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A year ago, in the first issue of Workers Fipht, we said the fdallowing:

"The need for
a healthy rew.)lutionary socialist - Trotskyist - movement in Britain has ra;ely
been more obvious. Not for a decade and a half has there been such an OPPortUMt-"_'
as now to advance revolutionary politics, A Labour Government in a period of conjunc-
tural CTisls 1s putting the tight sQueeze on the working class. Thus the necessity
for a working class sooisliat alternative o the inept am treacherous social
democratic politics of the Wilson government is felt by more and more people, hitherto
beyond the reach of Marxist politics, .., We are in a situation of serious pI‘OSP‘?Ct§
for strugple and of great objective opportunity for fusing the revolutionary socialist

€ burgeoning struggles of the class. The task of
t 1 " % . participate in every way possible in these
STrugrleSea, .

Since then the strugrles have sharpened, and the attacks on the class have became

daily more vicious, A nunber of things have happened: international monetary crises,
the great upsurge in France,

and at home we have seen Powelldsm and the rcverberating
and apparently deepening economic crisis. The need for a revolutionary socialist party
is clearer and more urgent than ever:; and by this of course is meant a party suided by
ideological clarity, steering by the Marxist method, a party whose menmbers arc conscious
and clear and ready to act together under the lcadership of the ma jority. We thought
then, and we still think, that this in its fundamentals must be a Trotskyist party; one
that absorbs and applies the codified lessons of the whole of working class histors,

Ls we defined it then, "Trotskyism is the ba
pPower by the international working class,

and experience of the Bolshevism of Lenin a
of the workers' struggles, including the dc
Trotsky and the Left Opposition in battle
in the Soviet Union, ... It means reliance

working class, which it strives to mobilise on the Programme of Transitional demands
as a briige to the overthrow of capitalism and the attainment of workers! power, It

is the Programme of the workers' revolution, organically linked with the practical
struggle to aid its development. It is not only a programme, but the struggle to builg
& revolutionary party to fight for that programme. Its traditions are those .of the
Bolsheviks and the Laft Opposition: workers' democracy, unremitting struggle for

theoretical clarity, revolutionary activism, unbending hostility to ang struggle against
capitalism and those within the labour movement who stand for its continuntion,™

sic Marxist programme of the cenquest of

It is the unfalsified Programme, method

nd Trotsky. It embodies the world experience
fence and development of Bolshevism by
against the stalinist counter-revolution

on the sclf-controlling activity of the

Considering the number of candidates for the 'alternative revolutionary leadership'
and the 'Trotskyist Party' already performing in thc ring, we felt it necessary to define
our view of their inadequacies. We discussed then the two main Trotskyist groups:
. the MANANA Trotskyists of the RSL, and the EXCIUSIVE BRETHREN of the SIL, Of these,
the Lebour Party hibernationist position of the former h

x asn't changed ang probably never
will! The SIIL_has become even worse. Its abstention from the July 7th anti~-fascist

@ "For a Trotskyist Regroupment".
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t blatant indicatio sl
tility to October 27th arc only the mos “Lions, F{
counter-march and hos ] rerit & 7
time, the IMG seemed to merit littlf :.cxox\i:nﬁ:milhzﬁ ::ltg;lestopped at:e:m g:;p
z y BSut S 2 : o5
gz e;i;timer;ed in the social democracys = current and come up for air. 1In V3¢ they

Wing Laboul‘ -0
to substitutedfor i Oogg};iirlege prowp's Third World one-isswe-campeign approach ip
have done good WOIKe ’

o of playing & serious role in Britigy
hat movement's chrnces
VSC threstens to cut off t

" ovement in Britain it contimjeg
: ak Jation to the Lobour m )
rev‘glutl‘onarrll:Ztggl;gi:S;o igerZsiablismcnt and 'left' trade union bureaucrats than
to be orie

the rank and file,

. ' gt of the VICARIOUS variety of
In general this group is cast in the Pablor;; I:ﬁicel,comradcs belong +0 he 4 1targd)
'Trotskyists'. Grouped in and around the USFIL, t ffected in China. Cuba
jonal tendency which is so taken with the ecor'xomc.change§ e e som;times,
etc., that they are forever tending to lose sight 1n.vary1?gd. gct e omercAgey
tota_"Lly of the democratic socia.listbworkers' rg’fziu:;:;lé 2oun:;-:zcs P They aze the ﬂ.{p

i el which must still be conquere o

Z?Zewco)lf“k‘ltgge olgs::tyle sectarians and many state c:-pitz?.lists who deny altogetherfthe
progressive side of the developments in thesec countrleg. For us the essegtce o s o
Trotskyism is first and foremost a reliance on the working clz.iss as the protagonist o
history - and not on the bureaucracy (any bureaucracy) and its hangers on or on the
various nationalist petty-bourgeois formations which spring up. This - the
insistance on the necd for a 'supplementary' workers' revolution (one with very deecp-
going social re-organisation which must accompany the smashing of the para.s:Ltlc.
stalinist bureawcracy) is the revolutionary side of the workers' state designation. To

deny it, or question it, or leave the question open, amounts to & capitulation to
stalinism and is a complete mutilation of Trotskyism.

1.5,

The biggest change over the past year has been in IS.

because of its centrist closeness to left social democracy and the imprecise rev-
olutionary mood arcund VSC, and also largely by default of the 'hard Trotskyists'. The

very rapid growth has forced the group to rcomsider the whole question of the function
of a sizeable group of socialists =~ party or not.

It has grown enormously, pertly

m o ek s d

"Its deficiencies are amo rphousness in idecoloery and o ion: i by Junldng
the Bolshevik heritage, mcthod ang tradition, o TERSIaRIACH) 14 Dagen :

and insofar as it has developed in &
g?a%:gz dkf;;-ection this has consisted in re-adobting piece-meal elements of the politics
skyism unlikely
. R5% s process will go = most
ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ mﬁsl?b{a% ugo I;u:h further without o conscicuagintern:lnd ai.:uz;le :nd polar-
. si out o : : 18’
ol y his will come some of the future forces for the Trotskyist

That was a year £00, and events have devel
we called for a Trotskyist regroupment we

BPPHEGIOY S HoCm M

Ped faster than we anticipated. Lest yoor

the SLL, expocted to involve (seeld
Now we aiz z’ge grow which, in the late 1950g pripasily exSLeE

» came closest to be Trotslvi- gt '
iyt g ced with e situation of the incroo.aing o::fﬁaaﬁon of the

'y

centri and on the .

umriciﬁeﬁ'iiari”t hay the imortant; changes taldnzt hﬁ; tﬁ e a-eim an

revol y sharp period of the possible Place it, At the same ' i
utionaries, Thig shtuation fageq us Vd.thd”' struggle de s the utmost of ]

tal question: should we preser™®
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-2 Yyear procecss of growth (we hope) and clarification,
| the

This has been and still is the predominant attrib
. in many respects shared these characteristics (

MWst favourable perspective) the Trotskyist Tendenc

L a Possibility i

1 i incapable of
sparate existence as a tiny grouwp widely spread e o_qraph:.cally anﬁ;ol?g—?.ay the
a sepa > in much effective mass work? A group our size, attgmptlne’% s e St
;ngidg;:fons of some sort of Trotskyist movement, is necessarily ﬁcedtglrovolutfonaries
:13 foremost & propagands group educating basic cadres and appeallng rticipation in big
and socialists. This would mean little possibility of any sericus pa P
struggles.

. ¢ his course.
In many conditions there would be no princi)led flterfmtlve bu1.: totgoiimz th ;}-rips
However, the development of a left centrist sroup sericusly trying rec with), which
with the job that needs to be done (thoush often in a manner ¥ Hiseg f this E;'ouP
allows internal freedom of discussion and factions - the existence E) el 1w and ab
offers another road: "fusion" with IS allows us to make p?:'OPaganda 1nt§1£l disgussion
the same time to participate in meaningful class aotien, Giwen freedon wide range of
and propaganda within IS, together with a gencral idstiity o TLews on'ain and toke the
of activity (in fact, extensive previous practical joint work) not to jo

: i £ i . i : ork
opportunity of participating both in IS's intcrnal clarification and its mass w
would be absolutely sectarian,

Truc, unity as such is not a great all-saver. It can bs': hzu‘mfult 'The quosﬁ;gnoisén__
unity of who, for what, on what basis? We need discuss:.or.x, precision, and ogt-
isation of facticns. The tragedy of revolutionary socielism in Britain in thetﬁ Sform
war pericd is that what are properly factions of one basic party hfxvie {lssumedd zo

of a hydra-headed monstrosity of division and re-divisbony where d1v1s1on.lea s -
differing fields of work by small, small groups and the accumulated experience creijl a
& sort of special coloration to the idedlogy of the froup. We get sects - 1e sm
groups, properly speaking factions, with hipghky distinct secondary. characteristics
which are primarily important to the groups' identities as sects; in ex‘b%'eme cases

they are cultivated artificially even to the extent of grossly caricaturing and cven

Lylng sbout the positions and behaviéur of the other groups (eg the SLL method ). At
this point there is a qualitative changeees.

Disunity, dead-end factional strife, becomes glorified, Individual!.s :
on their intentions nor even on their actions - but on the relationship they beor
to the sect - or "revolutionary party". Here we see the prophet system, and also
the hate campaipgns waged apparently on the basis of some idea of political original
sin,

are regarded not

ute of the movement in Britain, 1I.S,

and was in fact the first sectarian
roup proper in the ecrly 50s). But after all this bitter and frud

unity on a serious principled basis, without [lowsing over even minute differcnces and
°n the basis of a contimal attempt to clarify these this unity is a good thing
indeed. That it needs to be said is the proof that it has been so long forgotten,

tless experience,

Ve sec the future for IS as needin

g clarification pPolitically,
Pest, and ellowing a serious possib

shedding much of the
ility of tho emergence at t

he emd of perhaps a

of an organisation holding to
fundamentals of Trotskyism free from its rocent derangements. In this event (the
Yy would simply

mist be said cle
n the current transformation and further transfo

Strugiles developing which could lead to splits in IS and the g

merge and dissolve
arly that there ig also
rmations, of g

eneraticn of neyw sects,

10 the transformeq groupe On the other hamd, it




But we see our rol

We cannot foresee. ty and in &

part of the growp in activi

We think IS, to play the role which istur
approaches and methods. We think & r:i

of Trotskyism, spurned by the leaders 1'3
caricatured by the British '"Trotskyists’,
only a 'return', but a fusion o
in Britain. We must build up the grouwp 8
politics - which does not merely consis

sectarianism without being opportunist in sceing se

and principles. Revolutionary socialist

differences,

o as thot of a loyal faction, functioning ag
he process of discussion.

vaocant,

f the revolutionary so

mst be wtterly transformed in

n to the furdamental positions ard traditions
of IS in the past and in practice mocked ang
is the necessary transformation. 4nd m
cialists with the class struggle
eriously and honestly on the basis of Leminist
£ in methods of organisationi We must £i ahit
ctarianism as a concern for clarity

unity in action = dialogue where there are

Loyalty to decisions arrived at by the collective majority, and seriousnhess in action

must be the precordition for IS £ fs

ours clso, However, it would be less than

honest if we pretend to have any political confidence in the leadership of IS. We

don't. Their past practice precludes it;
have with them preclude it, and the obvio
current situation precludes it.

scrious differences of principle which we
us crpiricism with which they react to the

