Tasks of the Fraction

Decline of the ICC

International Situation

Documents




CONTENTS

THE TASKS OF THE FRACTION : e : r.1
The external Fractlon of the Internatlonal Communlst Current was, formed in Nov. 1985
in reaction to the polltlcal and organlzatlonal degeneratlon of the ICC. The decline
of the ICC, today's main pole of régroupment of revolutionary forces, is certainly a
biow for the working class. Our Fraction wants to work towards overcoming the present
situation; it will try to represent a programmatic and organic continuity with the
bases of the ICC by learning from the lessons of 1ts fallure and helping to create a
bridge to a future pole of regroupment

THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION e d
The departure point of a marxist ana1y51s is the ablllty to see the international
situation as a totality whose 3 main aspects - the economic crisis, inter-imperial-
ist antagonisms and the class struggle - interact. The task of revolutionaries is to
trace the general evolution of the situation but also to grasp how these general ten-
dencies are concretized in reality. It is with this perspective that we analyze the
evolution of the international situation for the past two years.

THE DECLINE OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST CURRENT . p.14
This article tells the history of the debates which have taken place in the ICC over
the past two years and identifies a process of degeneration on the level of politi-
cal positions and the internal life of the organization. It traces the different
stages of the struggle we carried on inside the ICC as a tendency and tries to analy-
ze the reasons for the failure of the ICC.

DOCUMENTS

We publish here a selection of some of the texts we wrote as a tendency : fn.;a
- DECLARATION OF THE FORMATION OF A TENDENCY: :
Dated March 1985, and censored by the ICC, this document summarizes the basis of the
tendency formed to fight against the degeneration.

- RESOLUTION ON CENTRISM AND POLITICAL ORGANIZATIONS OF THE PROLETARIAT :

This text is a synthesis of our position on the question of centrism and its theore-
tical and practical implications in the period of the decadence of capitalism.

- OUR FUNCTION TODAY : A CRITIQUE OF THE INTERVENTION OF THE ICC :

Through a critigue of the ICC's regressions on intervention, this text is a first
step towards trying to make the role of revolutionaries clearer in the present period.

PUBLIC MEETING 0t e mei 0 5 S S A

International Perspective will regularly hold Public Meetings as an integral
part of its determination to actively stimulate a real debate and discussion
around the vital issues that face revolutionaries and the working.class. Our
first Public Meeting will be on :

THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION AND THE TASKS OF REVOLUTIONARIES

We will discuss the ever-deepening economic crisils, the preparations for
world war in both imperialist blocs, the situation of a combative work-
ing class whose struggles are on the rise and the burning guestions that
face the still small and scattered revolutionary milieu today.

The meeting will be held :

7:30 pm SATURDAY, MARCH .1, 1986 2:30 pm SATURDAY, AFRIL 12, 1985
Washington Square Methodist Church North Room, Conway Hall

135 West 4th St. Red Lion Square

New York, N.Y. London ViC1

Internationalist Perspective

zP

Single issues : In the U.S. : Bo Bex (748
MorTcear , NT O Fos 2.

$1.50 US / B 1 UK UsA

L Tn the U.K. : 3M 3ox 8154

Subscriptions : London ./CIN 3XX

one year - four issues Great 3ritain

$5.00 US / & 3.50 UK In Belgium (for the French edition) :

MAKE ALL CHECKS PAYABLE TO CASH. B.P. 1181 Centre Monnale

1000 Bruxelles Belgium



THE TASKS OF OUR FRACTION

Ten vyears ago in 1975 the International
Communist Current was founded. It was a
historic occasion. After the dark years
of a half-century of counter-revolution,
a new pole of organised revolutionary
activity emerged 1in the course of the
powerful wave of class struggle that
marked the reawakening of the internat-
ional proletariat between 1968 and 1973.
There were other organisations in the
proletarian camp at that time, particul-
arly the Bordigist and councilist
currents. But these organisations, suff-
ering from sclerosis after their long

struggle for survival during the period’

of counter—-revolution, were incapable of
recognising the change in the historic
course opened by the reawakening of the
proletariat and unable to play a posi-
tive role towards regroupment and inter-—
vention 1in the working class. In spite
of weaknesses, the ICC represented a
real step forward for the proletariat in
this situation, the crystallisation of a
new life around a clear political plat-

form,the result of an effort still diffuse

in the class. The ICC was to demonstrate
this new vitality over the vyears by
becoming a pole of reference within the
proletarian political milieu.

But for an organisation to live and
develop; it 1is not enough to put 1its
platform in the archives and simply
devote itself to dealing with immediate
issues. History goes forward and raises
old guestions in new forms, and those
who are unable to keep up are condemned
te fall by the wayside. With the ’80s,
history accelerated, imposing the hard
truth of capitalist crisis in all its
forms on the working class: ideological
and material pressure of the bourgeocisie
seeking to stifle all expression of
class struggle, the need to develop the
working class struggle and consciousness
to a higher level towards the internat-
ionalist perspective of the communist
revolution. This acceleration of hist-
orys. with the heightening of the stakes
‘of class struggle and the increasing
pressure of the capitalist state on the
proletariat, has led to a continuing
general crisis of the proletarian pol-
itical milieu. Its most spectacular man-
ifestations were the collapse of imm—
ature organisations or sclerotic ones
like the Bordigist International Commun-—
ist Party (Programma Comunista) in 1982.
But this crisis has affected all exist-

ing organisations to one degree or an-
other through crises and splits, includ-—
ing the ICC. Our Fraction is the product
of this crisis which has not completed
its course of a forced selection process
in today’s revolutionary milieu.

The primary characteristic, the origin-
ality, of this crisis is that it is not
taking place 1in a period of counter-
revolution but in a course towards moun-—
ting class struggle; in fact it occurs
in moments of open expression of class
struggle. The first phase of sharp cris-
is came with the second wave of interna-
tional class struggle in 1978-81, part-
icularly in relation to the steel strike
in Britain and the mass strike in Pol-
and. The second phase {(at least for the
ICC up to now) comes during the third
wave of class struggle begun at the end
of 1983. This characteristic is explain-
ed by the slow, uneven and difficult
course of class struggle in reaction to
the present economic crisis which;, in
comparison to a reaction to world war,
raises problems at the very heart of the
system (economic relations between the
classes) but works towards the collapse
of the system through a longer process.
In such a process, moments of open
struggle tend to be key moments, testing
the validity of revolutionary organisa-
tions in re€lation to the evolution of
history, particularly their conception
of the development of class conscious-
ness and their function in this develop-
ment. It’s not an accident that all the
crises and splits in the rest of the
revolutionary milieu, have been 1linked
to the question of class consciousness
and the party. This is the vital chall-
enge of our time (and to some extent of
the whole history of the workers’ move-—
ment) to revolutionaries today.

The second wave of class struggle had
already profoundly shaken the ICC 1in
1980-81 with the appearance of immediat-
ist and activist tendencies leading to
departures and splits in the organisa-
tion. But with the third wave of
struggle today the weaknesses of the ICC
have reappeared on the surface with even
greater force. This time it is the en-—
tire organisation that has been drawn
into a process of degeneration through
the adoption of an orientation that
turns its back on some of its most
fundamental principles, a voluntarist



orientation taking elements from:. Trot-
skyism in the >30s when it was;still in
the proletarian camp. To understand
better the ICC’s trajectory these past
few vyears, culminating in the Sixth
Congress which definitively confirmed
this course, we refer the reader to the
article on this subject in this issue.
Here we shall simply give an overview of
the essential points which deal with
general political positions as well as
the questions of intervention and inter-
nal functioning. i
1. The regressions affected thé most
fundamental issues first, the question
of the political principles of the org-
anisation. Faced with the difficulty of
Understanding and characterising @ the
complex process of the developmenﬁ of
class consciousness in the present p
iod, the ICC sought refuge in confu
formulations inherited from Lenini
claiming a difference between ’cl
consciousness’ and ’consciousness of
class’,; a modern and incoherent versg
of the difference between ’communi
consciousness’ and ’trade union con
ipusness’® established by Kautsky
then Lenin. This was done despite
fact that the ICC’s original position
class consciousness had been based
the rejection of this very distincti
The acceptance of this distinction
to a position decreeing that council
was ’the greatest danger for the work
class’ while the danger of substituti
ism disappeared like magic, simply
coming the expression of ’*the backwa
ness of Russia’ within the Russian pr
etariat in the 1217 Revolution. This
in complete contradiction to the pri
ipled position of the ICC on the bo
geois nature of substitutionumand:
simultaneous rejection of both council-
ism and Bordigism as symmetrical expr-
essions of the same false vision
class consciousness and the party. Fin-
ally, these regressions were capped by a
return to Trotsky’s theory of centrism
from the ’30s defining ‘centrism’
psychological terms, characterised
hesitating behaviour and conciliation
antagonistic positions. ’Centrism’
supposedly seen as the essential @ a
permanent disease ofthe workers’® mov
ment. Applied to the history of it
workers? movement in the period of de
adences this theory shows its dangero
implications by questioning the . natu
of the proletariat, the lessons dra
from the German Revolution, the bou
geois nature of Social-Democracy in t
First World War, the bourgeois nature
Stalinism after the adoption of ’soc—
ialism in one country’ and of Trotskyism
after its ’critical support’ for the
Second World War - in total contradic-
tion to the very platform of the ICC.
Readers of the ICC press have already
read some of the criticisms we made of

these theories in some few articles that
managed to surface in the International

Review - 41 and 43 and in Internatignal-
isme 100 (which was translated into
Englishs after being cut, in World Rev-

olution 88). We are publishing in this
issue and in future ones articles and
texts developing our positions on these

guestions.

2. These theoretical regressions then
gradually invaded the domain of inter-
vention. The ICC began by decreeing that
activism was no longer a significant
danger in & period of mounting <class
struggle - in contradiction to the less—
ons drawn from its own crisis in 1981.
Then, little by little, it slipped into
an immediatist and voluntarist approach
towards intervention which culminated in
concessions on principles in relation to
unionism through a leftist position on
systematically calling workers to parti-
cipate’ in unions ’days of action’ and
union ‘demonstrations to transform them
into workers’ assemblies. Readers will
find a critique of the ICC’s interven—
tion in this issue.

3. It is in regard to its internal
life that the degeneration of the ICC 1is
most pronounced, a caricature of itself,
a total repudiation of its principles of
functioning concerning how to carry on
debates in a revolutionary organisation:
personal attacks and disciplinary resol-
utijns against minority comrades, prohi-
biting| non-secret and open discussions
among | minority comrades before their
formation into a tendency, the decision
to cdlose debate just as the tendency was
forded, censoring public texts of the
tendency such as its declaration of
exigtence (which we print in this iss-—
ue) | roposals to change the platform
and lstatutes of the organisation without
exprkn tion or debate ...

After 11 this, the ICC pronounced its
own deflinitive condemnation by expelling
the | tepdency from the highest moment

of tke brganisation - the Sixth Internat-
ionajl pngress,; whose agenda included nc
less| han the proposed changes in the
platfor;n and statutes — after a sordid
manoeuvie compared to which the Interna-
tional |Communist Party (Battaglia Comun-—
ista) throwing the ICC out of the Inter-

natibn Conferences of the Communist
Leftki 1980 seems like a friendly act

of hair boys. An organisation that
rejects/|its own life, its own critique;
with: ch scorn for principles cannot
clai to be able to work towards the

regr?upwent of revolutionary forces.

Face& with this very grave situation and
expulsions our Fraction was constituted
outside the organisational framework of
the 1ICC, in continuity with the fight
waged by the tendency within the organ-—
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isation. The degeneration of the main
pole of regroupment of revolutionary
forces that the ICC represented is a
blow for the world proletariat which
cannot be blotted out by any pompous
voluntaristic declarations. It is not in
a day that one pole of regroupment is
replaced automatically by another. In
this degeneration is expressed the in-
capacity of the entire revolutionary
milieu in crisis to live up to its res-
ponsibility to prepare for the future
proletarian class party. But by facing
up to this objective reality, we do not
wish to propagate any wave of pessimism.
The potential of class struggle is grea-

ter than ever, the main battles are
still to come and the bulk of future
revolutionary forces as well. Despite

its limited number, our Fraction is an
international one and contains a major-—
ity of the founding members of the ICC
section in the US, Great Britain and
Belgium. In this sense, the failure of
the experience of the ICC is only a
partial failure, like many others that
the class will have to suffer before the
final victory. We have confidence in the
future of the class struggle and in the
future of our Fraction.

