 284 pieces contributed by Lenin to Pravda in its 2 years of existence 47

were 'Killed' by the editors).

Lenin made his argument in the following way. "...our times are times

of desperate confusion and we can't do witﬁout polemics....You'canLEJgggi

JEE&EEEEEE?S from the workers ag Pravda is doing; its_&gggful fatal ,rldlculous.

...Pravda will perish if it is only a popular‘, p051t1ve' organ, that is certaln

¢ses & paper must: be a gtep ahead of everyone.“(COllected wks vol35 péd).

AT the time Lenin was writing new electlons to the Duma were imminent,
Whoever was elected to the Duma as workers representatives would be legally
immune (Parliamentary privilege), . A Iiquidators' victory would mean their
conquest of the only publiec platform open legally to representatives of the
working class,At such a time Lenin argued consistently against Pravda's
tendency to duck controversial issues..."Meanwhile Pravds now is carrying on,
at election time, like a sleepy old maid, Pravda does not know how to fight.”
(Tetter dated Oct 3rd 1912).
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by Cliff of Lenin's contribution to Pravda, The founding and development of

the paper end it's style was not the work of Lenin., It was the work principally
cf the advanced workers of Russia, and Petrograd in particular. Lenin's initial
contribution was his insistence on a clear political line and his persistance
in arguing and persuading until it was accepted., His further contribution wasg
a flood of first class political journalism on all issues facing the Russian
workers; the struggle with the liquidators, exposures of abuses, articles on
economics, the woman worker, the national question; the agrarian question and
the peasantry, the Taylor system, e ucation, the socialist movement abroad,
strikes in Irelend,revolution in China,etc.etc,From these and similar articles
a whole new generation of Russian workers learned in practice the relevance

and meaning of the programme of the Bolsheviks,

"Pravda" went through a bhad period in 1913, the period of most of its eight
names, Police ngent-provocateurs, including leading members of ‘the the editor-
ial board, succeeded in getting it fined and regularly cenfiscated. Its high
point (after the initial 4/5 months) came in 1914 under Kamenev's direction.
Kamenev got its circulation up again to 1912 levels., He orgsnised the product—~
ion of gpecisl supplements for mihers, and for particular regions and on the
agrarien situation. It was distributed not only in Petrograd, .but in 944 cities
of the Empire, It's circulation climbed back to 40,000 daily with 130,000 of
its special second anniversary issue sold, By March 19014 Lenin could write -
"How much hétter looking Pravde has become under Brother (Kamenev) - it's

gatting to be a meal beauty! It is pleasant just to look at it! For the first

time, Qggﬁggg gee ?EE_}EﬁﬂifﬂﬁiP of a culfured and knowledgable 1ocal editor B

.,

(Letter to Tnessa Armand)

It was in this period that Lenin wrote his article "Our Taskg" dutliniﬁg
his views on the further development of Pravda., In it Lenin outlined the historic
achievements of Pravdas work.

~ during the papers two yeors, closs conscious Pravdist workers united ideanl-
ogically, and to a certain extent also,organisationally, by their efforts
creating and supporting , strengthening and developing a consistently Marxist
workers press" He emphasised the continuity of this work with that of the
1903-1907 period, its loyalty to the"old decisions, programme and tactics" and
its use of new methods of mobllising fresh generntions of workers. He called
Por Prevde and #he Pravdist workers to "push ahead with the purely newspaper
side homd in hand with all sides of the worker's cause"

Lenin called for en expansion of Pravda(Put-Pravdy). As well as a trade
union suprlement it must hawe supplements devoted to the nationalities in
Russia. The foreign reportsge should be increased as well as the chranicle of

of the worker's life. As well as the axpansion of Pravdo. o meave e F oar acrawmd s
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rever forget about them {Thr masses), for he knows that craft isolation, the
emergance of a lahour aristocracy and i1ts separation from the masses means
degradation and brutalisation of the proletarian and his transformation into
a miserable philistiﬁe, o pitiful flunkey; it means loss of all hope of his

emancipation®. (Our Tasks Vol 36 c.w., p 283).