We call now for a RETURN TO TROTSKYISM, for the regroupment of the healthy forces in

the revolutionary left in Britain, and we
force for cohesion and unity (such as the

believe that in the absence of an external
Russian Revolution was in the early 1920s),

the only way out of the present impasse is by the development of a serious Leninist

group free from the defects of the sects,
could achieve this. This is why we have

The conditions of membership of the Trotskyist Tendency are:

1
2

)

3)

first four Congresses of t
Confirence of the Fourth I

We work to construct a Leninist

members and a minimum le

and without democracy effective
4) We stand for a defe

Imperialism, and ¢

its original Trots

€8 and their forei

the world vevolution oo roio8

on or worki
against reactionary parasitic

owards the st
kyist defini

3

Loyal activity in the organisation,
Agreement on the basgic Programme of Trotskyism

he Commumist International and the Founding
nternational,

e forms of
centralism relies on political ¢l

vel of sc

nsist attitule

aliniat states

hg class of the
Imperialigm,

We think IS, or a large section of it,
Joined I.S.,

the documents of the

[ oA S S T T S

Part ' e al
Sense, not the centralised centri Pepoted by te B
because we feel that even that is

sm proposed by the Political Cttee (althoush
prefernble to the ineffective looseness
To us democratic

= oo

. ntralism), Democratic

Arity, a minmimm level of development of

Vivity: without these democracy is o farees

Cnoralism ig impossible,

towards all colonia] struggles ngainst

againat Imperialism: this, in

pon o¢8 Dot mean support for the bureaucres-
T °an it ever go agninst the imtercsts of 1
stalinist stotes, It is dofense
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:h!- The constitution of the Group
. documents, It is in line with
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published as an internal I.3. tendency journal, which
will appear at irregular intervals. Its function will be toc ,rgduce articles
for discussion by supporters of the Tendency and other members of the Group.

These will naturally be propaganda or polemical articles written from the
particular viewpoint of the Trotskyist Tendency. They will deal with subjects

of especidl interest to the Tendency - eg the history of the Troitskyist
movemernt,

We are aware of the need to define in detail our positions, a-.nd.the
ramifications that flow from our basic Tendency differences with the maJor:Lty. of
the Group, and to measure these against specific IS ideas and traditional attitudes.

We also intend to deal with aspects of the history of the IS Group and its positions
&t different times on various questions,) which have a direct bearing on the
current situation,

And we will produce a series of relevant reprints (see page -
Cliff's 1960 artiele on the Party and Substitutionism),

As IS members, all the members and supporters of the Trotskyist Tendency have
the right to contribute to the I.B., and also to the weelly paper and to IS journal,
The publication of this journal inter

nally does not mean that Trotskyist Tendency
supporters will not contribute to these., It does mean that we feel ourselves to
have certain needs - as any tendenc

Y in similar circumstances would have - which
are not capable of beiny catered for vithin these channcls, There is a serious
limitation on length of articles ¢

or the IB, Many editorial considerations epply
where the IS magapzine and Socialist Worker ate concerned - considerations quite

legitimate in their own right - which place crippling limitations on a tendency

which aims to combine internal argument for its own line with serious committment
to the external work of the Group,

allows the publication of tendency and factional
this right that we publish Workers' Fight,

411 correspordence etc. to Geoff Hodgson, 73a Forest Range, Levenshulms, Manchester 19
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ON V
CONSCIO

For thirty years Marxism has been in
partial cclipse., Its revival has been
clouded by centrism anl sectaricnism in
the sccialist movement. These deviations,
obaracterised ¢n the one hard Ty contempt
for the Marxist traditions ant cn the
-thor by recitels of Minrxist" truths

:veid of eny attempts to apnly them to
practice, are alien to Marxism, Where
empiriei s and mechaniecal materialism
masquerade for dialectics an attempt to
revert to the Marxist methnd, firmly
anchored in concrete conlitions, is the
only reply.

A1) truth is founled on practice, but
this doss not deny the valility of cert-
ain "traditional" or "antiquated" theor-
etical propositions currently in disfav-
our, Above all the postulates of Lenin-
ism have come under heavy fire, even
from the socialist movement itself, The
I.8. Group has been responsible for a
large part of the attack. Has Leninism
survived the onslaught? This article,
in part, attempts to supply the answer,

Lenin upheld in "WHAT IS TO BE DONE"
that the working class could only arrive
at 'trade union' consciousness through
day to day experience. Under cepitalism
tne worker was concerned with better
terms for the sale of his labour power,
but he wos not necessarily concerned
vith abolishing the system of wage lab-
our altogether. This Aid not mean that
the working class was incaocable of ret-
aining marxist theory, an the contrary,
but that workers would not reach social-
ist ideas directly ani mechzristically
from their experience as workers. It is
the role of the marxist party tc ccase-
lessly 'combat' bourjecis ideas among
the messes, pramulgate socialist theory
ani fight for the leadership, the ven~
iuard elements, of the workding cless,

LUTIONA
USNESS

id

In his book ROSA LUXEMBURG, Tony Cliff '
contests Lenin's conception, Quoting Lenin
completely out of context at the time of
the 1905 revolution as saying "the working
class is instinctively, spontancously
Sccinl-Democratic", Cliff asserts that the
contition of the proletariat under capit-
alism leads to a striving of the workers
for socialism,

The latter stendpoint, however, is the
reversc side cf the coin to pessimism,
Impaticnce for the proletariat to 'Aevelop'
its socialist consciousness may lead to
pessimism regarding the revolutionary pot-
ential of the working class,

Lenin's position, unlike Cliff's, is a
conscious bresk with mechanistic material-
ism, Socialist ileas are not produced auto-
matically from the enviromment of the
proletariat, Ideclogy is not simply a pas-—
sive proluct of material conlitions but an
active weapon ior changzing those condit=
ions. Seconlly the revolution is not an
explosion marcly triggered off by external
eircumstancss but o cumplete process, of
which the builling of a revolutionary or-
ranisation, cven in periods of moderated
class struz-le, is an essential part,

Thirdly, Lenin's anal
POnsibility in the ha
ary leadership,

ysis puts maximum res-
nils of the revolution-
: Complete theoretical clar—
?ty, unceasing struggle against bourgeocis
ideas, and a high level of diseci &
the.revolutionaxy rarty, are essential, In
2 slpuation of revolutionary turbulence the
?ocklng class may attempt to drive its act-
ion alongz a revolutionary socialist path,
However, in this situation the petit bouse
#edisie anl othop leyers ave thrown into
the tumg}t, and without the cohesion and
leadership provided by the revolutionsry

¥ the proletariat to

pline in

BLS NN

party, the assault b
overthrow ecapitalism

1 is blunted and inevit-
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ably lost.

It is by no means certain that the work-
ing class will responl to every attack

by the ruling class in the way of a coun-
ter attack. The importance of socialist
propaganla among the working class there-
fore camnot be unierestimated, Revolution
is not an automatic response to a slump or

a famine, but a conscious act of the pro-
letariat,

Nevertheless it is necessary to complete
& scientific explanation of the fact that
the working class is not consistently rev-
olutionary in consciousness, despite the
maturity of the cbjective conlitions for
revolution, Lenin explained in his pre-
face to 'IMPERTALISM, THE HIGHEST STAGE
OF' CAPITALISM' why reformist ideas were
prevalent amongst the worker,s:

"Obviously
out of such enormous super-ppofits ...
it is possible to bribe their labour 1
leaders and an upper stratum of bour -~
eoisified workers or 'labour aristocracy'
who have become completely petit-bourg-
ecis in their moie of life, in the amount
of their earnings, and in their point of
view, serve as .,. the principle soecial
(not military) support of the bourgeoisie.
They are the real agents of the labour
movement, the labour lieutenants of the
capitalist class, the real carriers of
reformism and chauvinism,"

Tony Cliff argues that the above picture
does not fit reality. He writes:

"And in-
evitable conclusion following upon Lenin's
analysis of Reformism is that a small thin
crust of conservatism hides the revolut-
ionary urges of the mass of the workers.,
Any break through the crust would reveal
a surging revolutionary lava, The role of
the revolutionary party is simply to show
to the mass of the workers that their in-
terests are betrayed by the "infinitesimal
minority" of "aristocracy of labour"",
(T.CLiff, "ECONGMIC ROOTS OF REFORMISM",
Socialist Review, Jyne 1957).

Tony Cliff's misconceptions regarding
working class conscicusness and the pev-
olutionary party may be traced in the

-
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ahove quotation, There is a complete mis-
hﬁderstanding of the role of leadership
and the role of ideology under capitalism,
Firstly, Tony Cliff is using his own mech-
anical conceptions of working class con-
sciousness clreedy discussed in this art-
icle = and not Lenin's, There is no
reason why 'revclutionary urges' should
lie beneath the 'small thin crust', for,
as Lenin aryues, the working class normal-
ly only reaches 'trade union' conscious-
ness as 2 resnonse to its conditions. Sec-
ondly, where is the role of the bogrgeois-
ie? Lenin said that the labour aristoc-
racy was "the principle social ... support
of the bourgeoisie", But this does not
deny that the ruling class has other

means of support, such as racislism. Above
all the bourgeoisie holds most of the
levers controlling ideology and propaganda,

Thirdly, the role and task of revolution-
ary leadership is largely ignored. This
task is not"simply" to expose the labour
aristocracy as traitors to the working
class but, in addition, to build a revol-
utionary organisation, train militants as
socialist cadres, develop an alternative
means of propaganda, constantly attack the
capitalist system and lead sections of the
working class through struggle to a social-
ist consciousness,

Above all, the revolutionary leadership
must develop a revolutionary strategy am
a revolutionary programme for the working
class, in practice and related to the
specific conditions of the proletariat,
Tony Cliff's caricature is far more akin
to the Socizlist Lebour League, with their
perspective of imminent collapse of capit-
alism, than Lenin,

The argument is continued by Tony Cliff in
an attempt to show that imperialism "by
raising general living standards ... dimine
ishes differcnces between sections of thig
same working class." He shows that the gap
between the wages of +the skilled and un~
skilled workers hasg harrowed considerably,
Thus imperialism is assumed to have bene-
fited the whole working class, not Just a
minority, The conclusion follows that ref-
ormism has its base in th: entire working
class and not in its Privileged sections,

.



It is not clear if it is implied that the
lsbour aristorymney has never existed as a
social force. However, sufficient c%ata has
been collected, as for example by ho}"slu.vmn
in "Demccracy in the Labour Movementt
(chapter on 'The Labour Aristocracy in 19th
century Britain') to show that the Labour
aristocracy existed as a distinct social
grouping with a distinect political role,
This data is completely harmonious with
Lenin's description,

The rejection of Lenin's theory is based
completely on data concerning wage levels,
However, Hobsbawm draws up a far more real-
istic set of criteria for a labour aristoc-
racy, which are as follows:
1)Level ang regularity of earnings,
2)Conditions of work,
3 )Relations with other social strata.
AﬁGeneral living conditions,
5)Prospects of future advancement,
Hobsbavm stateg that the labour aristocracy
changed Qantitatively about 19145

"The
analysis of the laboyr aristocracy under
monopoly capitalism mist therefore pProceed
somewhat differently from that of ning=-
teenth century capitalism, ,, it may no
longer be possible to make it simply an
analysis of the best paid etrata of the
British working clags,

It is probably true that the whole of the
working class hag benefited from the
"erumbs" thrown from the imperialigtg!
table, But despite this, reformist ideas
do not spring directly ang mechanistically
from conditinns of general economic pPros-
perity. According to Tony Cliff we mst
wait until the wages of the working clagg
are cut before revolutionary ideas may
'arige'!