By 1insisting on the gravity of the pre-
sent situation and by forming a Frac-—
tion, we want to emphasise the fact that
the present crisis in the revolutionary
milieu ¢an be overcome only by a pain-
staking and profound critical examina-
tion of the weaknesses of this milieu.
This is the only way today’s promise can
become tomorrow’s reality. In this per-—
spectives our Fraction has taken on the
following tasks that have always been
tasks of fractions in the past:

(1) To represent a programmatic and
organic continuity with the pole of
regroupment that the ICC used to be.
Whether or not the platform and statutes
ofthe ICC were officially changed at the
Sixth Congresss it is clear that the ICC
has in fact ceased to defend them on
essential points. We defend the platform
and statutes the ICC elaborated in- the
past as the highest point attained by
the workers’ movement in the clarifica-
tion of its revolutionary principles up
to now, and as the necessary basis for
any further step forward in this clari-
fication.

(2) To draw the lessons of the exper-—
ience of the ICC for the workers’ move-
ment and develop the necessary program-
matic advances. The proletariat can

overcome the failure of an experience
only if it goes to the roots of the
weaknesses that caused this failure and
draws the lessons for the future. This
work, that we had already begun within

the ICC and which found its first formal

. developed expression in the resolution
on centrism printed in this issue, has
to be continued in order to overcome the
contradictions which appear in the ICC
and the revolutionary milieu today. In
particular, the demands of today’s per-—
iod and the incompleteness of the legacy
of the Communist Lefts make a develop-—
ment of Marxist theory on class consc-—
iousness and the role of the party abso-
lutely vital.

(3) Finally, as a conseguence of the
above tasks, to try to establish a brid-
ge between the old pole of regroupment
of revolutionary forces that was the ICC
and the new pole which will develop 1in
the future course of class struggle.

But the unique character of the present
historical situation also imposes on us,
tasks which are qualitatively different

from those of the Left Fractions in the’
period of counter-revolution:

(i) Because we are not in a course
towards historic reflux in class strugg-
le; the Fraction should not be going
against the current of the general move-
ment of|the class, should not isolate
itself, but, on the contrary, must place
itself within this movement, ‘learning
from it and contributing to it.

(i1) Because we do not come from &
class party evolving towards betrayal
but from a current, a group among others
in a political milieu unable to fulfill
its function of preparing for the future
party, the Fraction should not confine
itself to a struggle for the regenera-
tion of any particular organisation but
should see itself as an active factor in
helping to overcome the weaknesses of
all of the existing revolutionary for-—
ces.

(ii1) Therefore, its activity should be
oriented towards creating the conditions
for a new pole of regroupment of revolu-
tionary forces and intervention in class

struggle so as to live up to the respon-
sibilities that the proletariat imposes
on revolutionaries in the present period
of international class struggle.

We appeal to all revolutionary groups
.and elements to works by means of con-—
tacts, debate and a serious confronta-
tion of positions, for the rebirth of a
real revolutionary milieu able to
further the clarification of the class
positions of the proletariat, leading to
the regroupment of a clear revolutionary,
vanguard. i
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REPORT ON THE INTERNATIONAL
SITUATION

The purpa@% o@ a ork @n the internat-
ional situation is to draw a balancesneet
of the preceeding period and to provide
a perspective for the period to come. The
function of a marxist analysis of the in-
ternational situation is to serve as &
pasis for the intervention of revolution-
aries in the struggle of their class, in
the battles that the proletariat is for-
ced to wage against its capifalist anta-
gonist. In this sense, marxist analysis
ie guided threnghowt by lenin's dictum

that without revoiutionary theory, tiere
can be no reéveluatlonary practice.

The indispensable starting point for a
marxist analysis is the recognition that
the international Sitwetion gonstitutes
a totality, €he B pmmal;wﬁ ioments of
which —-the economic crisis, inter-imper—
ialist antagonisms and the class strugg-
le- are dialectieslly interconnected.
Any tendency to abstract one of these
moments from the totality in which it is
embedded, fatally condemns the anslysis
and the practice Lo which it gives rise.
This was the case, for example, with the
Vercesl tendency of the Italian faction
of the Communist Left in the late 1930's,
which saw the class struggle as alone de—
termining the international situation
and so failed to understand the Zevelop-
ment of interimperial ist antbgonisSm,

and was thereby ‘'surprised! by the oubt-
break of the imperialist war. Similarly,
this was The case with Bordiga after
World War 1II. VWhile correctly recogniz-
ing the poteutisl ror a period of recon-
struction before the outbreak of another
oper: economic crisis, he failed to grasn
the extent to which the postwar epoch
would e characterized by extremely

- gharp inter-imperialist antagonisms bet-
ween the Russian and Anericen blocs, An-
other example of this tendency was the
failure of both wings of the Itaiian left
(the 'Proprammists’ around Lordiga-riaffi
and the 'Battaglists! around Damen) to
recognize the upsurge of the proletariat
beginning with Fay '68 in France and the
'hot autumn' of 1869 in Italy. The latest
examnle -.of this tendency to fail to grasp
the dialectical intercpnnection between
the 2 moments of the internaticnal situ-—
ation is that of the ICC. Beginning from
the correct recognition that the present
period is characterized by a course to-
wards decisive conflicis between the prol-—
etariat and capital, the ICC has begun to

fixate its interest exclusively on the dev-
elopment of the class struggle 'in 1tself!
agnd increasingly limits its treatment of
the development of the economic crisis

and the evolution of inter-imperialist
antagonisms to a repetition of what it

has already =said.. Thereby it completely
overlooks the fact that developments at
one level of the international situation
are both produced by, and lead to, signif-
icant changes at the other levels as well.
The result of such a tendency to apstradt-
ion is inevitably te theoretically disarm
an organisation of revoluticonaries in the
face of the vital tasks for which the
class itself generates it.

In analyzing the international situation,
it is the task o¢f revolutionaries to al-
viays noint oul the 'line of march', as
Marz and Engels said in the Conmunist Han-
ifesto,. Wnat seperates marxism from the-
empiricism of the bourgecisie, is precise-
1y its capacity {0 lay bare the general
laws or tendencies which characterize the
develop.ent of a mode of production and
the evolution of the international situ-
ation in a given neriod. However, .the cap-
aclity to grasp the general tendencies
(tlaws' for marxism always work themsel-
ves out as tendencies) or perspectives
which characterize the international sit-
uation, and which 1s the product of the
marxist methodology, must go hand in hand
with the recognition that such laws or
tendencles assert themselves in cobjective
reality through a series of complex med-
iations, and by giving rise to counter-
tendencies, which if they do not block

the development of the general tendency,
certainly affect both the manner and ten-
po in which it asserts itself. The concep~
tion which bases itself on an immediate
and absolute equation between the general
tendencies, which marxist theory elucid-
ates, and the actual facts of objective
reality itself, is schematism. Schemat-
ism, with its inability to recognize the
objective weight of the complex mediat-

ions and the interaction of the dominant

tendency and the counter—tendencies which
its development generates, not only ster-

ilizes revolutionary theory, but makes

revolutionary practice impossible. This
was the case, for example, with the CWO
at the time of the mass strike in Poland
(1980), and their equation of the indis-
putable general tendency towards decisive
and violent confrontations between the



proletariat and capital leading to a pre-
revolutionary situation and. the actual
balance between the contending classes
at that time, The result of the CWO's
schematism was their adventurist call
for an immediate insurrection, which had
that organisation any real influence in
the ranks of the working class in Poland,
could have had disastrous consequences..
Similarly, the ICC's oft repeated in-
sistence on the imminent reappearance of
hyper~inflation in the key centers of
world capitalism constitutes a dangerous
slide into schematism by its failure to
recognize the complex mediations through
which that general tendency will, in
fact, assert itself. The constant repet-
ition of the imminence of hyper-inflation
cannot replace a real marxist analysis
of the precise way in which this tenden-
cy imposes itself in objective reality,
and the counter-tendencies which decise-
vely affect the rhythm of this develop-
ment. This is also the case with the
ICC's failure to recognize that while
the basic tendency in interimperialist
antagonisms in the present period is an
offensive of the American bloc, this

- very tendency itself both produces coun~-

ter-tendencies . .and is imposed only by
the way of a complex series of mediat-
ions --these latter having virtually
ceased to exist for the ICC. Schemat-
ism also characterizes the ICC's anal-
ysis of the development of the class
struggle in the present period. In this
case, the ICC sees only the dominant
tendency (the tendency towards ever
sharper class confrontations as the 3d
wave of class struggle mounts), but
completely fails to see the complicat-
ed and tortureus process by which this
tendency actually materializes, in par-
ticular the process of the development
of class consciousness within the prol-
etariat, thereby fetishizing the "3d
wave" and seeing the role of revolut-
ionaries as that of "mobilizing" the
class, after the model of a general
staff.

The price of schematism -which is the ab-
andonment 'of the methodology of marxism-
is' always the destruction of the capacity

of the organisation which embraces it to

carry out the vital functions for which
the class has generated it: revolutionary
intervention,

The Economic Crisis

Over the past 2 years the ideologists and
spokesmen for American capitalism have
made extravagant claims to the effect that
an economic 'recovery' has taken place
after the devastating recession that
struck world capitalism in 1980. During
the '70's, a collapse of production as a
result of the saturation of the world mar-
ket was prevented -though not without 2
increasingly severe recessions and gene-
‘ralized stagnation-by massive recourse to
the drug of credit and the inflation of
the money supply. This Keynesian policy
of credit expansion so as to ward off
the economic catastrophe which the lack
of effective demand on the world market
would otherwise have produced, spawned a
galoping inflation in the metropoles of
capitalism, and-by the late 1970's- rai-
sed the spectre of hyper-inflation and
the coliapse of the international monetary
system., The recession which followed was
the longest and deepest of the 3 which

have struck world capitalism since the
reappearance of the open crisis after
the completion of the phase of recon-
struction following World War II (at
the end of the 1960's). In this section
of the report, we intend to refute the
claims made by the apologists for capi-
talism that a durable economic recovery
is taking place and that the inflatio-
nary danger has been succesfully re-
moved.

Even a brief look at the world economy
at the end of 1985 is sufficient to see
that on a global basis there has been

no economic recovery.

In most of the so-called Third World,
the descent into the abyss of total e~
conomic collapse has continued unabated
as the loans which kept these economies
afloat during the '70's (and created
artificial markets for the exports of
the capitalist metropoles) have dried
up. The few 'third world'economies which
were denominated genuine 'economic mi-
racles' during the 70's (Singapore,Hong
Kong, South Korea) are now in the grip
of a devastating recession as their
industrial production and exports plum-
met in the face of a saturated werld
market, and the protectionism and bitter
competition this provokes. This is also
the case with the o0il producing coun-
tries (eg. Saudi~Arabia, Nigeria, Indo-
nesia) which in the last year alone have
seen oil prices drop by 20% and are con-
demned to an increasing stagnation. For
the bulk of the Latin American, Asiatic
and African economies, which knew neither
"economic miracle' nor an oil boom which
could significantly offset their under-

development during the '70's, two paths

have been open in the 1980's : those
countries whose industrial base, level of
indebtedness or strategic value make it
difficult for the American blo¢ to permit
a total collapse (eg. Mexico, Brazil, Ar-



gentina, India), are kept afloat in a
condition of dependence Jjust short of
bankruptcy, in which their exports cannot
even (or can just barely) cover the inte-
rest on their external debt. In order to
pay their crediters, the capitalist state
apparatus of these countries must -in the
name of "nationalism" and '"democracy'"-
find some ideological formula through
which to facilitate the brutal imposition
of the most draconian austerity on the
working class and the impoverished masses
without any possibility of ever escaping
the agony to which the terminal illness
of world capitalism condemns them. Those
countries whose totalcollapse poses no
‘real threat to the stability ofworld cap-
ital (e.g. Bangladesh, Uganda, Liberia,
Ghana) are undergoing an historical ret-
rogression into a subsistence economy as
a result of the global crisis. However,
this constitutes no return to the com-
munal subsistence economies of precap~
italist’societies, but a barbaric reality
of famine and rapine, of permanent war,
in which the starving peasantry is brutal
ized and plundered by the well armed loc~
al capitalist state apparatus or by riv-
al armies seeking to grab state power

and make themselves the local function-
aries of capitalist 'order'.