TLenin's concern was with thw leadership, real not self appeinted or self
imagined. Pravda had as its first task to win leadership for the consistent
revolutionary line amongst the 'advanced''class conscious' workers, To this

end Lenin urged unrelenting combat against all attempts to water dowm the
' | UrZec BUIeshions pomer LsvemptLiE b e 1

e

revolufionary programme, Secondly Lenin stressed the need for the advamced

workers to lead the whole class, the 'backward' unorganised masses, to lead
cther classes, the pecasantry and the urban petty bhourgeols, tc lead the

oppressed nationalities, social graups like students, to take up every case
of wrong and oppression to unite these causes inseperably with the struggle

for the emancipation of the working class,

Hopefully enough has been said to show the flaws in Cliff's characterisation
of Lenin and Pravds. It has more in common with accounts written in the Russia
of the 1930s of the near perfect Pravda created and guided by the all-knowing
Lenin than with a seriocuns examination that can be of use to revolutionaries
today. It is however not o question of Tony Cliff having got hig history
wronz, though wrong indeed it is, This account is meant to serve to feorientate
I.S.‘aﬁ present. The history has been coloured %o siut the purposes of CLLIff
and Co. at this moment in time, Our aitention must therefore fasften on what this
catalogue of error and misconception is supposed to recommend as the way

foreward for revolutionaries today.

LESSONS FOR TODAY

Cliff peses the guestions oflthe lessons of Pravda in a number of ways.
Kobody would object if all he was saying was that groups of workers should

contribute to the writing as well as the selling of Socialist Worker.

But there is more %o the argument than this., Comrade Cliff has signalled
out changes in the nature of Socialist Worker as the major means by whioh'
I.S. car intervene and grow in the next period. That is why his account of
Pravda only deals with its worker support, worker contributors and ite simp-

licity of style.

Some small points must be remembered first: .
1) Pravda was a daily paper. It was the product of a demand for a daily paper

from the workers of Petrograd.

2)YPravda was not the sole publication with which the Tolsheviks spoke fto
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3)The Petrograd workerd in fact insisted that s workers paper should be
daily.The party took thid gquestion Yo the mass of the party members and

TS

supporters.Unless there is a real demand and readiness to pay for and
it -

— - i

dlstribute it _amoongst wide cirecles of workers then & daily mass paper

would Be a fraud like the 'Workers Press!,

To this date the debate in I.S.about the development of a workers paper
has more in common with the election of a pope than with +the methods used by
the Bolsheviks to test the opinions of party workers and supporters on the
subject,

Also if you intend to create such a popular paper not only must its
basic line be consistent and revolutionary but the party must also have a
central organ which is speaking regularily to the advsnoed workers (this
does not mean 2 theoretical journal ).If s party cannot have both then

its exlsting organ must cover both functions,

DEEPER DISAGREEMENTS

There are however sven more far reaching guestions 1nvolved in Cliff's

article. This is in particular highlighted by Cliff's poeing of the paper

in the context of'the bridee theory,'!

"How to bulld the bridze between the small organisation and the rising
numbers of mllltants and socilalists in the working clags. ™
"How can we relate to tens of thousands of workers who are mOV1ng
spontaneously towards our politice ¢
"..the disproportion between the size of I.S. =nd the layer of militant

workers groping towards revolutionary socialism,”
(CLIFF)

Cliff is arzuing that changes in the paper hold the answers to all these
questions., We must start however by asking ourselves what it is we are
trying to relate to tens of thousands of workers ?