In addition it ig true that the difference
in wage levels of both skilleg and ungkil-
led workers hag lessened to g marked deg-
ree. Whilst stressing the couprehensibility
of Hobsbawm's criteria it must be noteq
that firstly the labour axistocracy of the
last century has in part continued +g exist
under state monopoly capitaligm, Sccondly
hinery
moved towards
and largely

the trade union and assoeiateq mac
has expanded ¢onsiderably,
integration with

the state

2ot

Many, in despapats the

it itself from the rank and file, )
;ﬁilzgly vast sections of bure:aucra?sz,‘k ;e‘.i
aried, white callar and tecl.rm%cal WOz iz’1 3
have adopted an 'aristocratic' position
relation to lower layers of the Proletar-
iat, With the growth of the m{icthery of
the state to gdgantic proportions the lab-
our aristocracy has gained a new mould.

Correspondin: tu the change ip fb?m of t?e
labour aristocracy the reformist ideas ped-
dled by the social democratic parcies h?VC
changed considerably in content. The BrlF-
ish Labour Party has, under the leadership
of Wilson, severcd its links comp;etely
with social democratic ideologmy, Its appeal
is direcoted far more to the middle classes,
especially the 'technocrats', Above ali,
the role of the Labour Parpy has not been
to gain socisl reforms, but to straitjacket
the working class,

As Trotsky stated in 1940

alism is less and less willing to reconcile
itself to the independence of trade unions,
It demands of +h- reformist bureaucracy and
the labour aristocracy who pick the erumbs
from its banquest table, that they become
transformed into its political police before
the eyes of the workdng class, If that is
not achieved +he labour bureaucracy is
driven away ang replaced by the fascists,
Incidentally, all the efforts of the labour
aristocracy in the service of imperialism
Cannot in the long run save them from degt-
ruction." (TRADE UNIONS IN THE EPOCH OF
IMPRRT ALTST DECAY, by Leon Trotsky. )

:"Monopoly capit-

Trotsky was writing immediately after the
G?eat Depression, However, the rapiq eXpan-
8lon.of capitalism in the 1950s ang early

1960s hag ful}y srepared the fourdations for
fhrther'lnst:oility and slump, Tp panic the
bourgeoisic nave ordered thejp

tenantg Of t ha ceni i o T
: A2 cepitalist class! to Spring

to act;on. An Attemnnt ig made to impose the
cont?cl of the labour bureaucracy oVer the
Zﬁrking Clgss. Despite the order for battle
&£§0 aﬁﬁallons do not move in perfect form-
R The laboyy aristocracy no longer has

ey Itg Seismograph is

a
8. T4 tremors of cap-
7 . Vacecilat 3, o sot-
into 1ine vi.th iesprg‘g%griggf
reserve the copit-




23 A
to petty capitalism, to the peasantry - the NEP, However the question
of Kronstadt as well as the different opposition groups which existed
prior to Trotsky's going into opposition and which in 1923 Jjoined him

under his leadership is a fascinating subject which deserves a separate
St'l.ldye 5

#5: Nobody in Russia doubted that Trotsky's group alone =~ the Mezh-
raionsty - which in August 1917 had some 4,000 members was much too
small to be able seriously to affect the march of events. Similarly one
can understand Trotsky when in 1921 he referred to the Commuuist Workers'
Party of Germany (KAPD) as being slight: "no more than 30,000-40,000"

members (Trotsky, The First Five Yeers of the Communist International,
London 1953, Vol II p26).

#k: Rosa Luxemburg put it thus: "Of course through the thgeoretical an-
alysis of the social conditions of struggle, Social Democrgcy has intro-
duced the element of consciousness into the proletarian class struggle
to an umprecedented degree; it gave the class struggle its clarity of
aim; it created, for the first time, a permanent mass workers' organis-
ation, and thus built a firm backbone for the class struggle. However,
1t would be catastrophically wrong for us to nssume that from now on all
the historical initiative of the people has passed t0 the hands of the
Social Democratic organisation alone, and that the unorganised mass of
the proletariat has turned into a formiess thing, into the deadweight of
history. On the contrary, the popular masses contimue to be the living
matter of world history, even in the presence of Social Uemocracy; and
only if there is blood circulation between the organised nucleus and the
popular masses, only if bne heartbeat vitalises the two, can Social

Democracy prove that it is capable of great historical deeds." (Leipzig-
er Volkszeitung, pp26-28, June 1913).

#5: Some cases of secrecy are justified and every worker will unders -
tand this. Just as factory meetings can be closed to the capitalists

and their newspapermen and other agents, so there are moments in the
life of the revolutionary party which have to be kept secret. But in all
cases the party should be able to Justify this to the workers and con-—

vince them that no basic decisions of policy are being hidden from them.
(Reproduced from Internatioal Socialism 2, autuwni960, entitled "The

Revolutionary Party and the Class, or Trotsky on Substitutionism")

ON REVOLUTTONARY CONSCIGUSNESS (Contimued from page 8)

capitalist system, turn onto the proletariat with increased fre

nzy. "Ban
urofficial strikesl" is ono sloran, "Imprison dissident union officials!"
is ancther,

The labour eristocracy begins to rot and fall woort, but like a leper it
still laves. The werking claess, anxious o jroclaii. it dead, wmay ijmere it
ard later bte gtabttod in the Yack., Without a clo .y and congistent oxﬁbsure
of the labour aristocrany and its reformist ideolo ¥ it vill continue to
shackls the workiiy ~lags. It is the rola akove 211 cf the revcluticnary
perty to Lrezk the working: olass from its leadorship - the labour ari;—
torracy =— and place it under the banner of revolutionary marxism, The
labour aristocracy is condemned to die but it is not yet dead, The revolut-
ionary party is its executicrer. Geoff Hodgson
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IN'RONOCTION: ONE HALF STEP FORWARD = TWO STEPS SIDEWAYS .

THE PO

The explosion of political discussion in IS, ignited by the sudden °h35

: % , i1ding the embryo of a 'revclutionary party'

of line by . Cliff in favour of building WS s f. (See editorial
seemed 6 months ago to be the most hopeful thing on the British el IS vositi

p.1, stencilled at the end of November)., Many,seeing slso the new-type e

on Vietnam and the Middle East - a radicel break with the abstentionist att e ¢

the Group to this kind of struggle in the first 15 years of its existence - wonder
whether the leadership might not even disavow other aspects of its past. e el

But actually the leadership disavowed none of its past. CLiff sald he
had always advocated a revclutionary party, and had in fact alweys been right on the
issue, Some of us remembered Adifferently. However, the important guestion was and
is not the meting out of historical Justice =- but whether or not a real turn had
been made by Cliff and company towards the builling of a revolutionary organisation
after the model of bolshevism and the Fourth International,

Democratic centralism was of course impossible given the level of con-
sciousness and committment in the Group, It was possible ( just!) that the leadership
intended to carry out a campaign to transform the members and methods of work. This
question has in the last 4 months been answered decisively - in the negative, Thos
who last Autumn were making passionate speeches for 'democratic centralism' suddenly
swvitched off the 'juice' once formal centralisation hal gone through., 4 merely forma
structural change had taken place in the Group, necessitatel in the eyes of the
leaders on techmical grounds (1,200 to organise! - see Cliff's document of June '68
and presented in their usual style in a suitable demagozic sauce as 'leninist
democratic centralism',

But Leninism is much more than an organisational formula - and blird
empirical turns (such as the one which led to the'new line') are the very antithesis
of Leninism, Moreover the leadership became terribly alarmed after the last confer-
ence by how seriously many of the members took the demagogy., Whether or not they
ever intenled other than a change of forms, they have moved noticeably backwards in
the last 4 months as if startled by their own boldness in having moved forwerd at al.
The Group has merely achieved a loosely centralised version of its old self, which
doesn't in any sense approach democratic centrelism, The methods of the leadership &
ndémantly anti-Leninist and remaig what they were before the 'new turn'. (See end of
this article) In fact the Group is still stuck in the centrist mud - and going
backwards. L E
s ‘ Th: .cvenlt.sf:?lnce th;c I.‘Jovember c9nference, the tremendous degree of con-
St e sioghn 0 oy s vnting B o, e vlte Suose; Lot
o ) g2 / B s © g AL 3 < . $ o T
ical followers remind them of the self-same slogans thz ;zitﬂag;'tzg;rlzi:;hzig Zist
misuse of terms like democratic centralism, bolshevism, cte; thC’mcthods ot tre 1o
ship_agninst thc?r opponeptg and even against mild ard loyal critics: - gossip, dis
tortion, the arbitrary raising of orga deficiences —- ali thif

anisational issues and
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is the sign of a serious political and orgrnisational Crisis and ferment in the Grou
R g™ &
Why are the old leaders so mercurial

What are the roots of the crisis?
politically on this question? How does IS, the mmerically most imposing revolution
deep convulsion to even arrive at an agreed

proup in Britain, need to go through a

conception of the sort of party it must beoeme if i

o o : Pars] ! eeme - or if it should be o
party? Those who said 'no party' (and reacted in horror and consterzszwe ) so?gf”
proposals) were not only new Pedple - but also old h&rd-oére mombcr; T
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e root of the crisis 1s that for many years IS has propnzated m@?ﬁﬂﬂﬁ arliﬂﬂ' -
ility to, sceptiCism and theoretical rejection of the idea of building a Leninist

revolutionary party, and in particular of the conception of a small revolutionary soc-
dalist party functioning in any sort of centralised fashion,

The'old guard' was educated in this view; the recent recruits were in
practioce edusated by the normal mode of functioning of an organisation which drew (and
draws) the practical conclusions from this theoretical attitude to the Leninist party.
' The democratic centralism proposals created such consternation because they implied an
(unacknowledged) repudiation of the old theory and practice of the Group. And the con~-
sternation contimes because the leadership in no way changed or wants to change tbo
essence of its approach - in fact it goes along ha il;l,giwith methods legitimate
under the dld theory but monstrous if one formally/® °Létinist conception of the
farty and is nominally trying to lay its foumdations. And because many of the members

ey, the 'Democratic Centralists') have taken seriously the need for a change in pol-
itical content as well as form,

3 But the IS leadership insist on attempting to cambine their old methods
of operation with the declaration of a formal democratic centralist group (now with

much less emphasis) and also with .... the declaration that they haven't changed

their views on the party!!

Thus the absence of an explenation of the past line of Cliff and Co., on
the party, allied to half-hearted change in forms and the clash of various interpret-
ations of democratic centraliam (even within the outlines of peneral IS politics
results in the present political and organisational confusion and incoherence.

If the Group was geminely changing and the implications of the new
formal politics were being effected, then it would be disruptive and muck-raking to
make an issue of Cliff's past views: but in the fMven situation there is no other way
forward. Tu advance, the theoretical roots of the present situation must first be un-
covered: the crisis in the Group will be resolved either by a genuine advance to a
Leninist Organisation, or by a consolidation of the present Cliffite back-sliding and
the stabilisation of the Group as a better orgamised centrist EXOUpe.