‘Even in the metropoles of the American
bloc, the 'recovery' has been limited to
only 3 countries: the US, Japan and West
Germany. West Germany apart, in the Fur-
opean heartland of world capitalism the
past 2 years have witnessed a continued
shrinkage of the industrial base (as
whole regions are affected by the shut-
down of once profitable industries, e.g.
the midlands in England, the Denain-Longw
wy steel basin and Le Creusot with its
engineering industry in France, the Lie-
ge~Charleroi heavy industrial basin in
Belgium) and unemployment rates ranging
from 10% to over 15% in Holland (even
using the official figures which dras-
tically underestimate the magnitude of
the problem. This planned scaling down of
the industrial base in a vain effort to
rationalize each national capital for
the increasingly bitter competition on

a shrinking world market, and the con=-
tinued massive overproduction of the
commodity labor-power belie the claims
that 4 recovery has occured. The improve-
ment in the perflormance of the Japanese
and West German economies ower the past
2 years has but one real cause: a mas-
sive export offensive on the US-market.
Virtually the whole of the bloated trade
balance of Japan and West Germany, on
which their "economic recovery" totally
depends, can be accounted for by the un-
precedented trgde deficit which the U.S.
has run up: this trade deficit, which
has already reached 130.4 billion dol-
larsin 1985, has made possible the up-
turn in Japan and West-Germany (as well

as a certain temporary stabilization

in the ailing economies of the rest of
Western Europe). However, neither such
a trade deficit nor the over~valued dol-
lar which contributes to it will be al-
lowed to continue. Thus, as the U.S.
takes steps to decrease its trade defi-
cit and to devalue the dollar, the re-
covery in Japan and West-Germany will

be choked off. Moreover, no replacement
for the American market can possibly be
found, Indeed, in the face of the recent
devaluation of the dollar and increasing
protectionist sentiment in the ranks of
segments of American capital, Japan has
begun to reflate its domestic economy.
Nonetheless, quite apart from the timi-
dity of the measures taken, any sig-
nificant reflationary policy must in-
crease the budget deficit, provoke domes-
tic inflation and lead to higher prices
for Japanese goods on the world market,
thereby directly undermining the export
capacity on which the profitability of
Japan's economy is dependent. In short,
the prospects for Japan, West Germany
(and the rest of Western Europe) is for
a new and more severe economic downturn,
which will follow in the wake of the
course set by the American economy and
give the lie to the oft repeated claims
of a durable economic recovery.

Inasmuch as the so-called recovery has
been largely dependent on the "expan-
sion " of the American market and con-
centrated in the U.S3., it is there that
we must look in order to determine whe-
ther there is a basis for the claims that
a durable recovery has occureed.A look
at the American economy quickly reveals
both the shallowness and the limits of
the economic upturn of the past 2 years-
the main function of which, in any case,
was to assure the reelection of Ronald
Reagan as President and to give time to
the ruling class to better prepare for
the impending economic storms. From No-
vember 1984 to November 1985, industrial
production in the U.S. rose only 1.1%.
This key economic indicator already de-
monstrates the shallowness of the Ameri-
can economic recovery and the fact that
it is already drawing; to a close, In-
deed, if we look at the investment in
producer durable goods, i.e., the fac-
tories and machinery on which an indus-
trialized economy depends, in basic
sectors of the American economy between
1979-1984, the picture that emerges is
one of an impending and unprecedented
shrinkage of the manufacturing base of
the giant of world capitalism invest-
ment in manufacturing machinery and e-
gquipment as a whole has declined 12,3%;
investment in agricultural and construc-
tion machinery has declined 47,2%; while
investment in plant and machinery for
the production of trucks,aircraft, ships
and railroad equipment has fallen 18,9%.

)



In 1984, construction of new industrial
plants in the U.S. was 26.2% below its
already anemic level of 1979. Clearly,
far from gearing-up for a durable econo-
mic recovery, American capital is engaged
in a concerted reduction of its very
economic base, Where then has the vaun-
ted economic recovery occurred? Three
sectors of the American eccnomy have
known a significant upturn over the past
few years. First, the production of mili-
tary goods and armaments, which has jum-
ped by 50% between 1979-1984. Second, the
construction of office buildings and
other commercial real estate development
in the big cities has boomed in the wake
of a speculative binge. Third, a consi-
derable expansion of high-=technology
industries-whose output is basically
destined for the military and financial
sector of the economy, and not industrial
production~ has occurred. As these cases
demonstrate, what has taken place is a
recovery limited to the unproductive

(in value terms) sectors of the economy,
which constitutes a sterilization of
capital on a vast scale.¥*In terms of the
global national capital, neither the ex-
pansion of the military, real estate or
financial sectors of the economy is pro-
ductive of surplus-value-the veritable
life blood of the capitalist economy, ‘
without the constant expansion of which,
its very existence becomes untenable,

The fact that the recovery has been limi-
ted to the unproductive sectors of the
economy, while the surpluswvalue produe
¢ing industrial base continues its de-
cline, means not only that this recovery
has been shallow in its scope, but must
be short-lived in time as well, This is
so because it is only the production of
surplus-value from living labor in the
productive sector of the economy that
provides the basis to assure the accu-
mulation of capital and to sustain the
unproductive sector (however necessary
this latter is to the overall functio-
ning of the mode of production). In fact,
the real estate boom and high tech in-=
dustries have already run out of steam,
as can be seen in the fact that already
25% of the office space in the sun belt
cities of California and Texas are un-
occupied, and 1in the sharp drop in pro-
fits for IBM, and the lcsses for Wang,
Apple and Texas Instruments, this year.
The military sector alone cannot sustain
the American economy, quite apart from
the growing difficulty of financing it

as the productive sector of the economy

*Tn terms of the global national capital,
because the output of these sectors does
not return to the productive process as
new constant or variable capital, it is
sterilized, i.e., it leaves the cycle

of production and cannot be valorized.

sinks into the abyss,withdut unleashing
hyper-inflation.

The economic downturn that began in
1979-1980 has already confirmed the ac-
celeration of a tendency which is
dominant in the phase of state capita-
lism: the shift in the global division
of surplus-~value into profit on the one
hand, and, interest and rent on the
other in favor of the latter and at the
expense of the former. Investment ca-
pital increasingly flees the productive
sector, where surplus-value is genera-
ted, and finds refuge in activities
which yield interest and rent. This his-
toric shift, which has taken a huge

leap forward over the past several
yvears, 1s the conclusive proof of the
absolute parasitism of state capita-
lism, of the increasingly unproductive-
in value terms~ nature of the capitalist
mode of production in its senile phase.
It also demonstrates the utter fic-
tion of a durable economic recovery,
which even in the very heartof the world
capitalist economy (to which it has been
confined), far from creating the bases
for a new cycle of capital accumulation
{however short-lived), has only produced
a hypertrophy of the unproductive sector
and thereby prepared the way for a new
and more severe collapse.

with an horizon 1limited to' the surface

of capitalist society, with a perspec-
tive which sees only the appearance but
not the essence of social reality, as is
the case with the empirical social science
of the bourgeoisie, the claim that the
spectre of hyperinflation has been ex-
orcised cpuld seem to have a certain va-
lidity. The spectaculag increase in the
money supply and the concomitant rise in
prices which characterized. the 1970's,
Has given way over the past few years to
a policy of tight money and relative
price stability in the metropoles of the
American bloc. Yet this turn of events

in no way constitutes an elimination of
the danger of hyper~inflation which con-
tinues to beset the capitalist world, and
whose return in a moré devastating form
than in the late '70's is only a question
of time. This is so because the dominant
tendencies which preside over the course
of capitalism in its decadent phase are
themselves the fundamental cause of in-
flation, which no momentary shift in
fiscal or monetary policy can change.

Inflation is the direct product of the
change in the balance between produc~
tive and unproductive output in the cap-
italist economy, in favor of the latter.
Thus, as the parasitism of the bloated
state apparatus and in particular the

war economy grows in the phase of state
capitalism, inflation must result. This
is so because in order to '"pay" for the
burgeoning unproductive output, the state



must increase the quantity of money in
circulation faster than the growth of
productive output., This creation of fic-
titious capital, necessary though it is
for the survival of capitalism in its
decadent phase, is but the other side of
the coin to hyper-inflation. Certainly
there are counter-tendencies to this dom-
dinant tendency towards hyper-inflation,
even in the phase of state-capitalism.
However, these counter-tendencies can
only have a temporary effect, at best
staving off Tthe inflationary whirlwind
which 1s generated by the very mechanism
of capitalist survival in its permanent
crisis, Among the counter-tendencies to
inflation are: the recession itself; the
reduction of the wages of the working
class(including the 'social wage' paid
directly by the state.in the form of
'welfare!, healthcare, social security
ete.); reductions in the budget of the
capitalist state in general; limitations
on credits and loans; a fall in the pric-
es of raw materials. Over the past 2
years, the metropoles of the American
bloc have generally benefited from the
operation of all these counter-tenden-
cies at the same time (the exception
being the US, where the budget deficit
of the capitalist state has skyrocketed).
It is these counter-tendencies which ex~
plain the momentary slackening of in-
flationary pressures.

In the case of the US, despite a budget
deficit of over 200 billion dollars in
1985, inflation has still been kept at a
low level. While the presence of the oth-
er counter-tendencies to inflation has
helped in this respect, there is an ad-
ditional factor which has made it possib-
le for the American governement to cover
its budget deficit without recourse to
the printing presses and the galloping
inflation this would set-off. This is

the massive flight of capital from all
over the world to the US, While an im-
portant conjunctural cause of this flight
of capital has certainly been the extrem-
ely high interest rates in America relat-
ive to Western Europe, this factor is it~
self being reversed as American interest
rates sink. Nonetheless, it would be

séhematic to predict.the imminent return

of .inflation in the US because of this,
inasmuch as a more general cause operates
to propel capital on its flight to Amer-
ica: in the face of global economic dep-
regsion and the spread of wars and the
growth of social upheavals which it
spawns, only the US still constitutes a
~relatively—~ safe haven for capital.
Thus, capital will continue to flow to
the US, even when interest rates drop.
Moreover, the recent devaluation of the
dollar will itself further accelerate
this flight of capital to the US. By
making Wstern European and Japanese
goods less competitive on the American
market (on which their fragile health

depends), and thereby producing a new
economic downturn in Europe and Japan,
the devaluation of the dollar will have
the result of unleashing a new flight of
capital to the US in the face of declin-
ing opportunities for profitable invest-
‘ment locally. This will once again tem-
porarily provide the means for the US to
cover a.significant part of its enormous
‘budget deficit without recourse to the
‘printing presses., It is for this reason
that the return of hyper-inflation can
not be seen as imminent, despite the
fact that, together with recession, it
'is the only future for capitalism in
this period.

It might seem as if American capital
would welcome inflation as a means to re-

" pay its vast debt in "cheap" dollars#®

This might be the case were capitalism
in this epoch still dominated by indus-
trial capital, as in its ascendant phase.
However, in decadent capitalism, where
the claims of interest are more powerful
than that of industrial profit, and where
the stability of the monetary system -
through which American imperialism domi-
nates the world- takes precedence over
the interests of even the most power-

ful industrial interests, a deliberate
policy of inflation by the US is preclu-
ded. Given the potential for hyper-in=-
flation to quickly provoke a complete
economic collapse, a recourse to Keyne-
sian monetary policles on a massive
gscale would be suicidal.,

The difficulties facing Russian capita-
lism today are enormous. As the weaker
of the two imperialist blocs, Russia
and the countries within her orbit are
hurt even more than the West by the on-
slaught of the economic crisis. Unable
to compete economically with the coun-
tries of the American bloe, Russia has
lost almost all markets outside of the
economic zone, COMECON, where its mili-
tary power guarantees it hegemony. Not
only has there not been even a facade
of a recovery in the Russian bloc over
the past two years, but during the
first six months of 1985 Russia's ex-~
port earnings -in the hard currencies

of the West were down 23% from the same
period in 1984, Plagued by a scarcity
of capital with which to counteract the
overwhelming economic superiority of
its impewrialist rival, excluded from
the shrinking world market by the lack
of competitiviness of its commodities,
Russia finds it increasingly difficult -
to match the military buildup in the
West, even while it is only the mili-
tary route of conguest which provides
any prospect whatsoever of preventing
its economic extinction at -the hands

*This seems to be the position of the
ICC today.



of America. To that end the Russian ru-
ling class is objectively forced to di-
vert evermore of its capital to the pro-.
duction of armaments, despite the fact
that the entire economy is already
groaning under the crushing weight of
the war economy. it is this situation
which only presents in starker terms
the dilemna faced by the capitalist
class in every country, that dictates

a new acceleration of the policy of
brutdl austerity and super-exploitation
of the proletariat that characterizes
capitalism in this period, and which

has been the leitmotiv of Russian
"planning'" for a decade, Gorbachev
and the discipline-minded technocrats
who are now occupying the leading po-
sitions in the Russian bureaucracy,
are dedicating their expertise to one
end ! squeezing more surplus-value

‘out of each worker, increasing the rate
‘of surplus-value through speed-up,

discipline and terror. Nonetheless,
on the economic plane itself, whatever
the outcome of this campaign, Russian
capitalism is condemned to sink ever
deeper into the morass of recession,

The Growth of Inter-imperialist Antagonisms
and the Offensive of the American Bloc

Not even the considerable increase in

the rate of exploitation which the ca-
pitalist class has imposed on the pro-
letariat over the past several years
through its policies of austerity and
rationalization can solve the problems

of a saturated world market, which con-
dems capitalism to a permanent crisis.