. R i

‘confersnce held in I.8, Cllff goid that the very word 'Strategy' made him

laugh, that the struggle was still fragmented and that no overall strategy
was possible.ls it our programme that we are trying to communicate to
the tens of thousaﬁgs?sf militants ? Hardly, even the totally inedequate
draft;prssented to the last conference has been sunk without trace.....
despite having been adopted by conference ! Is it our orgsnisation ? DBut
there are others bigger than ocurs, why should workers chose ours %

Cliff sees Socialist Workers use as an organiser as crucial to'bridging
the gap'. Having ruled out dither our programme or our particular way

forward Cliff looks for =n snswer in huiling'I.3., &si%he supporters of a

. ——
popular paper. All we really need, CLliff argues, is something to organise
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This argument ignores one very :mportant factor. It foygets that there

are other influences at work in the Labour mhovewwirt. It ignores the fact
that many of the best workers accept other ideas and strateglies...., that of

the left trade union bureaucracy, the Labour Lefts , and the Communlst

e g A i —w

to win these workers to our strategy and reject the reformlst one, To this

end all organisatienal forms should be subordinated, i.e,- ~factory bnanohes,

the rank and file movement and the revolutionary paper.

Cliff's argument is very different. He dodges this point in two ways.
Firstly he arguesf for example his document signed by Paul *vot at the
April National Committseithat the majority of those who buy Socialist
Worker have no traditions in the Labour Movement., In fact some of his
supporters go on to argue that the traditional organisations of the working
class have become virtually non existent in their hold over large numbers of
militant workers, Therefore our paper has to be particularily geared to
workers ﬁithouﬂ:tradition or experience, (This argument leads in its logic
to I.5. having little or nothing to offer the long term experienced militant,
to I.S. turning its back on key sections of leading workers;. a recipe for
irrelevance and blinkered sectarianism. It also }ggggggwiﬂgmiégimiﬁﬂi.Whersas
tradmtional organisations may well have been in disarray traditional ideas

of trade unionism and reformism have not been seriously challenged or

discredi%ﬂaﬁ;

Cliff's second dodge is to argue that "Workers consciousness lags .

_behlnd the objective crisis™, This is true but why ?Has it not gomething to
‘do with the leadership offered by the Scanlons ,the Joneses, and  the Jimmy
Reeds,. the Bernie Steers, the Pete Carters. "Howevsr the gituation can change
Quickly ",says Cliff, true again, A spontansous upsurge (like the'Pentonville
Pive 'struggle or the French May events of 1968) can overcome this lag
temporarily. Dut these movements need more from revolutionaries than their
encouragement to fight harder, Cliff's remark that the lag in consciousness
can be overcome 'very quickly even if there is only a weak lead! 1s true

enough as a description of fact. As a prescription for revolutlonary social-

-ists, as a guide to action, it would be a disaster. What such a movement
needs is the right lead , the right strategy, the right tactics. Otherwise
it will either fail to realise its full potential (and thus strengthen the
reformists ) or lead to a catastrophic defeat which will strengthen the
hourgeolsie itself, ,

In a period of deepening capitalist crisis, and deepening c¢risis of
leadership in the working class movement it is inadequate for the leadership
of a revolutionary organisation to clutch at one organisational measure after

ancther to close the gap between us and the leading militants. Bach .~
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fertainly Secialist Worker should he aimed at the widest sudience
possibles Asg the political veice of I.S5. it should indeed attempt
%0 draw its readers intc becoming writers and sellers. It should
be a. forum where the great issues of strategy and tactics for the
working class movement should be debated and hammered out. This
debate should gfo beyond articles commissioned from IT.S. militantse
Debate should be inveted on contentious issues - the conduct

of the miners' strike, the A.U.E.W. claim, the Labour government.

W

We will build I.S. as the nucleus of the party only by coming
te grips with all the false strategies offered by the various mise
leaders of the working classe. By analysing and exposing thase
in open controversy in and through Socialist Worker we can draw
thousands of militants towards us.