This issue of Workers' Fight reproduces Cliff's 1960 article for the
information of comradecs (p.9). The first part of the dresent article (pp26-35) is
reproduced (edited) from an old Workers' Fight pemphlet (Wint we are anml what we must
become ), Not because we think it's wonderful, but for 3 recsons: 1 )convenience;

2)a desire to show that the "newly discovered" ideas on +he party have been the very
commonplaces of the Trotskyist movement (though not IS) for decades; and 3)because

it is useful verhaps to make the point that we don't neel +o change our theory with
quite such frequency as the leadership of IS. (It is better to maintain the basic
ideas of communism than to play fast and loose with them).

Of course confusion on the Party question is by no means separate from
the other theoretical positions of IS. The theory of state capitalism per se, however,
does not necessarily lead to the type of organisation that IS beeame and is. If it
has it is because of the abstentionist politics drawn from theory: politics which in
Our opinion were not the logical conclusion in the early 1950s from a marxist theory
ef state capitalism. Moreover, there were certain conclusions drawn by CLiff in
of stalinism (eg an explicit connection was drawn between Bolshevism and Stalinism)
which did have an enoimous bearing on the question of the party.

Part IT (in the next issue of Workers' Fight) will deal with the politics
which the IS Group leadership have drawn from the theory of state capitalism, The
reason for the order is simply convenience related to the point of most immediate
interest in the Group. While it is impossible to separste the IS Group from its part-
icular shibboleth, it is entirely possible to discuss the Party question in its own
right. It has the advantage of allowing us to lock later at one of the main cayses, op
Perhaps the other symptoms, of the centrist infection in the Group in full kn0wlcd?é
of the practical effects. =
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THE PROLETARIAT, ITS CLASS PARTY AN

"ess The year 1919 ... The entire structure of Eur@egiifeﬁfﬁ:?iﬁtfn I
ered under the blows of the greatest mass struggles ooolamaiion o Bt
history and when we daily expected the news o? i ?r The word 'soviets!'
soviet Republic in Germany, France, England, in Italy. bt i BT
became terrifically popular, Everywhere these soviets wer;e nf bl .
The bourgeoisie was at its wits' end. The year 1919 was t mosthe e |
year in the history of the EurOpean'bourge01§1e eee What we;zll mgture
for the proletarian revolution? The productlvg forces were yi o %
S0 were the class relations; the objective social role of the proletaria
rendered the latter fully capable of conquering power and proy1q1ng the ‘
hecessary leadership. What was lacking? ILacking wag tk.ze political premise
ie cognizance of the situation by the proletariat, La?k}ng was an organis-
ation at the head of the proletariat, capsble of uti1151§g the 51tuat?on
for nothing else but the direct organisational and technical preparation
of an uprising, of the overturn, the seizure of power and so forth -~
this is what was lacking," . ]
(L.Trotsky: The First Five Years of the Communist
International, Vol.II p.193.) |

"Events have proved that without a party capable
arian revolution, the revolution itself i
proletariat cannot seize power by a spont

industrialised and highly cultured Germany the spontaneous uprising of the
“workers in November 1918 only succeeding in transferring power to the
hands of the bourgeocisie. One propertied class is able to seize the

power that has been wrested from another propertied class because it is

:1f upon its riches, its cultural level, and its innumerabl
connections with the old state appar

atus. But there is nothing else that
can serve the proletariat ag a substitute for its own party."

(L,Trotsky: Lessons of October. pll7. Unwin Books Edn. )

of directing the prolet- :
s rendcred impossible, The
ancous uprising. Even in highly

met mom

THE CLASS PARTY OF THE PROLETARTAT In the succession of class societies the change-
over from one system to another has taken a number of different forms, Eurcpean o
Peudalism arose as a synthesis between the Germanic tribes and the decaying Roman
Emwire, which had always had an element (the Coloni) inside the slaVG-Operatcd
latifundai comparable to feudalism,

The bourgeoisie on the other hand grew up within the
part of a developing division of labour inside that society, It was Subordinated By )
the overall rule of soclety by the feudalists and the Absolute monarchi ;
as the main exploited class. tho soune ’ e Tt wae o bub fevar | n
as the main exploited ¢ ass, the source of the surplus produce It was itsels

3 on '3 @ v o " X 7 < \ Wil e e = > arn
auxiliary participant in that exPloltatlon, a4 secordary appropriator of - - .
the peasants, It developed organically, slowly ripening w&%hin f; dali Fn: heds of :
attacking the feudalists to eliminate all rivalry wifhhérl fes Sudalism' s worib, only i]

Dise tolk i . 71 ald restrictions on itself Pt

s 1s true even in the treat French Revolution where >
their struggle for power went beyond the aimsg of thie houéu» ) Wiere the development of ti
the hands of super radicals, leaders of that group JtF: oo Proper and fell into 8¢
est to the modern proletarint - ie the Jaooginst’ Téb g ?UIlUttus, standing near-
developed their own means of producti . A ¢ fact that the bourgecisie RE
; L. “uction, their own forms .
that they had leisire ete. to i

d Pt s ndlo

worb of feudalism, as 4

PO s under the old aveta = [ral

generate their own ols ' o. ang ord system meant

of sufficient education, independent of thes . fgﬁdiiss.aultul9: and the possibility tk

objective conditions for their assunption of fhlldpoer‘ls’ 1or the ripening of the ti
Ower to he

adequately reflected in

S e
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their collcotive consciousness (though not fully rationally or consciously and often
clothed in mystical garb), ] e

Trotsky wrote that he who possesses surplus produce possesses the key to the
Church, the Arts and the sciences, Before the bourgeoisie's revolution triumphed they
didn't have the only key - but they certainly had a key., The bourgeoisie as a whole,
already within feudalism the possessors of the new means of production, could benefit
from & 'political' revolution which was not directly their own doing, not directly
in their immediate control, such as the French or even the English.

'FOR_THE PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION - POLITICS DOMINATES' With the proletariat it is

altogether different, Tt remains a slave class right up to the point of taking power.
The economic ripening that creates the necessary pre-conditions for its ssumption of
power, the growing socialisation of anarchic, individualistic capitalist production
takes place organically when these means of production are still in the hands of the
bourgeoisie. The role of the proletariat during this process is that of wage slaves,
the basic exploited class.

The degenerated and deformed workers' states are a special case, but,
without going into details, all revolutionary marxists agrec that the process there
will only be completed when the masses of the proletariat take direct power - ie
make a political revolution, but one with very big 'social' effects. It is this which
separates the revolutionary marxists of all the different shades from the stalinists
and all their Deutscherite fellow-travellers.,)

The super-exploitation of the colonial workers and peasants notwithstanding,
even if that exploitation temporarily means an easing of the pressure on the W.European
and U.S. proletariat, this remains true. For this reason Lenin said that for the
proletarian revclution politics dominates, That is, politics is the means for economic
emancipation, for the proletariat's seizure of the means of production.

CLASS CULTUEES  As the last enslaved class and the first ruling class having no ex-
pluited class under it, and standing at the beginning of the transition to classless
society, the development of the proletariat presents formerly unknown problems., Like-
wise in the question of consciousness. Because they were semi-conscious,if that,
embodiments of a2 new class society's organic development, the bourgeoisie did not need
to be clearly, rationally conscious of what they were doing, The English bourgeoisie
thought they served the word of God, and the French bourreoisie thought it was
abstract Reason, Liberty, Democracy, Fraternity - no matter., They still blundered
their way empirically towards a society which expressed their needs, of which they
were only instimtively conscious.

The proletariat has no key to the arts, culture and sciences Tris lack is
more serious for the last class to establish its own rule than it would have been for
the bourjeoisie. For us consciousness is vital - the conscious participation of the
masses of the proletariat based on a clear understanding of what is. No mystification,
no blundering for thc class that represents the first step of humanity out of class
society.

But not only that. The proletariat in capitalist society, without possib-
ility of developing an independent culture, is not a blank page:; inevitably it becomes
pervaded vith the ideas of the ruling class. Ideological chains buttress and make firm
the economic chains that hold them down. This is even more true in times cf relsative
social peace,

The growth and concentration of the means of production create the pre-
requisite for working class power and also cement and orgznise the proletariat in
gigantic concentrations, in a way impossible for example for peasants, The possibility
thus exists for a transition to a higher stage, of the workers taking power, And the
tidel movements, the crises inevitable because of the contredictions of capitclism,
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THE PROLETARIAN IDECLOGY - MARXTISM The battle for a favourable outcome firom the

1

¥
current class struggle between bourgeois and proletarians thus becomes a question of 4 -

conscious fight., Bourgeois society represents a very high level O:‘m‘i’og;roi- and ;rder- i
standing by man of his environment. Thus man can begin to under SE the laws Of that I
environment - of society - created by all his own history, Certain layers within
bourgeois society become aware of the issues, of the true nature of the modern class 1
struggle that has dominated Europe and the world since the days when Marx and Engels
wrote of the haunting Spz2ctre of Communism, ) o
Paradoxically, it is not the proletariat, the subjcct of future history, =
that first becomes conscious of the situation, Notewven a section of that class, It is ¢
sections of the bourgesis intelligentsia who became aware of the real nature of the w
molecular processes of society in general and modern society in particular, 7
It could hardly be otherwise. Understanding of the objective laws of natun
including society could only be possible for those with full access to science, the M

highest of modern science, inevitably bourgeois science: the custodian of that scienc &¢

is not the proletariat by the bourgeois intelligentsia, This is a result of the at
separation of mental and mamual lsbour in all class society. th
By its nature capitalist society prevents an cbjective view by the majorit] ¢
of'the intelligentsia of their own doomed society, But the development of bourgeois 1u
19th century (while the bourgeoisie -

ective reality at its base, cre::rbiné
e newly-discovered laws of soc1§\l -
nding to encble the proletariat to rise

above that crude religious, dreamers' socialism concocted out of hel f-remembered 1;

eiteme:;s f?cm 1t§ pas:hand h;stlllty to the existing systemy and to imbue the social opy

struggles imposed on the proletariat b o SR

comprehensl on, Y the movements of society with purpose and 1a]
Nevertheless by a peculiar a; i ! ) . o Ry

ment arises separately from scie dialectio the proletariat and its organic move" .q,

ntific sociali ¢ "mi
forms, not all of them conduciv% to the mogt smf The min
letariat to the influe B2y Rosiiiweiouts
proletari ¢ influence of Sclence which ig pe als
experiences, and which expresseé its interes e
society. Marxism itself comes

: under att
it down, adulterate it with a wide vari

gling! of the two takes maly oy
ome, The openness of the th
ed in part from its own

tS, is dependent on the ebbs and flows % 1o
ack, both °pen and subtle - attempts to $OM  th
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tion ean become fully consciouse. THO  the

: "The Comnrxunih{“:t ?he Communists had no interests apart & e

and resolute sections of the o are, practically, the most progressivé . of
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| the strugele of the proletariat in a compaign spirit - to win.

must defend revolutionary marxism and combat the ideology thet springs up in the
working class movement under bourgeois influence. This party must be so organised and
dasciplined that it can fulfill its role of skeletal structure of the proletarian class
in all its struggles, linking and co-ordinating the various aspects of the struggle.
If it is to fulfill its tasks this party must fight contimuously, censciously, to
- perfect itself, subordinating its organmisationsl forr to the tasks imposed by the
rigorous nature and course of the struggle.
Not only must it fight vigorously against the bourgeoisie in the front line
of the class siruggle, but also agninst those inside or cluse to0 its own ranks who
| represent the class enemy or bend under its pressurc, Indeed, its ability to overthrow
the bourgeoisie will depend on a successful prosecution of the fight against all
vacillation and all accommodation to the estsblished ordere. This party will conduct

| MiRXTSM AND THE BRITISH LABOUR MOVEMENT We exist in a country where all the intt:-:r-
€ actions of the material environment have produced a peculiar type of workers' orjzanis-
ations: the trade unions anl their political equivalent, reformism, bargaining within