At best, such policles can only improve
the competitiveness of particular natio-
nal capitals or imperialist blocs in the
bitter struggle against their rivals.
‘gimilarly, the bankruptcy of Keynesian-
ism and the efforts of capital to wean
itself from the drug of credit so as to
avert the collapse of the international
monetary system cannot remove the spec-
tre of hyper-inflation, which is a hall-
mark of state capitalism and the waneco-
‘nomy.* Nonetheless, as Lenin pointed out
there is no situation, however desperate,
from which the capitalist class cannot
seek to extricate itself. In short, for
marxism, there can be no automatic col-
lapse of the capitalist system as a result
of even the most catastrophic economic
crisis. Faced with such a perspective,
decadent capitalism is inexorably led to
take the path of inter-imperialist world
war and the redivision of the world mar-
ket. No matter that under present condi-
tions the destructiveness of such an impe-
rialist butchery would leave no possibili-
ty of a reconstruction; the logic of being
caught in the vise of a catastrophic eco-
nomic crisis, the ransom for the systems
substantive irrationality, will be the re-
course to world war,

*Though it seems clear that faced with
the twin dangers of deep recession and
hyper-inflation, the decisive sectors
of world capital will choose a massive
industrial downturn over the coillapse
of the monetary system by hyper-infla-
tion.

The past few years, with the demonstra-
tion of the impossibility of a real e-
conomic recovery, have therefore been
characterized by an incredible sharpen-
ing of the inter-imperialist antago-
nisms, Moreover, this same period has
been dominated by a sustained offensive
of the American bloc, aimed at pushing
its Russian rival back into the Eurasian
land mass that its armies occupied at
the end of World VWar II,.

In Africa, where during the late 1970's
Russian imperialism, through the means
of "national liberation struggles'" and
"popular revolution" gained a foothold
in Mozambique, Angola and Ethiopla (thus
compensating somewhat for its loss in
Egypt), American imperialism has laun-
ched a counter-attack. The most impor-
tant weapons in Washington's attempt to
eject Russia from its footholds on the
African continent are economic and mili-
tary. The lure of American bloc econo-
mic and financial aid is leading Mozam-
bique and Angola-veering towards econo-
mic collapse- to turn to the West. To
this must be added the utilization of
"national liberation struggles" (once
the preserve of Russian imperialism);
Western backed guerilla movements in An-
gola and Mozambigque have already forced
these regimes into accomodation with A-
merican imperialism. In Ethiopia, less
distant than Mozambique or Angola to
Russian bases, the combination of the
Western backed ELF and TLE in Eritrea
and Tigre, and the necessity for Western
"aid" in the face of economic collapse
and famine, are also factors that the
American bloc 1is using to move that
country into its orbit.

In Asia too. American imperialism is to-

‘day the principal backer of "national

liberation struggles"., In Afghanistan,
Laos and Cambodia, American backed guer-
rillas fight the local stalinist re-



gimes and their Russian and Vietnamese
sponsors. While military success in
these struggles is not now in the off-
ing, the mere fact that large numbers of
Russian troops are bogged down in Af-
ghanistan, and that a very considerable
part of the Vietnamese army must occu-
py Cambodia, limits the options for new
offensive actions by the Russian bloc,
The strengthening of the economic, poli-
tical and military links between China
and the U.S. also points up the succes
of the American offensive. The 3Sino-Ame-
rican nuclear pact is merely the latest
in a series of steps by which China has
become integrated into the American, Bloc.
Certainly, China is not so firmly a part
of the American bloc as Western Europe
or Japan. However, the tacit Sino-Ameri-
can alliance, based on the mutual inte-
rests of both Chinese and American capi-
tal in this period, is putting enormous
pressure on Russia, compelling it to
prepare to fight on 2 fronts and there-
by limiting its diplomatic and military
margin of maneuver as inter-imperialist
antagonisms sharpen. The recent moves
towards a rapprochment between North and
South Korea must be seen as a spin-off
to the Sino-American alliance, which -
if it develops- will further strengthen
American imperialism in the Far East.

In the Middle East, the conditions for a
"pax Americana'" have ripened over the
past two years. Both Iraq (increasing-
ly dependent on the pro-American regimes
in Saudi Arabla and the gulf sheikdoms
to wage its war with Iran) and Syria
(which needs American consent 1f it is
to dominate Lebanon and achieve its goal
of a Greater Syria), have drawn closer
to the American bloc. Russian imperia—
lism is now left with only one undispu-
ted foothold in the region: South Yemen,
with 1ts big Russians naval base at Aden.

The extent to which Washington has succes-

fully ejected Russia from the Mid East
cockplit must not be obscured by the fact
that the region remains a tinderbox.

The offensive of American imperialism
can also be sgeen at the level of direct
preparations to wage a world war (both
conventional and nuclear). In Western
Europe, the occupation of which could
alone provide Russian imperialism with
the economic basis to effectively chal-
lenge the U.S. on a global scale, the
NATO alliance has been further consoli-
dated. This can be seen both in the re-
integration of France into the NATO
military command structure and by the
entrance of Spain into the "alliance"
and the resulting modernization of its
armed forces. In addition, the deploy--
ment of intermediate range missiles

by the U,S. in Western Europe and the
rapid development of cruise missile
technology has increased the American
hloc*s preparations to wage a nuclear

war. The enormous: growth and moder-
nization of the U.S. fleet have out-
stripped Russian efforts to develop
their naval power, and thus increases
the advantage of the American bloc in
waging a global conventional war. The
development of special units for ra-
pid intervention in local wars (and
the "testing'" of these. units and their
deployment in the interventions in Le-
banon and Grenada) mark another ex-
tension in the global reach of an
American imperialism being placed an
a war footing. Finally, the develop-
ment of "star wars" technology indi-
cates the extent to which America is
preparing to gain a first strike capa-
bility and thereby overturns the rela-
tive parity in nuclear capability that
has characterized the two blocs since
the late 1960's.

While the offensive of the American
bloc is the dominant tendency .in the
development of inter-imperialist an-
tagonisms, it would be schematic to
think that this process does not en-
counter obstacles and countertenden-—
cies. These include counter-moves by
Russian imperialism, obstacles thrown up
by local imperialist rivalries within
the American bloc itself, and diffi-
culties arising from the interplay

of all 3 moments in the international
situation, '

While in the medium term, the wvery suc-
cess of the offensive of the American
bloc must provoke desperate Russian
counter-measures, for the moment these
are still in the preparatory stages.
Even now, however, Russian imperialism
is seeking to re-enter the Mid-East
cockpit, using its bases on the Red

Sea (South Yemen, Ethiopia) and taking
advantage of every.obstacle encountered
by the U.S. as it attempts to construct
its Pax Americana in the Region, Similar-
1ly Russian imperialism is preparing to
have 1its say in Iran the moment the re-
gime of the Ayatollahs shows signs of
crumbling. Russia is also searching for
a modus vivendi with China, hoping to
relieve the danger in the Far East as 1t
prepares to confront the American bloc
in the decisive European theatre, lMore-
over, utilizing its stronghold in Viet-
nam, Russian imperialism is also exten-
ding aid to the NPA in the Philipines,
trying to undermine the stabilityr of
American imperialism in the Pacific.
vhile the Philipines remains firmly un-
der U.3. control (with both the Marcos
regime and the democratic epposition
firmly committed to Washington), the
Pacific remains an area of direct con-
frontation between the blocs and any
instability in the region will be uti-
lized by Moscow.

Despite the ejection of Russian imperia-
lism from most of its footholds in the



Middle East, the way to a Pax America-
na in the region is also blocked by

the intense rivalries between the local
national capitals. Thus, 1f Egypt and
Israel are both solidly in the American
bloc, and Syria and Iraqg are increasing-
1y drawn into the web of American impe-
rialism, the bitter rivalries between
these states for local dominance consti-
tutes a real obstacle to the consolida-
tions of American power in the area. If,:
in the long run the interests of the U.S.
(barring a Russian counter-offensive)
must prevail, in the short run these
conflicts are a formidable obstacle with
which Washington must contend.

While the offensive of American imperia-
lism must deal with local imperialist

rivalries in the Middle-East, the situa-
tion in South Africa illustrates the com-
plex interaction between all 3 levels of

the international situation (ecoromic cri-

i3, imperialist antagonisms and class
struggle) in creating an extremely vola-
tile situation in a country which is
strategically vital to the U.S. The key
to understanding the present turmoil in
South Africa is the descent of that
country's economy into its most severe’
economic crisis since 1929. It isg this
which has created the objective situa-
tion in which a massive wave of proleta-

The Class

If world war is the outcome to which

the logic of open capitalist economic
crisis and the intensification of in-
ter-imperialist antagonisms drives in
the epoch of permanent crisis, the
actual outbreak of the imperialist
butchery is dependent on one other con-
dition: the ideological and/or physical
defeat of the working class and its
mobilization for war by the capitalist
state., It is this necessary condition
which is. lacking in the present period
of open economic crisis which began at
the end of the 1960's. In the face of a
proletariat which greeted the crisis
with a struggle on its own class terrain,
the inter-imperialist antagonisms-though
they become ever sharper- cannot find
their outlet in world war.

The past 2 years have seen the steady
development of the third wave of class
struggle since the historic resurgence
of the proletariat at the end of the
60's, Beginning with the strikes by the
Charleroi railway workers in Belgium in
1983, which were quickly spread to the
whole of the public sector (crossing the
linguistic "frontier" which Belgian
capital utilizes to divide the working
class), this wave has continued to swell,
and its peak is still nowhere in sight.

1

rian class struggle (and social revolt)
has been unleashed. The divisions within
the local ruling class over how to deal
with this situation add to the possibili-
ty ol a loss of control, which will jeo-
pardize the smooth functioning of the
mining economy and undermine the stra-
tegic interests of the American bloc.
The incipient Black ruling class around
the ANC presses for "one man, one vote"
as the only way to assure order and sta-
pility (under its leadership). The fi-
nancial and mining sectors, closely

tied to the big British and American
banks, seeks an end to apartheid in or-
‘der to "buy time" for their local econo-
mic domination to continue. The Afrika-
ner ruling class, which controls the
huge state sector of the economy and

the repressive apparatus, hesitates to
make the necessary changes -despite
American pressure- because of its fear
of losing its base in the mass of the
white population and provoking a"back-
iash"., Such a volatile situation,

while it will probably be contained

by the American bloc, nonetheless clear-
ly presents real dangers to U.S,. impe-
rialism in the short run (particular-

ly with respect to its efforts to rein-
tegrate Angola and Mozambiqgue in the
bloc, which depend on a stable South
African regime).

Struggle

The high-points of this wave have been
the efforts~embryonic though they were-
of dockers and miners to link their
struggles in July-August 1984 at the
height of thé coal miners strike 1n
Britain (which held out the possibili-
ty of breaking through the isolation
that the unions and base unionists had
succesfully imposed on that struggle,
and which finally led to its defeat in
the Winter of 1985) and the massive
strike wave which paralyzed Denmark in
March-April 1985,

The present wave of class struggle 1is
characterized by a number of important
factors which indicate -beyond the con-
siderable difficulties which capitalism
experiences in containing it- that it
has a direction which clearly indica-
tes a real shift in the rapport de
forces between the proletariat and ca-
pital at an historic level. This wave
has been characterized by a pronounced
tendency towards the outbreak of spon-
taneous mowvements, which at the outset
proceed outside the control of the un-
ions., Indeed, the trade union appara-
tus on which capitalism depends to con-
trol the working class 1is increasingly
hard pressed to regain control of these
struggles., More and more, as in Denmark,



capitalism has had to utilize base
unionism in order to Finally contain the
struggle. A second feature of the pre-~
sent wave is the growing simultaneity of
struggles both at a national and even
international level. Not only does this
reflect the unification of the condi-
tions of austerity, rationalization and
unemployment whinli the proletariat faces
on an international scale, but it also
constitutes the objective hasls and ne-
cessary conditions for the conscious ex-
tension of class struggle in the future.
Finally, this wave is also characterized
by a slow but indisputable maturation

of consciousness within the broad layers
of the working class. This maturation

of consciousncss can be seen in the
growing distrust of the unions, in the
increasing recognition that sacrifices
today will not lead to better conditions'
in the future; in the growing awareness
that the only possible response to new
bouts of austerity is struggle; and in
the understanding that unemployment is
the future for ever larger numbers of
workers if there is no struggle,

However, these characteristics, which
indicate a real development in the
struggle, must not obscure the limita-
tions to the present wave thus far, and
lead either to a fatalistic Triumphalism

or a voluntaristic view that the only thing

thing now lacking is the leadership of

a revolutionary organization., With a

few notable eXxcepticns, the present

wave has not yet seen a conscious ex-
tengion of the struggle from one sector
of the proletariat to another. The ma-
jor examples of such extension -which
are certainly significant- are the ef-
forts made by workers to extend the
miners strike to the docks in Britain

in the summer of 1984, and the massive
strikes in Denmark last March. Extension
has as its condition the self-organi-
sation of the class and its capacity

to break out of the union prison, But
the present wave of struggle has not
been characterized by sglf-organization.
The formation of mass general assem-
blies and elected and revocable strike
committees, outside or against the un-
ions, which is the hallmark of gelf-
organization, and is the very basis for
a conscious extension of the struggle,
has thus far been prevented. (The major
example of the inability of the unions to
completely block the moves towards self-
organization is the strike in the Barce-
lona post office, where the workers held
mass general assemblies and elected a
strike committee on which the union was
iven only a fixed number of places.)
Nor has the present wave yet seen a ge-
nuine politicization of the struggles,
Politicization, which is the establish-
ment of a favorable rapport de force in
relation to the capitalist state is in-
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tegrally linked to extension and self-
organization on the one hand, and to =«
more thoroughgoing maturation of con-
sciousness on the other. It is these
very tasks which face the proletariat
today, and in which the clear inter-
vention of revolutionaries must play a
vital role.