What then can we learn from a closer look at Lenin's Pravda
thon vhat Comrade CLiff hag given us?

a) The origing of & real mass workers paper lie not in the schemes
of a party leader be he Lenin or Tony CLliff, Lenin himself made
this clear years later when writing to Tom Bell in 1921 about
the seiting up of such & paper amongst the miners of South Wales.
He wrotey "If the Communist Party of this district cannot eollect

a few pounds in order to publish small leaflets daily as a beginning

of the really proletarian Communist newspaper, if it is so, if
gzééi miner will neot pay a penny for i, then there is not serious
affiliation to the Third International (the South Wales Minexs!
Federation had applied for affiliation) seecesses if nine tenths
of the wérkers do not buy this.paper, if twe thirds do not pay
apecial contributions. for éﬂgi% paper =~ it will be no workersf
NEWwSPapEre ! '

. .. . . -
- AR : . oy VR |
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The arigins lig in a demand from masses of workers for such a
papers Yet €Liff talks about merely doubling the papers circulation

in two years. To thiz it could be replied that it has doubled

- e

or almost doubled its sales in the last two years = and under
Roger Prot=ts editorship.

A mass,almost certainly daily, workers! paper will be thé party!s
regponge ¢ the clearly felt need of masses of workers. In this
country such a situationis unlikely in the absense of a rank and
file movement with deep roots and wide appeal.

b) The role of & gociallst paper as the political voice of a revolution-
ary group can in nc way be 'adapted! or !toned down'! to make
it more popular. The parity's political organ has to put the full
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wauld have to have an illegal organ. Lenin's struggle with the
Tiquidators shows thig.s

¢) Yo 3001ollst paper whether a mass paper or & MOTE restricted
party organ can exclude polamlc with other tendsncies in the
Labour movenents It cannot confine itself to being 'positive’.
This was one of Lenin's criticisms 6f Pravdaand one we could make
of Sccialist Worker. Polemic with invitation to reply is a vital
weapon for involving large mumbers in dialogue and co-operation .
with the paper. S.W. has been in the past too much of a Jjournal,
Yoo muoh of n political review.,  Lenin's contributions to Pravis
wexe indeed short, cleariy and simply written. They were writien
on & variedy of subjects covering 21l aspects of working class
1ife, But they were not just educational, teaching people from
contemporary examples aboutb the basics of aoqialism, They welre
also articles which prepared the workers for combate The list
of Lenin's articles are peppered withfones'wh;ph.follow and explain
what 4he Rugsian bourgeoisie is doing. Lenin wotched and warned
$he Russian workers of every significant mowe they mades Not only
the Russian rulin class but also the British, the German, the
American were submitted to scrutinys how do they fight the workers,
what are theip methods, what are their successes and follures.
on the other hand the workera! mowement and its tendoncies were

clenrly portrayeds

How them can these 'lessons of Pravda'! help us improve Socialist
Worker? Pirstly we must reject the subgtituting of the improve=
ment of the paper for a real indus trial strategye. To do this the
mermbership must be invdlved in o debate not primarily about the
journelistic techrdque of gocinlist Worker ox its personncl.
g Above all the members, esspecially the Trade tnionists, should of course
% he consuited on what they think is the way forwerd for the paper
= - by opening the bulletin %o them, by holding aggregates to discuss
it. The membership must be drawn into the formulation of our
political perspectives for the coning years The conference digeussion
period should be cpened aos soon as pogsible = monthly internal
bulletins should be re-instituted . and the
Journal opened for controversye Socialist Worker should take the
brond issueg to our readership and allow them o commente
T+ iz vitally important that we indentify the key btasks
of the present peried; that we decide our actions from the needs

of the working class in the cpning period. fhis can no longer

P .
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Such slogans in a period of heightening crisis will tell us 1é;s
and less about what is actually to be done. The paralysing leadexr—
ship of the Trade Union bureaucrats will become ever more acute
in major confrontations. The key role of theC.P. in providing
an outlet for the bureaucrats will be heightened. How we face
these problems, how we build the party are the real igsues lurking
behind the debate on Pravda and Socialist Worker.
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For further information or contributions towards the cost
of production of this pamphlet please contact Dave: Stacking,
5, Grosvenor Road, NEWCASTLE, Staffordshire, Tel:Stoke—or~
Trent 619640,

Dave Stocking is willing to speak to any I.5. branch on the
contents of this Pamphlet, '

IHIS DOCUMENT IS FOR I.S, MEMBERS.ONLY,

£ o]

R o