§ the bourgeois political set-up as an organic part of the system, The British labour

i

movement grew up spontancously in a way that has been compared to plants growing
chaotically in an untended garden, Its history is a series of zig-zags, at one time
lurching to over-emphasis of the ‘politicel' front of the struggle, then fetishising
the economic struggle - with a general, almost complete neglect of the struggle on
the ideolcsgical front.
Bolshevism, on the other hand, was born in the virgin territory of Russia;
it was consciously built by revolutionaries who drew on the immense experience of the
west European proletariat, inclwling the negative aspeets of this experience -~
opportunism and its rationale, revisionism, Bolshevism was the alternative type of
labour movement to the apparently impusing but actually chactic and fragmented organ-
isations of Western Burcpe. Its essential basis was a conception, o la Engels, of the

.| class struggle as a unity of three fronts, with the party as the consciousness and
¥

| skeletal structure of the class in the various stages of the movement, co-ordinating
the various aspects of what was essentially the same strupgcole,
Lenin's point about the ideclogical battle front being decisive can really
. be understocd when we realise that the tremendous energy and decades-long activity of

7 the British working class have resulted in no basic political gnins, anl the economic

victories are built on shifting sand. The British workinec class, left to spontaneity
| through a peculiar combination of historical circumstances, has been utterly defeated
ide.logically. And this has conditioned everything else,
On the ideclogical front we are the warriors of the proletariat. We wage
the fight for the merging of Marxism with the spontanecus struggles cof our class, And
not only do we 'mingle' an existing marxism, Our primary possession, lying at the base

5 of all the devcloped ideas of marxism, anl the progenitor of all future developments of

the theory in line with reality, is the marxist Method, We must understand the dialect-
ics of development. There is a necessary interaction and possible enrichment of the
developing struggles by Marxism and Marxism by the developing reality. Lenin said it



_Very well: theory Aivorced from pra :
We are faced

with a long history and encrusted vdttf} a
sense the victim of the con,jupcture of i s -
conscious bourgeois system. Without the class e
marxism is doomed to contimious defeat, howsver magnl
periods, however glorious its struggles.

definite set of organisations, in every
ts own blind activity and the relatively
are impotent; the class without
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otice is sterile, and practice divorced . _ ;

is blind. not with a fresh proletariat as were the Bolsheviks,

ficent its strivings in crigig
Spain proved that concludively, If Octobep

& : : a for a new typc of workers' party, the
1 the positive demonstration of thc'nee ‘ e 3 . .
]t-?xc?bzziayal 1;Lnd defeat of the heroic Spanish proletariat = equal in their sponfamg

activity to the Russian workers = teaches the same lesson ncgatively,

' THE CRISIS OF LEADERSHIP! The experience of the working class in Russia, Germany

and Spain lea tho Trotskyist movement (as earlier the Communist International) to

Aeclure that only the construction of democratic centralist parties, fully grounied

on the theory and practice of marxism/Leninism, could lead the class to POWETs It
denounced those who said there could be an absolute maturity of t he working class

which would lead to an automatic transition to powere. The most magnificent risings in
Germany, Spain {(and to some extent Britain) had been led to frustration and defeat by
their own conservative apparatus. The fight therefore was to overcome the 'crisis of

interests of the working class,

v

&

leadership' in the working class - to create parties that would embody the historicd c
5

i

This is cur task: - this task will be completed or the working class in
defeat in Britain as in Europe, There must be no equivocetit
The issues must be stated clearly, The outcome of the

the future will go down to
no easy, false, optimism here,

_mture battles will only be victory if the advanced layers can organise themselves
into a class conseious marxist party, =

u];eEvgf;?hs gg I;EAD%RSHIP Leadership arises within parties and classes becausé of
the same 1rcobnent; all people haven't got the same training, the same exper-

ience, the same inclination. t i
e o g v I’)arty PTG We, when we develop a revclutionary
—————————— 8

of the class. Likewise within the
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FOr us in politics the Bolshevik party'is like the bmay' It ala@ hah %ab
advantage that degeneration is only possible in certain highly unfavourable conditions,

But modern history shows that no bolshevik-type party in times of crisis means no
revolutionary life for the proletariat,

Side by side with the wulcor mechanical ideas of the RSL
amount to crude determinism

-~ ideas which
we have the necessary concomitant: the implied idea of
a ;411 spontaneous ripening of the working class. This leads to the practice of passive
warting on this ripeness; which in turn leads to a disparagement of the role of cons-
cious aﬂt1v1ty and of the Bolshevik combat party. (For these people the party exists,
if av a1, in the future; here and now it is non-existent even in embryo - how then

cen 1% esast in the future”) There are people, such as the Cliffites, who explore
this :utltude theoretically and appear to believe in some sbsolute ripeness (see
T.CLiif: IS Autumn 1960).

There are those who look back over the past 50 yonrs and say: 'The workers
were defeated - which proves “immaturity"; capitslism has Adeveloped tremeniously

since then, despite sharp and very costly downswings incluling World War II; it has

riven blrth to a virtual second Industrial Revolution, despite all the

continuing
contradictions

e ———————
- which proves that, in keeping w1th”Merx’s axiom that no social
system disappears until all the proiuotive forces contained within it are exhausted,

it could not possibly have been overthrown.'

Those who take this line belong neither by temperament nor outlook to the
work of preparing the proletarian revolution; at best they can be well-wishers and des-
cribers of the process: in no case can they join or build an organisation that proposes
to march boldly onto the highway of history and play an cctive part.

Also they distort history, they confuse and reverse cause and effect. The
west European workers have not failed to take power because copitalism mystically con-
tained within itself hidden seeds of future development, these seeds being protected
by some Guariian God even in times when capitalism was prostrate: = no, rather,
capitalism continues because the working class, 1mp01191 by the monstrous convulsions
of capitalism (particularly anl initially after World War I) revolted and were betrayeld
and delivered up to the reactionary butchers by their own renegade apparatus.

Neither was the degeneration in the USSR inevitable because the revolution
itself was a world-historic acecident hopelessly premature and inescapably doomed, with
the degemeration being aided and specded by the structure of the Bolshevik Party.
Rather was it the absence of such democratic centralist marxist parties in the west,
to fight the apparatus that was the product within the Buropean labour movement of the
past era of conservative accommocdation to the status quo. This absence it was that
ruined the Buropean revclution, and left the successful revclution in Russia in isolat-
tion to degenerate andl sink into the backward Russian mud.

That capitalism could pick itself up again, in time, out of the troughs
that have included the betrayed and defeated proletarian revolts, is easily explainable
by the nature of capitalism itself - in the nature of its development mechanism it
experiences periodic booms anl slumps, expressions of its inner contradictions, Begin-
ring in 1914 the same forces lcd to such catastrophic events that the continuedl exist-
ence of the system was in question. We have briefly consilered the results; the point
is that the very depth of the crisis, its social wastare, 'layed the same role for the
system ag/earllcr, smaller blood-lettings, the slumps which cleared the way for a new
boom each time,

Tnat this has also meant a continual, indeced very repid development of
technology is also in the nature of capitalism, At the cost of proletarian blood and
degradation in ever-increasing quantities, capitalism has survived and sometimes

- SIS — |
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THE DEMOCRATIC CENTRALIST PARTY  The task th:;efzgze;isa:g: ]:g;crete_st—q.)_in e
Organisation, an embryonic bolshevll)k party, ait e
ig i e British labour movement. O
e reOrg%Eiszhzil is this party? Is it Jjust accidz:':ntal sum of lm%Vl_?u.ﬂ_:Ls who
agree to propagate a common view of what should happen in the future? %nk ;
qualitatively different from what usuelly passes for a group O a party? € it
is. Let us examine it., . . A

The democratic centralist party is conceived as an active, functioning
organisme It is not a casual conglomeration of individuals and of.so mgch demo?racy,
so much centralism added up =~ but an organic fusion of these things into a‘hlgher
unity., Each member is a cell, and there can be no dead, inactive cells, This aspect
is absolutely vital both for centralised activity and for full demoeracy, A combat ‘
party, strongly centralised, can have no dead-wood; its function is to prepare, organis o
and fight theclass struggle; it is an army on the march (Lenin: "The column of steel) o
its measure must be its will and ability to respond to evoents ‘ecisively and sharply, ©

This means that the central leadership, democratically elected and com- 1!
trolled, must be in full position, having been appointel as the highest active con- ""'f
sciousness, to give directives which are binding, To do this effectively it must know bf
exactly what resources are available -~ and where, Unless it knows as near as poss- T2

ible what forces it can muster, then even an approximate calculation (to be submitted
to the test of practice) is not POssible

1
1

t i - e bolshevik-type activity is not possibleg—i
Centralism demards an active membership, = ac

wo b
DEMOCRACY %.ikewise! C.wiernOcracy also demands an active membership, Inactive menbers, m]
dead cells, poison a living Orgamism - anpg they certainly poisonla living bolshevik
orgamsaticn's democratic life, Only an Orkanisation with a ful ly active me:mbel‘Sh_iE in
can be fully and consistently democratic. Look af all the orgamisats of the e
labour movement: some members are active, the ma jority e s

o é s = are not. The leadership is ool 1y
‘.t',hL,I‘C‘ by_ \Iefz.iult and, through clignism, ig self-perp ctuating, Difference; in experientt

in orgamisations where only some members are active allows «, i -
allows the passive members o be ipulated, Hoy S some proups to domina e!n- £9
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%t—, class out of slavery, Only those who seriously devote - heiriim::‘fa socialism,
who organise their lives around the single purpose of fighting for and with the class,
can be revolutionary socielists of the vanguard. It is a hard logic = but one imposed
by an equally hard reality. And it is this reality, with its tremendous pressures
dragging us down to accomodation, that we must rise above and overcome,

Only a fully active membership can be an approach to a guarantee of full
democracy. Members who are fighting actively know that every turn, every twist of the
leadership, every lapse of the centre has a direct bearing on themselves; they know
that their local work may be ruined by the national lendership. Consequently they will

be vitally concerned with what goes on. They will be compelled, as they value their
party and its work, to keep everything unler review, to decide, take a position on
every issue, to the best of their ability.

FLEXTIBILITY As we have seen democratic centralism is not e measured quantity of
both, but a dialectical fusion,.

A flexibility of both aspects is part of its structure:
the flexibility of steel. Depending on the environmen

t anl the tasks which it conscious-
1y works out and sets itself, it is capable of the most rigid discipline (imposed by
the political authority, established by the practical leadership ©

f the centre) needed
to fight the bourgeois state; and of the flexihility needed for the fu

llest possible
democracy in the given situation.
It is capable of working underground without democracy, or in conditions
.3& of full democracy: full democracy prepares the way,
I\

educates and disciplines the
orpanisation to enable it to transform its structure unlerground when forced to. The
original Bolshevik rarty is of course the classic exanple of this. It was able, from
1903 onwards, to responl organically to conditions where no democracy was possible and,
when conditions permitted as in 1905, to expani like a zreat plant, broadening its
base, generating the fullest democratic life., Then once a:;sin in 1907/08 it faced
rigid entrenchment.