If revolutionaries must guard against
triumphalism and voluntarism in their
evaluation of the class struggle, they
must also be able to recognize the real-
though slow- development which has taken
place in the third wave, There are seve-
ral impeortant aspects to this profound
development., First, even when hig strug-
gles end there is no longer a period

of inaction the struggle tends to
scatter into tiny streams and rivelets,
which contain the potential for a later
convergence, The small strikes, too, are
a manifestation of the slow but real ma-
turation of conscilousness taking place
in the class. Second, even in those
countries where the level of open strug-
gle has been low (such as France and I-
taly) there has been a significant de-
sertion from the unionsg, which if it

has not yet seriously weakened the ca-
pacity of the unions to control the
struggles which erupt, is nonetheless a
sign of the growing recognition that the
unions cannot defend the interests of
the working class. Third, direct appeals
to the unemployed have been an increasing
feature of strike movements, presaging

the future unification of the proleta- -
riat, as have the formation of unemploy-..
ed committees.While many of these are or-
ganized by the left and leftists, others
constitute the terrain where a real pro—
cess of political discussion and matu-
ration of consciousness occurs., Filnally,
there has been a growing and open oppo-
sition on the part of the most militant
workers to the attempts to politically
demobilize the class through union '"mo-
bilizations" (one hour ér one day stri-
kes, days of action, union marches).
This has even taken the form of the re--
fusal of militant workers to be dragoon-
ed into participating in union led mar-
ches which do not correspond to ongoing
struggles and the militancy of the class
(with the real potential to be turned
into class action), but to the efforts
of capital to demobilize the proleta-
riat. ’

The ICC, who calls on the workers to
participate in these kinds of demonstra-
tions "to transform them into real class
actions", is going directly against this
aspect of developing class consciousness
today {(for a development of this point,
see '"critique of the intervention of

the ICC" in this issue).

If these phenomena are so significant
it's because they express a movement



towards questioning the instruments

used by the bourgeoisie to control, de-
viate and break proletarian struggle.
Since the end of the '70's, the dominant
trend in the bourgeoisie was to follow

a policy of favoring the rightwing in
government and the left in opposition.
The emergence of a .3rd wave of class
struggle means that the left in opposi-
tion has not been enough to paralyze

the proletariat. For more than 2 years,
the proletariat has been going through
the difficult experience of concrete
union sabotage of =truggles., Unions i-
solate struggles on a sectoral, corpora-
tist and localist terrain, break the uni-
ty of the working class by dividing the
workers by federation, Jjob category,
different regions and countries; doing
everything to prevent a real extension
and self-organization of struggles by
organizing phony extensions (like in
Belgium in 1983), by heading off workers'
initiatives and calling dead-end "ac-
tions" that demobilize the workers, etc.
By repeated confrontations with all
these mmneuvers, the proletariat will

be able to learn how to spread and
unify its struggles.

The slow pace of the development of
class struggle today is determined by
the fact that the proletariat has to
repeatedly go through these ex-
‘periences 1in many different

places in the world., It would be a grave
error to believe that any one experience
has taught the workers "the lesson" and
need not be repeated. Thus, while the
outbreak of the massive strikes in Den-
mark last March clearly demonstrated
that the defeat of the miners in Bri-
tain had not marked an historic or

even conjunctural defeat for the world
proletariat, it would be a serious mis-
take to believe that the working class
had already drawn the "lessons'" of
Great Britain¥ Such a view not only
indicates a voluntarist impatience with
the still slow process of class struggle
and a tendency to see the third wave

as a linear development towards a pro-
letarian offensive; it also demonstra-~
tes a profound misunderstanding of the
very nature of class consciousness and
‘the process of its development. It is

no less critical that revolutionnaries
grasp the fact that if the capitalist
class has not unveiled any new ideolo-
gical mystyfications or political wea-=
pons thus far in the third wave, this
is not because it doesn't have any or
has reached its limit, but because in
the present circumstances it doesn't
need any in order to maintain sufficient
control over events to impose brutal

* as the ICC claimed in Inter-
national Review #42 ,
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austerity. Such an underestimatiom of
the ideological capabilities of the ca-
pitalist state is but the other side of
the coin of a fetishization of the third
wave and the failure to understand the
fact that the struggle of the proleta-
riat in this period does not proceed in
a linear fashion.
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The fate of humanity today depends on
the development of proletarian class
consciousness, It is only the proleta-
rian struggle in the face of the incre-
dible deepening of the economic crisis
and the sharpening of inter-imperialist
antagonisms that prevents the unleash-
ing of a generalized war, If world ca-
pital succeeds in inflicting an historit
defeat on the working class, and ideo-
logically mabilizing it for war, there
will be nothing to prevent the holocaust.
The still tortorous path of the develop-
ment of proletarian class consciousness,
and the communist revolution, requires
the active intervention of revolutiona-
ry organizations armed with the marxist
method and capable of developing the
revolutionary theory without which there
can be no revolutionary practice. If the
defeat of the proletariat and the muz-
zling of its class consciousness can
lead to the extinction of the human spe-
cies, the capitulation to abstraction
and schematism on the part of the re-
volutionary organization guarantees the
extinction of that organization as a
vital factor in the development of the
class consciousness of the proletariat.
A clear analysis of the international
situation, of the dialectical interac-
tion of its 3 principal moments, of the
mediations through which the general
tendencies inscribed in social reality
work themselves out, is the pre-condi-
tion for the intervention of revolutio-
naries, i

S S SR
APPEAL TO READERS

We intend to make this magazine an instru-
ment of political clarification and under~
standing of the situation today. We also
need to have the tools necessary for dir-
ect intervention in the class struggle
(leaflets, posters, newspapers). Our
limited material resources and. our small
number makes this task very difficult.

We appeal to our readers to help circu-
late Internationalist Perspective and to
carry on political discussion with us.

We ask you to subscribe to our magazine
and to show a practical support for our
efforts by giving a contribution if you
can.
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THE DECLINE OF

THE

INTERNATIONAL

COMMUNIST CURRENT

Most of the comrades who have constituted
the external fraction of the Internation-
al Communist Current were at the very
basis of the constitution of the ICC in
'1975. All have been active militants for
many years, making important contribut-
ions, with all thelr militant will and
with a revolutionary committment which
has never wavered, to its slow and un-
even construction. It is therefore not
with a light heart that we have been led
—after 2 years of extremely painful
strugegle within the ICC against its 'new
political orientations'! which has been
climaxed by our de facto exclusion- to
diagnose the degeneration of a group
which was so essential in the revolut-
ionary milieu and which fulfilled a
fundamental task within the class
struggle. :

The text which follows has as its goal
the fullest clarification of what has
provoked and accelerated this degener-
ation. In this way, the meaning and
importance of the struggle waged by us
against this dynamic of regression,
which proved to be more and more irrev-
ersible over a period of time, will he
clear. In order to make thils debate,

whose twists and turns were often tor-
turous, comprehensible to the reader,
the text will be limited to indicating
the essentials, the key moments, the
definitive “turns. This is all the more
important inasmuch as the ICC has al-
1owed practically none of this to fil-
ter through during the last 2 years,
and there is an urgent need to break
this wall of silence, without going
into all of the details, Despite the
lack of fraternal spirit which has pre-
vailed since the beginning of
the discussion on the divergencies
which arose 2 years ago, despite the
sordid organizational practices at cer-
tain moments and the poisoned atmos-
phere which -in a general fashion- re-
sulted in the ICC, this text does not

" seek to settle accounts nor to fall

into a shallow polemic. Rather, for

the whole of the working class, it

will try to draw the lessons of a
painful experience, so as to spare it

in the future (as much as possible)

these types of. errors and the waste

of its revolutionary forces. We will

come back regularly in our publication to
the critique of the ICC, This text is a
first shot.

The General Conditions of the Period

The general renewal of proletarian strug-
gle around 15 years ago in the face of the
reappearance of the economic crisis (the
famous French May '68, the Italian hot
autumn,etc.), and the waves of struggle
since, have put an end to the long coun-
ter-revolution which capped the defeat of
the first revolutionary wave. This open-
ed a new period in the history of the
decadence of capitalism. It made clear
that the dominant tendency of the epoch
in which we are living, is towards decis-~
ive class confrontations. Their outcome,
and whether or not the working class is
victorious through the world communist
revolution, will decide the fate of hum-
anity by posing the alternative: social-
ism and the development of society to-
wards the satisfaction of human needs or
barbarism and the infernal logic of dest-
ruction engendered by an economic system
in total breakdown.

The intact and growing character of the
enormous combativity of the workers, the
slow but sure maturation of class con-
sclousness, which constitutes the long
process through which the proletariat
becomes conscious of its nature as an
exploited and revolutionary class, of
the possibility and necessity for it to
destroy capitalism, have been the key
factors in understanding the rapport de
force between the bourgeoisie and the
working class as it has developed since
the end of the '60's. The last two years,
by the important renewal of workers'
struggles that they have seen, after

the relative disorientation due to the
defeat of the Polish workers, have elo-
quently confirmed the determination of
the workers not to allow themselves to
be swept into the disgusting spiral of

capitalism: both in the heart of capita-



lism and on its periphery, significant
class battles have involved ever larger
masses of workers, pressured by the ef-
fects of the economic crisis (USA, Bel-
ium, the Netherlands, England, the Scan-
dinavian countries, Germany, Spain, La-*
tin America, Africa).

The fact that, unlike the first revolu-
tionary wave which exploded in an un-
expected fashion in the midst of an im-
perialist butchery, the present prole-
tarian dynamic is developing 1in the ob-
jective condition of a slow descent of
‘capitalism into the abyss of the crisis
is critical if we are to grasp its main
features. These are, first, a slow and
Jerky development with brusque advances
and retreats. Second, the greater pre-
paration of the bourgeoisie in the de-
velopment of all its possible and ima-~
ginable mystifications so as to try to
break the process of the development of
class consciousness by the proletariat
and to prevent it from overturning ca-
pitalist class power. In this sense, it
is essentially the left factions of the
bourgeoisie, almost everywhere in the
opposition, and their several trade
. union structures (which span all the
degrees” of "radicalness"), which have
the function of systematically draining
and emptying of their revolutionary
content the potential for the proleta-
~riat contained in the present situation.

The most correct and precise possible
understanding of this whole process of
class struggle is vital for the revolu-
tionary minorities which are an essen-
tial ‘part of i1t by first and foremost
articulating the general, historic,
goals of the workers'struggle. Such
an understanding is the first condition
for an effective intervention by revo-
lutionaries in all the social upheavals
~if they really want to contribute to
the ripening of the movement, and to
push it forward. This understanding,
first of all involves the necessary )
clarification of what is the process of
unification and organization of the pro-
letariat seen from & global point of
view-and thisinthe general, objective,
context described above. What is the

road towards massive self-organization,
and therefore towards the political af-
firmation of the proletariat? In such &
process, how do revolutionary minorities
intervene and deploy themselves?! As a
consequence of this, what is the process
by which the class party of tomorrow will
be built and what is its specific func-
tion in the development of class conh-
sciousness?

These are the key questions to which the
revolutionary forces which -in a still

weak state- exist today must respond by
constantly going over them, in the light
of the experience of the past. In a new

“communist left of the '20's,
-had survived- even at the price of scle-
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historical situation (slow ripening of
class consciousness in a context of econo-
mic crisis), new questions arise. And
there is no ready made answer to which we
can turn. Only a constant effort to con-
tinually nourish revolutionary theory

can arm the communist minorities by pro-
viding them with the bases for the most
conscious end the clearest possible ac~
tion within the class struggle.

The very real maturation of the proleta-
rian struggle since the end of the '70's
throws up a permanent challenge to commu-
nist minorities by demanding that they

be constantly on top of the situation,

The schronic
of the proletarian nolitical milieu, ex-

.pressing the existence of a profound

crisis within it, shows how poorly this
challenge has been met. In fact, the pro-
letarian political milieu has shown it-
self incapable of inscribing itself
positively in the evolution and accele-
ration of the class struggle. Most of

the groups claiming the heritage of the
which

rosis- the long period of counter-revo-
lution, have not, by contrast, withstood
the jolts produced by the reawakening

of the working class and have often

“simply disappeared into thin air. From

Bordigism (ICP) to councilism, it is
whole sectiong of the revolutionary
milieu which have systematically col-
lapsed since the reappearance of the
world crisis of capitalism, as a result.
of their incapacity to understand the
process of the development of conscious-
ness, and the function that they had to
play in it. Chronic political confusions,
organizational dispersion, splits, all
in a general atmosphere of sectarianici--:
here is the sad reality of this milieu,
‘which, in addition, in the name of the
so-called truth held by each of them,
even refused to recognize and to ack-—
nowledge this lamentable situation.

The basis cause of this weakness resi-
des in two factors. First, in a longstan-
ding incapacity to develop and complete
the critigque of the experience of the
working class in the first revolutiona-
ry wave (the Russian and German revolu-~
tion, 1917-1923) and of the poliéy that
the Communist International ‘defended.
This latter was a policy which in large
measure contributed to the defeat of
this wave (on the trade union , parlia-
mentary, national gquestion, etc, the
question. of. the party) despite the gain
in consiousness that the CI represented.
Most of the revolutionary groups defen-
ded just those positions which had al-
ready cost the working class so dearly,
a fact which expressed itself by an
inadequacy of their political program
with respect to the general conditiong

insufficiencies and weakness’



of proletarian struggle in the period
of decadence and by their being
inevitably swept from the historical
scene, The second factor in the weak=.
ness of the revolutionary milieu re-
sides in its incapacity to understand
the real stakes in the present period:
a long and difficult process of class
struggle with periods of advance and
retreat for the working class, deman-—
ding of revolutionaries that they
fall into neither the situation of an
academic spectator of events, nor in-
fantile impatience and activism, the
consequence of which is always to
undermine class principles by open-
ing the door to the penetration of
bourgeois ideology and degeneras

tion. i

The breakup of the International Con-
ferences of the Communist Left at the
beginning of the '80's, their &abo-
tage by the Bordigist wing of the
proletarian milieu (CWO, Battaglia
Comunista ) was, for the working class,
one of the most harmful expressions

of these general deficiencies. The
halt in the important effort that they
represented, and consequently the dis~
appearance of a vital framework for
discussions, confrontations, deepening
and working out of revolutionary posi-
tions could only heighten the reigning
confusion by cutting off any possibi-
bility for political clarification.

In this context of general confusion

in the proletarian milieu, the ICC
(which was founded 10 years ago) was
capable of constituting a beacon, a pole
of regroupment for all the revolutionary
elements that the historic renewal of
proletarian struggle had generated, and
for the whole of the working class. Its
fundamental analysis of the opening-

at the end of the '60's—~ of an historic
course Towards decisive class confronta-
tion made it possible, at the outset,
for it to understand and to concretize
the bagis points demanded by such a si-
tuation.

These included : "the necessity to base
revolutionary activity on the past ac-
guisitions of the class, on the exper-
ience of previous communist organiza-
tions, to see the present organization
as a link in a chain of past and future
organizations of the class; the neces-
sity to see communist positions and
analyses not as dead dogma but as a 1liv-
ing programme which is constantly being
enriched and deepened; the necessity to
be armed with a clear and solid concep-
tion of the revolutionary organization,
of its structure and its fwnction with-
in the class." ("Ten Years of the ICC",
International Review #40)

This general political clarity made
it possible for the ICC to be a very im-
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portant instrument contributing to the
development of class consciousness. Its
political platform, the clearest expres-
sion up to this time of the lessons
drawn from the history of the workers
movement, its international centraliza-
tion, its non-monolithic vision of the
revolutionary organization, made it pos-
sible for it to be a real locus for the
political life of the proletariat, which
could represent a considerable step for-
ward on the long road which will lead to
the creation of the class party of to-
MOrrow.

However, like the rest of the revolu-
tionary milieu, the ICC has not been
spared significant jolts throughout its
history. This phenomenon is an expres-
sion of the fact that political clarity
-- however great it is at a. particular
time -- is never definitively assured.
The only guarantee against the possible
degeneration of a proletarian organiza-
tion resides in the constant effort at
greater consciousness, in the steady
militant will to make this 1live, and not
to be content with what seems already
"secured”. The least slackening in this
consciousness and this will power is a
mortal threat.

Above all, it was the upsurge in
struggles at the end of the 70's that
would reveal dangerous insufficiencies
in the ICC. "The ICC, which was formed
in 1975 during the period of temporary
reflux, has often believed that when the
struggle picked up again, all our prob-
lems would disappear in the general en-
thusiasm. Now we understand that this
isn't the case - that this was a childish
view of the ordeals history has in store.
In general, the idea of expanding our in-
tervention was too often seen as a green
light to localist and immediatist tenden-
cies, to the detriment of our internation-
al unity. We tended to overestimate the
possibilities of getting an immediate
echo in the class, of overestimating
strikes which were only a prelude to more
decisive confrontations". ("The Pre-
sent Convulsions in the Revolutionary
Milieu", International Review #28)

Immediatism, activism, localism, fe-
deralism, leftism, slidings on principles
(unions, general conception of the role
of revolutionaries): it is this ensemble
of political and organizational deficien-

_cies that already characterized a good

part of the activity of the ICC in that
important wave of struggles and would
provoke a serious internal crisis in 81.
To fully grasp these weaknesses, to try
to find their roots so as to remedy them,
an Extraordinary Conference was convoked
whose basic focus was the deepest pos-
sible re-examination of the role of re-
volutionaries in the general context of
workers' struggles in the period of de-
cadence. This Conference, which expres-
sed a real concern to critically sift




all the political failings of the ICC,
put the accent on the need for a theore-=
tical deepening by the whole of the or-
ganization and the need to methodically
carry out political discussion on the
dariger of immediatism in a period of
rising struggles.

A certain political and organization-
al rectification did take place after
this Conference, but one conceived as
.basically a tightening of the ranks, a
"loyalty to the organization" at a super-
ficial level that rendered it totally in-
sufficient. In spite of the preparation
of a text on the party for the 5th Con-
gress of the ICC, which was moreover
neither the result of a real deepening
on this.position in the whole organiza-
tion, nor the expression of a real the-
oretical advance, the necessary tasks
which were decided on at the Conference
were addressed more at the level of words
than in practice.

Discussion on the party had already
been sabotaged in the revolutionary mi-
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lieu by the breakup of the Internation-

al Conferences and was increasingly neg-
lected by the ICC at the very moment that
it became more and more indispensable. It
is, therefore, not by chance that this
crucial discussion was at the heart of im-
portant regressions on the question of
class consciousness, -"councilism the
greatest danger", centrism and the func-
tioning of the organization. The extent
and the acceleration of these regressions
would sound the death knell of the ICC and
lead to the de facto expulsion of the ten-
dency.

In the rest of this article we are go-
ing to analyze the process and the stages
of this degeneration and of our struggle
against it. Deepening the political ques-
tions themselves is not the aim of this
article which simply intends to give. a
general view of these problems. But we re-—
fer the reader to other texts in this is-
sue devoted to a deeper examination of
the specific political guestions.

The new Political Orientations of the ICC:
Moving towards the Void

As we have seen, the whole proletarian
milieu has been marked by a sometimes in-
surmountable and fatal inability to re-
cognize the present dynamic of the devel-
opment of class consciousness and its
function in this movement. In this res-
pect, the year 1983 was a new test for
the ICC which floundered in political
confusions it was not then able to over-
come. It is true that the ICC had been
the only revolutionary organization at
the beginning of the 80's to be able to
grasp the characteristics of the mass
strike in Poland and all the questions
raised by it. But, like the rest of the
revolutionary milieu, it experienced
great difficulty in seeihg the meaning
of the "post-Poland" period. What kind of
defeat for the international proletariat
did the regaining of control by the Po-
lish bourgeoisie (seconded by its col-
leagues in the whole world) represent?
When and how would the next class battles
arise? From the point of view of conscious-
ness, what was actually happening between
moments of open social explosion? How
should revolutionary organizations con-
ceive. of their general activity in such
a context? These were the problems that
proved so difficult to resolve. What had
always been lacking in the ICC was the
application and the development of the
marxist method which alone allows revolu-
tionaries toe grasp social reality as a
totality and in the movement of its being.
The ICC would now begin to pay dearly for
it at this point in the debate.

The wide range of responses given to

‘the guestions cited above are themselves
revealing. First, the rejection of the
very notion of defeat (or its considerable
under-estimation) after the coup d'etat
which put an end to the mass strike in Po-
land. That already marked a difficulty in
analyzing the way general potentialities
contained in the historic course (a course
towards class confrontation) were concre-
tized at each moment in the social pro-
cess. This error also expressed a mechan-
istic vision of the proletarian struggle,
conceived as a linear, gradual movement

in constant progression and not, more cor-
rectly, as the materialization of a rap-
port de forces, marked by phases of ad-
vance and retreat in the consciousness of
the workers as well as by a growing soph-
istication in the mystifications used by
the bourgeoisie to stifle the development
of this consciousness. Second, an incap-
acity to understand moments of downturn or
pause in the workers' struggle, to see
what stage of the struggle they represen-
ted. This is the way that conceptions such
as the absence of a "subterranean matura-
tion" of class consciousness between pha-
ses of open struggle, or the opposite con-
ception, which put a subterranean matura-
tion on so high a level that the next up-
heaval would have to express a spectacular
"qualitative leap" as a pre-requisite for
the development of new class battles

after the Polish defeat, saw the light

of day in the reigning confusion --
without real method in the discussion and
without a clear political orientation to
effectively fight them.




While it was in this state of profound
incoherence, with shortcomings in its ana-
lysis of the historic course, the ICC was
confronted by a real acceleration of the
historic course through a renewal of the
proletarian struggle at the end of 1983.
Massive movements in Belgium and the
Netherlands would be followed by impor-
tant expressions of combativity every-
where in the world in the months which
followed. Poorly armed to appreciate this
new moment in the rapport de forces be-
tween the classes, the ICC had great dif-
ficulty raising itself to the level that
this acceleration of events imposed on
it : the theoretical analysis of what
this represented and the perspectives it
opened; a maximum of political clarity on
the tasks to be accomplished as a revolu-
tionary minority conceived as an integral
part of the movement itself; the appro-
priate way to intervene.

In this general context of weakness
for the organization, a comrade of the
ICC wrote a text which had as its goal
to put the organization back on the right
track by providing the theoretical frame-
work for understanding -- among others --
the question of the "subterranean matura-
tion" of class consciousness. A part of
this text (which in other respects was
based on a correct and necessary refuta-
tion of a conception defended by a com-
rade of the ICC who saw immediate and
open struggle as "the only crucible for
the development of class consciousness")
would later bé included in a Resolution
on the International Situation coming .
from the central organ of the ICC :

"Even if they are part of the same whole
and interact with each other, it would
be wrong to identify 'class conscious-
ness' with 'consciousness of the class',
that is, its extension at a given moment.
The latter proceeds from a large number

of general and historical factors as well
as immédiate and contingent ones, parti-
cularly the development of struggles. The
former, on the other hand, 1is self-know-
ledge not only in the present, in the im-
mediate existence of the class but in
terms of its future becoming. The con-
ditions for coming to consciousness are
created by the historical existence of
the class, capable of understanding its
future and not by immediate and contin-
gent struggles—...."