18, CENITRALISM Without centralism there can be no practical revclutionary activity,
The function of a democratic centralist party is political action (or preparation for
action). This must be as effective as possible, bringing the fullest weizsht of the
whole party to bear on ons given point which may be decisive, This is only possible
' with strong central leadership, closely connected with all the loccal branches by strong

4

organmisational sinues; it is only pussible where dissenters accept a duty to carry out
in practice

majority decisions. And this in turn is only possible where such internal
relations exist that decisicns are arrived at democratically; that the minority's
oalY tgubmission! is seen, by both sides, as really a submission to the test of events.
nee

This is the second co-efficient of democratic centralism, No democracy
equals no upanimity of action, no confidence in the directives of the leadership.
Trotsky compared democracy t0 oxygen ie not a liberal fetish but a functional need

for an organic party, which could be dcne without for o period, in exceptional condit-
—_—
Ce ions,
Bl

but at & coste. Democracy, in decision, in equelity of rights for majorities and
mincrities, in the %gmplete 'neutrality' of the party machine in face of internal
Aifferences, plays  vital function of allowing the party to live and grow and adapt
end change aspects of its line where necessarye.
Lhanee Minority rights play the vital function of preventing monolithicism of
aw line; the 'leadership’ isn't God-cppeinted functioning with papal pretensions to in-
£allibility, but its positions are submitted to experience and its abilities to
practical demonstration. Minorities are loyally active dissenting (obviously within
certain limits) groups which are potential alternatives: they are reserves, accepted
anl preserved as such by the sarty as & whole. The mutilation of this by the CF was
£ic possible only by the installation of hacks who had no position except of dog-like

regard for the slightest flicker of an eyelid by the Soviet buresucracy - the Dutts,
the Thorez', the Togliattis.

—
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ary practice'. Without revolutionary Maz@scomciws fight for Marxism, necessarily
the democratic centralist party. Without a ment, the revolutionary centre, the woulasy
the job of the highest pim'aaclé of th‘? TOYzably, accommodating to the broad laboyr
revolutionary party will find 1tsef!-f Lnovieat ) in practice, and it will find itg
movement, (and in the final analysis capitalism b L ——

) i i ompartmentalised, ever prayer’ liks,
supposedly 'revolutionary' ideas ever more € I'I‘IP ;
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e c;idu.imln”? 21‘“;5;%?1;15 the crucial battle-front in the laying of the

. g e e z tic centralist political organism,
fourdations and the buililing up of the democra : A i ILL'* od by traditiomiie
& vital part in maintaining the status quo of capitalism 1s play o 7 P s ¥
eclogy: only a crude 'materialist' would minimise the 1mp9rtance of L eo‘o,rzyaln cement
ing the ties between masters and slaves in capitalist society. Engels pointed out that—
it was only in the field of ideology that men became aware of :the conflicts that take
place in the material world, It has been said many times that ideas assume the power
of material forces when they grip the masses. And this does not only epply to correct
ideas - it applies even more to illusions, .

The prerequisite of a revolutionary party is to break decisively, clean
with all bourgeois ideology. We must fight agahst all fully developed bourgeois
ideology in general,and in the working class movement in particular we must fight thet
ideclogy which springs up spontanecusly and which must be classified, after Lenin, as
bourgeols - even when it includes elements of a naive 'soeialism', There are no
hal f-measures here, no 'peutrzi.Lity', no abstentionism, We either fight bourpeois id-
eology or we succumb t0 it. This fight is first conducted within the party. The party
is the instrument for waging the struggle to break the ideoclogicsl chains that help
bind the proletariat to the bour:

. geoisie, The importance of this fight cannot be
overstressed. It is the to-be-or-not-to-be for revclutionary politics.,
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".e. The great historical significance of Lenin's pclicy ... his polic

of irreconcilable ideclogical demarkation, anl, when necessary, split

for the purpose of welding and tempering the core of the truly revolut-
ionary party..."

- (Leon Trotsky: The Permanent Revolution, p49) (Our emphasis)

CITFF ON THE PARTY

is

in

Lo}

"The Bolshevik party has shown in action a combindtion of the highesf;
revolutionary audacity and political realism, It has proved by experience
that the alliance between the proletariat and the oppressed masses of the
rural and urban petty-bourgeoisie is possible only through the political
overthrow of the traditional petty-bourgeois parties. The Bolshevik party
has shown the entire world how to carry out armed insurrection and the

seizure of power, Those who oOppose the abstracticn of Soviets to the party |

dictatorship should understand that only thanks to the Bolshevik leadership
were the Soviets able to lift themselves ocut of the mud of reformism and
attain the state form of the proletariat, The Bolshevik party achieved
in the civil war the correct combination of military art and Marxist
politics. Ewen if the Stalinist bureaucracy should succeed in destroying
the economic foundations of the new society, the experience of planned
economy under the leadership of the Bolshevik party will have entered
history for all time as one of the greatest teachings of mankind. This
can only be ignored by ruised and offended sectarians who have turned
their backs on the process of history.

"But this is not all. The Bolshevik party was able to carry on its
magni ficent 'practical' work only because it illuminated all its steps
with theory. Bolshevism did not create this theory: it was furnished by
Marxism, But Marxism is the theory of movement, not of stagnation. Only
events on a tremendous historical seale could enrish the theory itself.
Bolshevism brought an invaluable contribution to Marxism in its analysis
of the imperialist epoch as an epoch of wars and revolutions; of bourgeois
democracy in an era of decaying capitalism; of the correlation between the
general strike and the insurrection; of the role of the party, Soviets and
trade unions in the period of proletarian revolution; in its theory of the
Soviet state, of the economy of transition, of fascism and Bonapartism in
the epoch of capitalist decline; finally in its analysis of the degenerat-
ion of the Bolshevik party itself and of the Soviet state., ILet any other
tendency be named that has added anything essential to the conclusion and
generalisations of Bolshevism. ... AL1 tho varieties of intermediary

groups (I.L.P., of Great Britain, P.0,U,M, and their like) adapt every week
new haphazard fragments of Mag and Lenin to their current needs. They
can teach the workers BOMMIRG."(1, mrotsky: Stelinism & Bolshevism, p.18-19)

"Reactionary epochs like ours not only disintegrate and weaken the working
class and its vanguard but also lower the generel ideclogical level of the
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dilettantes, frightened by defeat, do thcir.best T:o destroy the a}'rthoz:ity_
of revolutionary tradition and go backward in their search for a "New Worg

(L. Trotsky, Op.Cit. phe New Park Edition 1%

The IS nucleus was perhaps nowhere more guilty of the sort of theoretical bg‘ackslidlné’
from the ABC of communism described here by Trotsky than on the Party queg;tlon. - the
cardinal question for revolutionaries who want not merely to comment on hlstOI‘.Y.bUt
to actually take part in it and try to dominate it; not mercly to laud proletarian
spontaneity or play a fifth wheel to it - but to prepare in advance for it,to help
transform it,and organise it so that it is not just an explesion but an effective
self-controlled force to achieve the transformation of society.

The cld (?) IS position on the party comes under the following headings:

A) The concept of the relationship between class and party as elaborated
by Leninists in the light of the victory in Russia and the defeat in the west, was

abanioned.

B) 14.2f advocated an old fashioned social-deuocratic concept of the party

& .base-l on Lm:..:..:;ur g's idess, 'Luxemburgist' in the worst =nd most unenlightened sens
Cliff 2barréongd, if he ever understood, the Leninist theory of the role of conscious-
ness. And he distorted the €xperiences of ‘histo many i rly the
theory of the varty, ry (Germany 1918) which underly

g . 8 T:"u:’ role and type of Bolshevik leadership was rejected as 'substitutiod
ism ;'Leglms.i-tﬁ;.e l9adersh1p was seen ag necessarily leading to substitutionism; af
organised party of this sort was Presented as almost invariably conservative, and a&
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.y on substitutionism, R |
Whether these assertions are true or not ean be checked by examining the i
article on SUBSTITUTIONISM ard the 1959 edition of ILuxemburg, Chapter 5. There is a ’

serious difficulty in that Cliff does not very clearly expound all his views on the

question - he confines himself to 'hints and half-thoughts! for much of the time. .
Attempting to draw the loose threads into a knot may be a little tedious - but it |
is necessary. I hope the roughness of these notes will be forgiven. |

|
A MINORITY PARTY? Cliff, 'Luxemburg' p.49:

"™Marx's statement (‘the proletarian
movement is the self-conscious independent movement of the immense majority in the
interests of the immense majority‘)and Lenin's, that revolutionary social democracy
represents 'the Jacobins indissolubly connected with the organisation of the prolet-
ariat' are definitely contradictory."

Cliff goes on to caricature Lenin's remark (which in fact anticipatgd the
actual connection that was to develop between the workers®' organisation - soviets -
and the communists in Russia) with talk sbout conscious minorities manipulating
unconscious majorities, This (ILenin's idea? Or CLiff's caricature?) "may be grafteq
onto !socialism' only by killing the very essence of socialism, which is the collective |
control of the workers over their destiny."

What Lenin was actually in process of doing was to solve, to find in prac-
tice, the answer to a contradiction within the Communist sienifesto between the statement
Cliff refers to and another, that 'the dominant ideclogy in any epoch is that of the
ruling class.' A contradistion in real life also, becausc of the subordinate position
of the workers. Lenin was in fact taking seriously another idea of Marx and Engels, that
the class struggle takes place on the 3 fronts of economics, politics and ideology, and |
rigorously (in a Russia saturated with legal Marxism where cveryone, even liberals, ‘
were' marxists' and proletarian marxists needed exceptionsl shaorpness and consciousness:)
building an organisation dedicated to this conception of Engels
vhich subordinated considerations such as size,and number of worker members to a .
clear revolutionary marxist line in the various types of circumstances that evolwved: ‘
a small, elite, non-elective compact group with few workers when that was the only way

€

to maintain the political line; and an expanded, open, mass elective group when that
became compatible with maintaining a marxist line,

- an organisation

Lenin refined Marx's conception. Marx was correct insofar as every revol-
utionary situation calls forth the activity of the masses, often reaching advanced |
levels of consciousness., This is expressed in great class organs - soviets = which
have the potential of power. Lenin's great merit was to solve in prectice the problems
posed by the bourgeois terdency to dominate the proletariat (directly or through
sccommodation and revisionism); to appreciate and fight for demarcation of the revol-
utionaries from the others and thus to prepare for the victory of the masses of the
class when they moved,

Thus Cliff - 4in 1959! - caricatures Bolshevism,

Lest this be taken as faith in autonomism of development, Cliff quotes
Luxemburg on the impossibility of socialism without . self-conscious activity of the '
masses of workers — "Without the conscious will and the conscious action of the ma jority)
of the proletariat there can be no socialism" (Luxemburg). But where is this going to
come from in a society dominated by the ruling class? 4 sort of spontanecus ripening
of consciousness, embodied in = general proletarian organisation, arrived at through
the experience of the class? Presumably.