For the first time in its history and
in a clear break with its coherence on
the question of class consciousness de-
veloped in the pamphlet "Communist Or-
ganizations and Class Consciousness", an
official position of the ICC included,
next to correct concepts, notions that
the organization had always vehemently
fought: a cut and dried differentiation
between class consciousness and con-
sciousness of the class and an erron-
eous relation between them. The intro-
duction of these conceptions was part of
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the absence of any real method in dis-
cussion. This situation has prevailed in
the ICC for quite a time and the organi-
zation tried to mitigate it by resorting
to the method of "twists and turns” --
fighting one"evil" by another "evil"
which itself had been previously fought.
Thus, to resist what it had stigmatized
as a “"councilist aberration", ie, the
idea put forward of an absence of sub-
terranean maturation of consciousness
(because this idea denied the activity
of the revolutionary minority), the ICC
resorted to arguments having obvious
leninist overtones. The later explana-
tions given by the majority of the ICC
to better define what the idea of class
consciousness/consciousness of the class
meant (explanations which, moreover,
would reveal an enormous heterogeneity
of thought and a wide range of very dis-
parate opinions on the question) would
at least have the "merit" -- in their
errors -- of all amplifying the Leninist
overtones. These explanations included
the identification of c¢lass conscious-
ness with the communist program, with
revolutionary theory, as the property of
the revolutionary organization ; the de-
velopment of the general consciousness -

of the proletariat seen as a process of
the progressive assgsimjlation of the pro-

"gram by the proletariat, whose conscious-

ness in its turn could be characterized
as no more than "centrist".*

As we will explain in more detail in
the next part of this text dealing with
the evolution of the opposition within
the ICC and the means used by the organi-
zation to control divergences, a consi-
derable number of militants had reserva-
tions or open disagreements on this point
of the Resqlution. Contrary to the sick
insinuations which would follow of a sup-
posed rejection by the "reservists" (as
the comrades having divergences would be
scornfully designated) of the general
orientations of the ICC on the inter-
national situation -- and this was a
first step towards discrediting them --
or a refusal on their part to criticize
the "councilist" confusions on the sub-
terranean maturation mentioned earlier
(which most of these comrades had re-
jected at the time), these reservations
expressed something completely different.
First, the refusal to leave the door
open, via ambiguous formulations, to a
leninist-Bordigist vision of class con-
sciousness. Second, the need for an in-
depth clarification, avoiding all disas-
trous shortcuts, on the new questions
raised by the present process of class
struggle. But the witch hunt was on. The

*We will elaborate on the meaning of this
new slight of hand utilized by the ICC
later in this text, but it is already
clear that we are not very far from the
“trade union consciousness" so dear to
Lenin and formerly so villified by the
latter-day councilist hunters of the ICC.
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ICC was already no longer capable of car-
rying on a fair and honest debate. That
is why its majority, under the impetus of
the central organ, set the steamroller in
motion seeking to crush any resistence.

The- very practice of organizational cen-
tralization, which proceeds from a real
necessity for the revolutionary organi-
zation, would degenerate more and more,
progressively limiting itself to a tail-
ending of the central organ. This would
be expressed in an impressive succession
of votes without real discussion, at an
ever faster rate, and as a simple ratifi-
cation of the new orientations defended
by the central organ.

A new text written by the same comrade
as the one cited above was supposed to
give the new line to milit .ants who did
not quite know what to make of all this.
It gave a pseudo-"politico-theoretical”
framework justifying the hunt for "re-
servists" and, above all, the de facto
monolithism which was established in the
ICC. In reality, rather than a debate
such as must take place among revolution-
aries, and the need for which the ICC now
only paid 1lip service, what toock place
was a shallow polemic directed against
those who didn't swallow this as gospel,
and who were opposed to the obvious con-
fusions of a point in a Resolution. That
text which was, almost as fast as it was
written, considered a magic potion to
cure the ICC of all evils, developed a
new "theory": the theory of "centrism"
and "opportunism". This theory was sup-
posed to be the key to the understanding
of all the weaknesses - past, present and
future - of the ICC., But this famous new
"framework" had only one extraordinary
thing about it : it covered an immense
void. Although the notion of "opportun-
ism” was used in an informal way in its
polemic with the revolutionary milieu, in
a whole series of theoretical texts pub-
lished by the ICC in its press*, these -
notions of opportunism and centrism were
clearly denounced as no longer applicable
to the workers' movement in the period
of decadence and therefore to be con-
sidered as part of the whole arsenal of
leftist mystifications. If a certain am-
biguity existed in the ICC on this ques-~
tion, it was to be heightened to an out-
rageous degree by decreeing -- without
any explanation or argumentation -- that
the danger of centrism was its new poli-
tical orientation. In this way, the ICC
brought into its ranks a poison which
would wreak incalculable havoc.

But this is not what is most disturb-
ing. Rather, let us listen to our redeem-

* International Review #2, the pamphlet
"Rupture avec le Trotskyisme", study
texts on "The First Four Congresses of
the Communist International", texts on
the German Revolution in International
Review #3 and Internationalisme n°gO
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er speak: "Opportunism is characterized
not only by what it says, but rather -~
and perhaps still more - by what it does
not say, by what it will say tomorrow
when circumstances appear more favorable
to it, more propicious. The opportunity
that it seeks often dictates that it re-
main silent today. If it acts in this
way, it is not so much by conscious will,
by a machiavellian spirit, but because
such behavior is part of its very nature;
indeed, it constitutes the very founda-
tion of its nature....Opportunism does
not openly proclaim its identity...it
hates to show itself as it really is...
it prefers to hide in the shadows. Cen-
trism is one of opportunism's many
shapes, one of its facets. Centrism ex: -
presses a characteristic aspect of op-
portunism by always situating itself in
the middle, between openly reactionary
social forces and the radical forces
fighting against the existing social
order..." This was only the first chap-
ter of a despicable collection which
would rapidly grow into a series of
"fundamental political contributions 'to
the revolutionary movement", all of the
same ilk : centrism, outside of any ob-
jective and historical context, comes
first of all from the domain of psycho-
logy, from behavior, from a certain type
of hesitant, not sufficiently convinced,
militant. According to the ICC, centrism
became the AIDS of the workers' movement.
Therefore, there was no political res-
ponse to comrades with minority positions
but just an indictment denouncing all
hesitation (to the defenders of the con-
cept of centrism, the word "hesitation"
just means any critical spirit, any ques-
tioning). This indictment was the basis
for the definitive condemnation not just
of the "reservists" of today but of all
those to come.

OQur text in this issue, "Resolution
on Centrism and the Political Organiza-
tion of the Proletariat", is the end
point of the untiring critique made by
‘us, within the ICC, of this new orienta-
tion. We urge you to read it.

But from our first text, we sounded
the alarm, warning the organization again-
st the inevitable political regression
that this orientation on centrism would
provoke. This negative dynamic was only
accelerated by the fact that at the very
time that the weakened state of the or-
ganization demanded a real deepening on
the questions raised by the present per-
iod, the way to such a debate was solid-
ly barred by the very conception of cen-
trism. This negative momentum continued
and unfortunately, our predictions of in-
evitable political regression increasing-
ly came true. This new orientation on
centrism destroyed whole sections of the
political foundation of the ICC. In ex-
panding its new orientation on centrism,
the ICC was led to discover what it would



more and more come to theorize as the .
evil of the century : centrism in relation
to councilism. All of a sudden, for the
-needs of the cause, councilism * became
the greatest danger for the working class
and its revolutionary minorities. This
great discovery, like all the others, did
not fail to provoke a hail of new theore-
tical ravages. First, it was asserted that
it was the ICC which was consumed by coun-
cilism as the greatest danger. Afterward,
this concept was extended to the whole re-
volutionary milieu. Then, the ICC decreed
that the entire working class of the cen-
tral countries of capitalism was most dan-
gerously threatened by councilism in a
period of rising struggle because of "its
fear of politics", which was itself the
product of all the conditions - objective
and subjective - created by the decadence
of capitalism. Yet, on the other hand,

the danger of substitutionism was speci-
fically reserved for the working class of
the backward countries and was therefore

a "lesser evil",. Finally, it was necessary
to close the circle by revising the very
history of the workers' movement : anar-

chism and anarcho-syndicalism became councii-

ism/19th century style. It was the innate
councilism of the German proletariat and
revolutionaries (on which the healthy bol-
shevik spirit had unfortunately not des-
cendgd) which was the essential factor in
the defeat of the first revolutlonary wave.
The same grotesque alchemy was applied
to the overall notion of centrism. As we
have already said, at first it was the ICC
itself which had to pay the price : any
hesitation within its ranks (and here the
nobby horse was hesitation in relation to
intervention) was a manifestation of cen-
trism. By going to ridiculous extremes in
all ying this framework to all aspects of
its activity, the ICC banged its head
‘against a stone wall ...but of course
could never admit it. Then, all of the
programmatic weaknesses of the revolu-
tionary milieu (the trade union and na-
tional questions) were attributed to cen-

trism, which opened the door, to the theor-
ization of a centrist position on class
~1lines (a conception which had already been
applied in the International Review #43 to
the position of Battaglia Comunista on
electoralism and the trade union question).
The ICC would end up talking about the con-
genital centrism of the consciousness of
the proletariat. The whole process of the
development of consciousness by the pro-
letariat would come down to no more than

a process of progressively breaking with
the centrism corrupting it. Once again,
history itself was rewritten : the Social
Democratic Parties were declared to have
been centrist until the 1920's; counter-
revolutionary parties such as the USPD,
whole factions of the bourgeoisie, passed
back into the workers' camp thanks to this
brilliant tool of centrism. Such groups
were now said to have been in the camp of
the working class on the grounds that they
were organized expressions of the cen~
trist state of consciousness of the pro-
letariat or because certain revolution-
aries of the time characterized them as
centrist and for that reason delayed
breaking with them. The same about-face
occurred concerning the stalinists in the
30's and Trotskylsm.

Always, in the face of our systematlc
opposition to each of these regressions,
the ICC insisted that it would never take
the next step ¢ "No, no, we'll never go
that far"...this was the constant refrain
they threw in our faces. But, it succes-
‘sively fell into each one of these traps
and we can now say that all this has des-
troyed it.

If the degeneration of the ICC was ori-
-glnally seen at the level of principles
and its organlzatlonal functlonlng, later
and inevitably, it was its very practice
within the working class which underwent
significant regressions. As a minority,
we systematically fought these regressions
in the intervention of the ICC. We are

publlshlng a text on this question in this
issue.

Our Struggle Within the ICC

‘It is impossible, because of lack of
space, to provide a detailed chronology
here of our political struggle agalnst the
degeneration of the ICC. However, it is.
essential to point out that, in spite of
the constant assertions of the ICC on the
shady character of the tendency formed by
the comrades with minority positions, on
our so-called failure to contribute to the
debate, which supposedly proved the empti-
ness of our thought, and in spite of the
* Apart from ridiculous simplifications,
thé ICC didn't really bother to develop
a conception of the political content,
the several variants or the historical
evolution of councilism, the collapse of
which it had analyzed only a few years
before,

enormous resSistence of the ICC to publish-
ing this debate in its external press,

we wrote dozens of contributions : theore-
tical texts, counter-resolutions for impor-
tant meetings in the organization, numer-
ous position papers, etc. Suffice it to

say that we fought untiringly for more
than a year and a half.

Again, because of considerations of:
space, we cannot detail the whole panoply
of political and organizational manoeuvres
which the ICC used to repudiate and crush
this resistence : personal attacks of all
sorts, slander, suspicion, tactics of di-
vision and demoralization, disciplinary
measures, censure; the list could be ex-
tended to a wide range of actions typical
of an organization in 'which the absence of



a real political life can only lead to its
corruption. However, if there is a short
way to.summarize what happened in the ICC,
it would be that the organization announ-
ced a new orientation, accepted it virtu-
ally unanimously and only then discussed
it, while each time closing the debate.
When reality itself approaches such a ca-
ricature, it is neither the result of
chance, nor a simple accident along the
way. According to its own texts and ac-
tivities reports, the ICC has always suf-
fered from a lack of theoretical formation,
from agreement without real conviction,
from tail-ending or suivism, as well as
recourse to the most experienced militants
to make decisions and appeals to loyalty
" to the organization in the absence of a
real understanding of the issues. If it
suffered from these weaknesses, the ICC
could also identify the general frame- -
work which gave rise to them : the long
years of the counter-revolution, a lack of
confldence and experience, the nature of
the class struggle in the phase of deca-
dence, the isolation of revolutionaries,
the difficulty of keeping alive an organi-
zation of non-professional revolution-
aries. But it could not really remedy
these weaknesses. This is what provoked
and accelerated its downfall.

It is therefore in the general frame-
work of these weaknesses which would only
worsen as time passed, that we fought our
"battle”. From the time of the appearance
of disagreements on the guestion of class
consciousness/consciousness of the class,
the very way the debate came up was taint-
ed. While there was an unprecedented
heterogeneity of thought in the organiza-
tion, characterized by opposition expres-
sed by a third of the members of the cen-
tral organ and by whole sections of the
ICC, open political confrontation was re-
placed by the establishing of a rapport
de force, at no matter what the cost. It
was decreed that there were "good com-
rades" with minority positions who had a
chance of being saved, and "bad ones",
who by their behavior, their hesitations,
could only drag the ICC into the hell of
centrism and councilism. All this in a to-
tally arbitrary way, without any concern
for arguments or clarification, despite
the coherence of the divergences expres-
sed. All the "bad" minority comrades were
thrown in the same bag, under the common
label of centrism, and thus the manoeuvre
was complete. No further debate was neces-
sary. In its place, there were more and
more hysterical incantations to exorcise
councilism, the greatest danger. The
texts to explain votes, political contri-
butions and theoretical deepening under-
taken by comrades with minority positions
were systematically ignored because they
were "centrist".