For Leninists such confusion (of pre-1914 sociel democracy, including
Luxemburg) was clarified by understanding the relationship between the mass spontaneocus
activity of the class and the hard organised minority: the spontaneous action would,
by definition, happen anyway; the point is to build to prepare for it, Luxemburg lost
her 1ife because she hadn't adequately done so,

_—
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38 -~ o £l of spontanelty and >
REEeq preseutsTuxemburgTS “?0551ble ov?r-e?:olﬁzggsitifﬁ to the zntren—
ossible™ under-estimetion of organisation as sten!nlt:ie sty asL ‘he first step in
ned German party burecucracy. She counterposed spon lised from this truth so ss
-volution to reformist sterility. But, he says, she gener
o ezbrace the struggle as a whole. . .
= He ioncluies: Rosz Luxemburg "perhaps” underestima tz‘}i;hecgoili :ki:e“
revalutisnary party - but her strength lay in her complete ©0 Son ¢ Rosa Luxemburg
workers' ristoricel imitiative ... "The really great kistorical merit o o, Ty
in fece of -reveiling reformiss, was to emphasis the most }npqtant_Pcwer et
brosk the conservotive crust - that of workers' spontaneitye.’ -Wt’uJ,e'IJu.xe g haa
scme deficiencies, one should be "wary of concluding that her critics in the I‘.‘leolt.ltlon-
sry movecert, above 211 Lenin, were at every point nearer 2 correct, brflanced yu.-‘.I'XISt
analysis then she was.™ and - in opposing mass action to bureauf:ratlc reformism
bent the stick = little too far..." towards spontaneity. ) .
T3 £F never conceives of the need to build a non-bureaucratic corzanmisation

helm ensure the victory of the mess upsurge against the burcaucrats, e never
S )1

1
J "]

1

-

4

o

B -
she ®mey have

s Lemin's role in building such an organisation, He ignores the fight of the
G seeinst Mersneviks ani Liquidstors, and its importance for the workers!

in 1517, Insteald he sees that victory as ell a matter of autonomism, that the
envircasert decreed

.3 it., Cliff criticises Luxemburg for urderestimoting the Iebour

pursaucrscy - but at the same time he ignores and dismisses those who advocated 2
comscicus fight for

Marxist clarity against such forces; and adamantly defends
Iuyemburg fram even 2 hint of criticisz for not having built an anti-burezucratic rev-
lutionery orgemisstion earlier,

Tnder the heciing ACAINST SECTARIANISM Cliff discusses the relationship
of Luxsziurg and the 1=ft to the Germen social democracy:

"Zohetic as she was that the
lireretion of the working class can be carried out only by the working class itself,
Loxecbors wes izpetient of 2ll sectarien tendencies which excressed themselves in
treesimwmeys fram the mass

1 &5 gt becouse of her

:::‘._s:&.fii: TS clesr out the sa‘?iel_:}esocmtic fngean stables, Yet Cliff quotes Engels

%o Justify mer. He equelds  minority lesdership with sectarisnism, S.M,) "She

5 conflicts =itk it that rewolutiomaries should remsin in the social
- g » = - = SOC].

:—:f-:cia:i:. i_‘f: e.f:;.i -iL,,:.aaaftar Licbknecht's expulsion (1916) from the Perliament-

ary o, she =nd Lishimecnt stayed on the grounds that to break swey would turn 2

revalziicoary group ImEC &

- & e - ——
- = =

=cvement and mass organisations.” (Ske f£2iled to orgamise
mechanistic conception of the armageddon that would raise the

3 S etas Aac—3ts har
ADISISWSC 2 DT

IBSSIT

sect.™ She persevered in this view when
N i - LT ™ - the Spartzkus Bumd
g ;_...:zr_c—‘i‘%‘e snd was becImng gquite = recogmissble fores as the wer if-agged on. "
S ER_ oo th political isplic-
e Ak S Ae ke i o mo o o £ s ranks, azdvocated remsining
A A Sy, N 2= Sight and thmert the policy of the mJOr;.ty at every st When
the: Indepatcdeat Social Seoacrels sgiit Sn 1917 she wort with them, Only after
== amtirveak of the 13I8 November rewclution does the S: Yy
APy s sartakus Burd form the CZ0.

S "Zos= Lexssburg's reluctance to
ary sarty is Fite oft=n cited by Stalinists
for the Z=foat of S22 6 '

==L G2 .

. _aft;eemsaggcsitimm,mssstﬁhsd
Zeweloped Loxsaburg, despite the pressure from the

= =
reveonis conry l=f%s

is f*m_.f-a: a’:_; ic this Jeg=fi ® cam:::i& &ssociztion with Ezutsky.
assessee=< i Lecmn of Deutsky - and much esplg =S s&ys, made a clesrer
Esetp JBJ' ’I‘ 32’ ;. -
e oow the ,
st Teciuotcy. 00 we Dot kmow thet the mﬁsm!ﬁ “thei';c;tﬂlntermﬁom, its f211




5 3s that the break was not brg
20,w) workerS..-" Not Only St
It is true that Luxerbyur
The poi it however is that Cli%funderStOOd the
ist myth (2nd stalinist mytpg

2 B0E OF MARXISTS 1In line with his endor
Zormeny, CLiff in the 'Substituiohis e ey Daxenburg

expression to the instinoti : y
s to reorganise on a socialist basis," e R g

Merely an expres§ion? Not the development of the permanent consciousness
i with the concomitant duty to lead? "Organised expression" - is this not
sm or sectarianism? Or merely point

less, when it will all happen anyway?
on could only.be (and it was for 1S) passivity, a variety of the 'black-
ism' model, with its casual whisper in the ear,

This line, which simply removes any leading role for a revolutionary party
ed by Leninists (as opposed to the 'technical' party that Cliff acknowledges) |
nal on the basis of a wulgar evolutionary conception of a meturation of

(6 excludes sharp breaks and jumps in class development, the points where
‘of an organised Leninist combat party can be decisive. It ignores the fact
orking class en masse only sporadically reaches a peak of revolutionary

In practice the line in 1959-60 said simply: wait around in the Labour

0 (R DISCUSSION GROUP ? ~ Following from his concapt of the zale of the

tion to the class was a concept of the swell party as a variety o

B group.. And this is in fact largely what IS was until the last year or two,
".. The path to socialism is uncharted” (CLLff on Substit.) True - but

licated by the experiences of Russia and the ever recurring events :‘{‘"‘ G

? For Cliff in 1960 it obviously wasn't, Bolshevish wes, sppatenbly

an experience, perhaps an unfortunate one or at any rate '

n—

ces of strategy and tactics can and should :ﬁstezg :i:hrep.
lternative is the bureaucratised party ‘orUnd rsdemocratic
/éﬁ;fferences? Organised in which way? Ur :id e,
sernal demarcation? Obviously note NO s 'rixisation -
: This could only be possi:Ji.e fO; b:?: t;;‘g:m e :

> inconne ractices mulation,
_gziihﬁo?ﬁc:eioﬁgtptm rejects it) excludes the

ype of group.
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7 aiting game
CIiff advocates no alternative here = mbrfly : Wd;; tﬁéoeroéifgto;h‘
iff advocate B but because
5 f loaseness , SRl
ders arose not from leck of loc ; cel fetishism, ete
e ciousness in a period of isolation, of taCt% ideas (év n .t
;evc-l:iiloniry :og‘sgsitive side - the preservation of revolutionary en a
Ve S nas &8

ich IS conspicuousl
the cost of dehydration) and preparation for the future, Which T jo) y
failed to do,

THE PARTY AND THE CLASS IDENTICAL ? Cliffs
the whole",

"The part: must be subordinate to
He might as well have used the word 'identical' here, He ad}rocates
extreme open discussion of every issue before the mass of the olass jt'WiLollgch
qualifications M"The treedom of discussion which exists in factory mec mcaslw :
aims &t unity of action after descisions are taken, should apply to “}e revolutionar,
party. This means (why? the party is not the class. SeM.) that a_:l_l discussion on
basic issues of policy should be discussed in the light of day; in the open press. I
the mass of workers t

ake part in the discussion, put pressure on the party, its
apparatus and leadership." Thus the par

ty is seen not as a freely selected groupir
of cpinion, but as the forum of the class. And Cliff's final position in this artic
is therefore based on a conception of an almost homogeneous working class (seen as
the way to overcome the danger of substitutionism - wouldnibbe mioe?) and of the
POssibility of some absclute condition of ripeness, "Let the mass of the workers oo
put pressure on the party..." - this happened favourably in 1917 in Russia. But
when there is a downswing in consciocusness?

Then the effect of such 'pressure' is reactionary, and how can it be
overcome and counteracted unless the party stanls alone to a degree, clearly demarcat
capal?le of resisting the class enemy even when the pressure is exerted through
sections ?f. the worlqn;z class? .Tb:a point about g situation 1like 1917 when the masses
were ahead is that 1}: 15{231‘:?61)2;01&1 ; highly exceptional, The machine of a revolut-

WAILs conservatism i i o R g
ally ?he yanguard, normally massive i sm‘ lnnzle)? nta:izgisjsgisuéges " Eufg te;;ar?le;:l
organised force, And it must maintain itself fp e J cqagse = sn Hime
when the class is not in advance Of it, The arda:octi8 dissolved in the class in e
2y ideslogy in the class is impossibiy i the pasty, L0 SOt bourgeois anl S ar
do we allow the dockers when they marah for Ee party is 4o be Open to pressure from1l
then, CLiff lost sight co X batthLmCh POWP]_:!_ to put pressure on us? But
mst be fought . € on th

: leological front, This battle
/ ¥ €ase to exist i

llke i I - .

bourgeois section of the SWPR wisgg:) fge:;;j;lwf;en a renasring, capitulating petty

°R the party, it.is reactionary, qpj - © the general Public to put pressure
Ia the long te J his ig what (014 P

™M the interegy ff advocates in the 1560 article.
-89 Separate - op the part; ,zfl}:'he class am the party are identical.
and will operate o cease

2A0st theip interests. to operate in the interests ©

But they mus
the workers

REVOLUTTON - Bouresor
ggggsizgyig%pﬁ?& ma“.‘ﬁm).\Tqu citeg tNeVertheless a
he cardinpal ;;ui-fereizg‘ . higon}?anc?us beginnings of 1789
Juxtaposition of tphg Beonsp - neepourgeois and p;olu;f:;{’lﬁly he entirely _1;&_1‘_;.5.
S MErely obe of a teshns e FLA Tevo] s Tlan revolutions in this

both tx Nleal 4 lOr‘.B, FOI‘ h-lm .th ¥ of the ¥
O ypes of revolutions : 5 etgon;eptlon s 'for

CSsentially the same
€ between them, =

Party, epparently, is

=
# The France
Spontaneity,

French and Rug
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(LIFF DISCUSSES IENMIN'S CONCEPTION, “Lenin, CLiff stresses, faced an amorphous

- labour movement, unlike Iuxemburg who faced a bureaucratic one, and his views must
be seen against this background, Faced with amorphousness in the labour movement
Lenin stressed the need to supplement the flaring spontaneous workers' movement by
“"the consciousness and organization of a party". Socialist theory must come from : 3
cutside and was"the only way the labour movement could move directly to the struggle
for socialism". The projected party would be made up of a highly centralised band
of revolutionaries. He quotes Lenin on the need to organize the party from above
down - "from the congress to the individual party organization'.

Stalinists and 'non-stalimists' have quoted 'What is to be Done' as
applicable in toto to all stages of developement in all countries, "Lemin was far
from these Leninists, He pointed to exaggerated formulations in What is tQ be Done
at the 2nd. Conjiress:"The busic misteke of those who polemicise against What is to
be Done today is that they tear the work out of context of a definite past milieu,

8. a defirite, now already long past period of development of our party....What is to
be Done polemicised correctly againat economism, and it.is false to consider the :

§ contents of the pamprlet outside its connection with this task". Lenin wes concerned

e that What is to be Done should not be misused.

: However, Lenin wasn't quite saying what CLiff makes him say:

! "The basic mistake made by those who now criticise What is to be Done?

is to treat the pamphlet apart from its connection with the concrete historical

situation of a definite, and now long past, period in the development of our party.

The mistake was strikingly demonstrated , for instance, by Parvus (not to mention

numerous Mensheviks ), who, many years after the pamphlet appeared, wrote about its

+ incorrect or exaggerated ideas on the subject of an orgamization of professional
revolutionaries.

s Today these statements look ridiculous, as if their au ‘thors want to

1=

dismiss a whole period in the development of our jarty, £o dismiss gains which, in
- their time, had to be foughss€dr, but which have Iong azo been consolidated and
atld have served their purpose.

1res To meintain today that Iskra exaggerated (in 1901 an

1 1902 ) the idea
on-1 ©°of an orga

nmizotion of professionzl revolutionaries, is like rcproaching the Japan-
it ese, after the Russo-Japanese War, for having exagserated the strength of Russias'
L‘b |  armed forces, for having prior to the exaggerated the necd to to prepare for fight-

1e | ing these forces. To win victory the Japanese had to marshal all their forces against
| the probable meximum of Russian forces. Unfortunately, many of those who julge our
'\ Party are cutsiders, who do not know the subject, who Ao not realise that today the
! idea of an crganization of professional revolutionaries has already scored a comp-
- lete victory. That victory would have been impossible if this idea hed not been
pushed to the forefront at the time, if we had not 'exagge:.rated' s0 as to drive it
L home to jecple who are trying to preventit from being realised.
of ' What is to be Done? is a summary of Igkra tactics and Iskra organizat-
ional policy in 1901 and 1902. Precisely a ‘summary', no more and no less. That will ’
be clear to anyo'ne who takes the trouble to go th?ough the fJ..le of Isl'a'a for 1901
anl 1902, But to pass judgement on that summary without knomgg Iskra's struggle'
against the then Adcminent trend Economism, mtl:xout urﬂerstarv.hng that atrx_zggle., is
sheer idle talk. Iskra fought for an organisation of p?ufessmnnl ?evolutlonanes.
® It fought with especial vigour in 1901 and 1902, vanquished Economism, the then dom-

e i . L 5 i i in 1903. It preserved it in the

 k inant trend ,anl finelly create” the orgz?.msatlon in I ;

7 face of the ;ubsequ.ent split in the Iskrist ranks and all the SOnvulslons of the _

} Deriod of gtorm an? stress; it preservel it intact from 1901-1%02 to 1907.

£ & A "n the fight for this organisation has long been won, when the
Add How,  When 518 alon~ ond tell us :"You exapg-

gord | seed hag ripened, and the harvest pathered, people come along AlEi be 8 2 TR

e | =

I3 il Anaa®

o S -~ 3 o 3
gerated the idea of an orgamisation of prof3551oml revolutionaries!" Is this not ‘



g S emned to smallness -- and how they operate then ﬁtﬁo:hgnzag::&
anisetion _is-oond : ,

ted with their prospects of serious growth in upsurhe?o Th? :uiin:i: connection ret-
from Lenin above shows Cliff as not able to see Lenin_s e n the fundamental
ween the foundations and later development of bolshfznsm, betweeblininess to B itein
cadre of a group and its looser flesh. Here he applf-ed,the S?melied was the moSt pas-
in what was meant as a rejoinder to the SLL, What his ideas :meove The resiht of
sive commantating and propoganda, while awaiting the class o in teé into the grouvy
equating lesdership with substitutionism -- as the ideas percolét hwtly - afraid of
were drawi in IS journal 31 on ENV: the stewarts "were - quite r;.g: 8 3; the stewa)
being'adventuristic', but adventurism o is better than nothinge In 4 thraz ool Hed
rt's legitimate fear of substituting themselves for the majority o St e At
we feel, carried too far,.. at the most general level they saw on?.y ism ( with which
ionims was a danger, hut did not see that the theory of substltutlonlsgl hio® €Ros=
IS has often been identified) implies no rejecticn of the need for leadership

ser and Barker) Unfortunately that is what it was interpreted as implying in the
Gyroup's practice,

This article on Substitutionism is & highly polished example of the permanent me:éwd
of comrele Cliffy, that is eclecticism. No consistent analysis is rlf;or?US1Y adher

to: ircoherence necessarily fotlows. He repeats the materialist analysis of how
substitutiomem took place:™ Under such conditions the class base of the Bolshew.l.k
party disintegrated -- not because of some mistake in the plpolicies of Bolshevism,
not because of one or another conception of Bolshevism regarding the ro e of the
party and its relation to the class - but because of mightier historical fawtors. The
working class had hecome declassed," End of A scussion? NO! Cliff has more to add -
Speoulatioh s,‘ﬁir;r!:'% “opabelf thoughts sbout some 'causal . connections and some
semi-annrchist conclusions, etc.etc. eto!

(IITERLRY) REFORM OR_REVOLUTION? IN Luxembowrg, elition GE,Cliff is a changed man!
Nowhere J& llie Tesult more startling than in the final parasireph of the chapter
on Luxemburgz and Lenin: '

1959 edition:For Marxists in advenced industrial countries, Lenin's oririnal position

can much less serve as a gnide than Rosa Luxemburg's, nothwithstanding her oversta-
tements on the question of spontaniety.

1968 edition: However, whatever the ristorical circumstances moulding Rosa's thourhts
regarding organisition, these thoughts showed a great wenkness in the German revolu-
tion of 1918-19,

Of course people change their mings. When marxists do dso it would be good to know

why and how, The important thing here too is method, 4 marxists osition is based
on an analysis of the real world to which he brin \ 2 3

: #s certain conceptions: his conclu-
sions are lrawn from this. Thus the train of thousht is clear, tﬁe reasoning %cons~
iderations are designed to expound to wonvince, In thig case there is a mystery: one
and the same exposition(without supplement) leads . >

to opposite co i
does Comrade Cliff reach his conclusions? . -n-I'r) et nc_:l}.xsn.ons. Why? How

RESUITS AND REALITIES, Thus the IS attitude to the question of

has been a compendium of the attitudes of a senile' Luxenbur 4 sm!

tailism and contempt for the idea of orgemising a small pr iy 3 "

ing propoganda groupe FPogamia group as a fight-
The current change - motivateq allegedl

but seemingly owing as much if not :

: more to the hap
Just too many members to meke federalism comfortab

les :
were dravm from the Belgian General Strike in 1961 " & i L gl{at conclusions
a rectification of theory and practice by serio ¢ embles not so much
. fmema
medieval art of palimpsestry, S commnists, as

an exercise in the

Y € lenist Zarty

¥y on t%le May events in France
Py co-incidence that the Group had
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An element in the incoherence is Comrade Harman's srticle in the current
IS = clearly a muffled polemic with Gliff's old views - or rather a surreptitious
attempt to bring 'the theory' of the Group in line with what the leaders have been
saying recently. It is not in any sense a signsl for a chance in methods of function-
ing and serves only as decoration for a practice no different from the past in its
c§sentials. It is therefore an academic exercise (useful, despite the strange
silence on the Trotskyist movement's struggle to maintain the conception of the
combat party against social demccracy and stelinism for 4O years), 1t clears up none
of the practical or theoretical confusion: to do this plainly requires an attempt
to relate the reality of the Group to the theory that has moulded ite

_ The leadership contimue as of old with as little understanding of the
conscious Leninist approach: no attempt at serious planming of work; no conception
of ancctivist rather than a tailist accommedatiomist approach (eg Industry, ¥SC,

Youth)s IS remains a Group without a Programme, with only the ravaged remnants of

the programme of Trotskyism patched with a few eclectic rags. It does not begin
programmatically, objectively, and map out its tasks - it trims empirically,
subjectively,

If Cliff's confusion on substitutiomism ctc. in 1960 was - essentially
- the result of casual eclecticism, the 'new approach' to the Farty today is similar:
an assemblage of various conceptions and approaches without consistency anl in danger
of falling between all the stools, Neither a loose left social democrat-type group
bit enourh to survive beyond the revival of left socisl democracy itself (probable
after Labour's defeat), nor a Bolshevik cadre proup tempered ani organised and

capable of entering into anl changing, or gaining from, events

- including such a
revival when it develops.

The leadership does not have a clear conception of the
party that necds to be built: "Whether the IS Growp will, by simple arithmetic
progression, grow into a revolutionary party, or whether the party will grow from 2
yet unformed rroup is not important for us." (Pclitical Committee document, October
1968.) On the ceontrary it is vitale. If the stratesy is one which expects any big
chan~es to come from the shift to come in the already orzenised labour movement
( all experience in the past suggests that this is the likely way a real rcvolutionary
movement will develop in a country like Britain) rather then by arithmetic accretion,
then this decress the neced for us to build a cedre movement to Le able to intervene.
The lack of-clear strateyy of the relationship of IS to the class and the organised
labour movement is obvious. Consequently IS is being built as =z louse, all-in type
croup. Lacking a strategy the leadership looks always for short cuts. Iromically
the theorists of 'substitutionism' have in the last three years come close to
substituting (as a fifth wheel) for the rank and file industrial movement, and now
for a broad left social democratic one. This is cnly possible, however, in the
sbsence of a genuine left social democratic grouping - ie for a very short period,
IS's pgrowth is larwely the result of a series cof umpredictable cvents
ez the suicide of the SLL - which have left IS as the only centender in the
ficld and thereby transformed it from a discussion group without a future into a
potentizlly seriocus revolutionary corgonisation, IS is thus goihg through a crisis of
identity. It is not often that it is Aven to corpganisations to make a sharp turn,
n seconl delication, IS has this opportunity. 1t has still not decided definitively

which way it will go.



This old Bolshevik cartoon depicts the complex relationship between Economism, ienshev- A
ism amd Bolshevism during the urning period of 1903/k. The Boonomists in practice axd - -
sometimes in theory denied the need for immediate Meyenﬁem& working class pmﬂi#iesg

they 'worshipped' the spontanecus movement of the workers, tailed behind it and .

to abandon the struggle te mould it and vefine it to revalutionary political aonsciaus-
ness. They were fought from 1900 to 1903 by the paper ISKRA, produced by Martov, Lenin,
Plekhanov et al%m which aév?wtad :é:mm politicel orgenisstion of the working c‘la:a
and a struggls workers' independence against bourgeois ideclogical and orgarisat Oﬂr
al influence on the rising lsbour movement. = :

Than at the ‘Sesond’ ongress 141903 the ISKRALfes split =~ Martov, Axelrod, Dm'-
& Co. recoiled from the harsh demands of consistently and rigorously applying the logic |
of the polities they; with Lenin and Plekhanov, had advoosted, Simltancously some of

the Boonomists, like Martynov, recciled 5@11'1@31% in face of svents, from their i
extrems one-sidedness and accepted the nesd for some sort of polities.

The backsliding inconsistent ISKRAites and the 'upsl » Orly partly reformed
Economists coalesced around an h wmleh owed m to tgﬂ ideas of the Economists
then to tm ideas of the 1900-3 I Thus was born sm. The cartoon shows the
reformed Economist Martynov P!ﬂ.ling the m __.Mxm, the swamp, despite the
vain effor‘l:s efﬂahmw(magﬁ@eumm *Dialectios') to saws them (long-
eared Martov, crayfish Amg:ﬂar;aﬁc Dan, frog Petresov and dragonfly Trotsky)

Me e Lenin stands on ground outs
suam'hiln o tha AOMECRlL I ide the Bwemp, on the path to the mins
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