It was to shed some light on this poli-
tical and organhizational dynamic that some
of the comrades with minority positions,
who held fast to their principles despite
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much pressure and manoeuvres, would, in
May 1984, sign a "Declaration on the De-
bates in Progress in the ICC", which was
the beginning of a future tendency. We
will quote it at length here.

nIn opposition to the position taken by
“the majority of the central organ con-
cerning a so-called "tendency towards
centrism, towards conciliation with re-
gard to councilism in the ICC", we wish
to draw the attention of the ICC to the
non-validity and the danger of such as-
sertions which are inapplicable:

~-poth to the present debate on class
consciousness (including the reserva-
tions and criticisms made on point 7
of the central organ's Resolution)

—and to the activity of the ICC since
the 5th Congress and our needs in the
present context of an acceleration of

history.ees

2. In searching for converts to Ruhle
within the central organ, by accusing
members of it of "conciliation and lack
of firmness in regard to councilism",

by accusing them of going back on the
foundations of the marxist theory of

the role of the party, the central organ
is completely wrong about the debate

and in its choilce of target. To stop
these gratuitous accusations, we here-
by and unarbiguously reaffirm our de-
fense of the active, indispensable

role of the party in class struggle as a
militant vanguard of the proletariat,

3. The question at the origin of the
debate is a deepening of our understan-
ding of the development of class con-
sciousness in a historic course towards
class confrontation on the basis of an
economic crisis and not a world war.: This
deepening is all the more important be- ~
cause it must answer a whole series

of problems raised in evaluating the
class struggle today. It is in this
framework that the criticisms of point

7 of the central organ's Resolution

were raised, These criticisms dealt

with the inadequacy of distinctions
‘such as '"class consciousness'" and "con-
gciousness of the class", "spread" and
"depth" -- considered to be ambiguous

or false ~-- to analyse the dynamic of
class struggle in the years of truth,
its retreats and advances, its subter-
ranean and manifest maturation. In no
sense did they imply putting in doubt
the role of revolutionaries in this pro-
cess. On the contrary,

4. By mistaking the debate and its tar-
get, by launching a quixotic campaign
against councilist windmills, the cen~
tral organ has not only given the orga-
nisation an inadeguate framework for its
thought, but obscured the original point



of the debate and worse, opened the way
towards a political regression in the
future.

5. The Resolutions of the central organ
are in the process of creating a verita-
ble myth of the word "centrism". Cen=
trism can be historically considered

as looking to conciliate proletarian
positions and bourgeois positions+t The
debates in progress in the ICC (whether
it be on class consciousness, our orga-
nisational weaknesses or the analysis
of the resurgence of class struggle)

do not in any way participate in any
tendency towards conciliation between
proletarian acquisitions of the ICC and
bourgeois ideas or even councilist con-
ceptions., It is not a question of cen-
trism in- the ICC,

The central organ has invented a defi-
nition of centrism whose content is
simply a static list of the weaknesses
noted at the Extraordinary Conference
2 years ago and which, as such, draws
us backwards instead of going forward.
"Centrism" has become an incantation
to exorcise our weaknesses, an aliena-
ted representation of the real 1life of
the ICC.

6. The pseudo-psychological definition
the central organ gives for centrism
(a "phobia'" against sharp positions,

a “"taste" for conciliation, 'hesita-
tions", etc) is merely a way to run a-
way from the real debates and create
an atmosphere of panic and self-guilt
in the whole ICC., Rather than attack-
ing the real problems, the central or-
gan is launching the ICC into running
ahead blindly into a vacuum with all
this talk about "centrism" in relation
to councilism, then "dangerous slip-
pings towards centrism in relation to

councilism" and finally "a tendency to
slippings in relation to... hesita-
tions" ! And since questioning, trying
to find the right path, is present at
the start of every debate, any critical
spirit now risks being condemned under
the accusation of '"hesitatien" and '"cen-
trism"...

7. Given that :

~-the debate has been confused from the
outset by the central organ

~the framework of the central organ has
become a catch-all encouraging confusion
and lack of analysis of class struggle
and our intervention’ )
~-the clarification of divergences on
point 7 requires a theoretical’ dlSCUS—
sion of great depth,

it is inevitable that the votes asked
for immediately by the central organ
.led to false unanimities or positions
without real clarity and we make an
appeal to all of the ICC not to give
in to precipitation or localist
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focalization in the debates and
to carry on the clarification of these
debates, blocked by the ihcorrect

‘framework of the central organ, This

is the -first time that it has made
such an important, basit error but the
ICC can correct this.error..."

The violence of the reaction that this
declaration provoked was surely. the
first important manifestation of the
real process of degeneration on which
the ICC had embarked. In refusing. to
look at its actions critically, worse
in Eolltlcallz Justifying the organiza-
tional practices it utilized, the
ICC condemned itself to an irreversible
sclerosis. What follows is but a taste
of the organization's reaction. '"The
procedure employed by the signatories
of the declaration, the way in which

it was made known to the organigzation,
perhaps smack of high strategy, but

are alien to the ICC., It all recalls

our worst memories because it resembles
a bit too much the procedures employed
by Chenier (at the time, the ICC had
designated this latter as an an "adven-
turer'", "a shady individual". We see
nothing harmful in individuals sharing
the same positions meeting to debate,
to write and present a document: we are
for the right of minorities to consti-
tute tendencies within the organiza-
tion.,.,.What we will not tolerate are
"clandestine" tendencies, intrigues

and obscure machination..."

A new spirit was therefore given to the
general mobilization of the organization
against the minority by the utilization
of a dirty trick: the assimilation of
comrades with minority positions* to
suspicious elements, maneuverists, po-
tential saboteurs of the organization;
these suspicions were disseminated
without any proof of the accusations
made (which in any case could not have
been found). In reality, the very fero«
city of these reactions, the proof it
contained of -the political content of
the declaration, demonstrated the pro-
found incapacity of the ICC to theore-
tically Justify its new orientation,
its 180 degree turn. To sow fear, to
try to terrorize and paralyzethe mi-
litants with low insinuations, was the
only way to make them swallow all this.
But this was only the beginning of a
series of maneuvers. A certain
clarification was taking place amongst
the minority comrades, several of whom
had given way in the face of the majo-

*Comrades who had always ‘carried on
their struggle openly, in a militant

and responsible way, without any harm to
to the general fun&ioning of the or-
ganization, with the goal of convin-
cing the ICC of its errors.



rity orientation, at the same time as
the pvints of view of others increa-
singly converged, This process in its
turn required a real clarification
"amongst them through meetings, to make
possible an exact delimitation of the re-
maining divergencies, to organize po-
litical contributions to be written

as a minority, etec.

While the majority itself declared its
readiness to "tolerate" such meetings

of the minority, they were prohibited

for a whole series of reasons, each one
more confused and incoherent than the
other, What it came down to was:

-The prohibiting of meetings between
minority comrades, when such meetings
were (as they would be in any still heal-
thy proletarian organisation) essential
to decide whether or not to give an or-
ganized form (%tendency or fraction) to
the ever-deepening divergences;

—Numerous attempts at division and demor-
alisation of the comrades with minority
positions, under the pretext that they
were not all in agreement and therefore
could not meet;

—-Innumerable disciplinary resolutions
against partieular minority comrades, in-
troducing a personalisation into the deb-
ate;

-'Relieving' minority members of certain
functions that they had, under the pre-
text that the divergences prevented their
fulfillment.

While the ICC in ' its own statutes and in
its critique of Bordigist organisations
(among others) laid claim to non-mono-

lithism and the vital necessity for a rev-
olutionary organization to admit the exis-

tence of divergences and organized minor-
ities, it is its own practice, and not
.that of the minority (as the ICC insin-

‘uated) which is contrary to this. Moreover,

this is why later, once more in order to

retroactively justify its own regressions,
the majority would propose a reformulation
of its statutes for the 6th Congress of the

ICC, with criteria for the existence of

organized minorities which would make them

practically impossible.

But the worst was yet to come. At the be-
ginning of 1985, as a necessary step in
the whole process of reflection and un-
derstanding in which they were engaged
and also in the face of the gravity of
the situation and the conceptions which
had been accepted in the ICC, the minori-
ty comrades constituted themselves as a
tendency. This took place on the basis of
of a resolution whose essential content
is summarized in the constitutive decla-
ration of the tendency published in this
issue, The reactions were not long in
coming. At the very moment at which our
tendency was constituted, the ICC offi-
cially anounced the closing .of the deba-
tes within it and the necessity to de-
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finitively consolidate the organization
around the new orientation. In this lo-
gic, for the majority, the ICC had to
go forward by giving priority to inter-
vention—-which the ongoing debate could
,only hinder. At the same time, the ma-
jority characterized the tendency as
having "no basis for existence", as a
'new maneuver" (the goal of which was to
" divert the attention of the organiza-
tion*fron the central question of in-
tervention towards secondary, uninteres-
ting problems), as an "irresponsible
act". We can only say that it is really
strange for a non-monolithic organiza-
tion to never have a real tendency with-
in it. We can wonder why Lenin in 1921
and the Bordigists afterwards have
never dreamed of this expedient : no
need to formally prohibit tendencies,
simply declare that you dont recognize
them; refuse to publish the constitu-
tive declaration of the tendency exter-
nally -unless the tendency agrees to
make changes so as to make 1t more
acceptable to the majority !

Moreover, this was not the last measure
of censorship. The publication in the
press of articles written by uswould’
be regularly considered as a 'right' to
be accorded or not depending on circum-
stances; all this in a framework total-
ly lacking in coherence or a real will
to take the debate outside the organi-
zation, despite the fact that this is
the obligation of a revolutionary or-
ganization.

This whole atmosphere of maneuvers
reached its apotheosis at the time of
the 6th Congress of the ICC in novem-
ber '85, The most sordid part of it

all probably lay in the unbelievable
blackmail about the platform that the
ICC had undertaken, Until aprilt!85, the
ICC denied the existence of a contradic-—
tion -pointed out by the minorityyten-
dency- between its platform and its new
orientations., Then, it was forced to re-
cognize this contradiction, and decided
to sacrifice its principles to its new
orientation by proposing to change its
platform. In all the discussions pre-
ceeding the Congress, a quasi-abgolute
majority took shape for the ratifica~
tion of the proposed changes, which
seemed fine in the eyes of the majori-
‘ty. Finally, at the moment of the Con-
gress, Jjust after our expulsion from
it, the ICC in the name of so-called
divergencies reigning within it decided
Yo postpone these changes !

The 18 months of’ political and organi-
zational regression of the ICC would
end in the exclusion of the tendency
from the work of the 6th International
Congress, which constituted the "most
important moment in the life of the
organisation since the upsurge of the
debates following the 5th Congress.



After 10 years of existence, not only

did the ICC put in question fundamen-

tal positions, but it also threw away

its principles on functioning, preven-
ting the tendency from expressing it-

self in the face of this programmatic

aegeneration,

The Tendency had assumed its responsa-
bility during 18 months of debate by
actively participating in them, by
continually pushing them foreward,
without letting the divergencies be-

come an obstacle to the accomplishment

of their general tasks within the ICC.
put at the 6th Congress, there was no
longer any pretense of discussing the
questions at issue, but simply of soli-
difying once again a rapport de forces
which had little by 1ittle been estar~
blished (see above in this text) in

the ICC against the Tendency. After
having tried to wear out the minority
comrades, right from the opening of

the Congress, the central organ would
demand of the Tendency a loyalty oath to
the organization to cover the period af-
ter the Congress. In this completely Sta-
linist vision of organization, the Ten-
dency had to first guarantee to the ma-
jority that it would stay in the organi-
zation before it could participate in the
Congress— and that independently of the
positions and orientations which might

be adopted. Therefore, the €ongress was
no longer a moment of political confron-
tation and discussion, but a date on which
the new orientation -already adopted in

a context that should now be clear- were
simply and passively ratified. To being
put up against the wall and to such black-
mail, expressed by threats such as "First
promise to continue militant work in the
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ICC and you can stay at the Congress'", or
"first it is necessary to be in agreement
with the new Jdrientation...and then a dis-
cussion can take place later", the Tenden-
cy would refuse on principle to respond,
and as a result saw itself asked to leave
the Congress. After having written several

texts and resolutions Jjust for the Congress,

the Tendency, by a maneuver even more sor-
did than the others, saw itself once again
slapped with a prohibition, without any
possibility of defending its positions
within the ICC.

During 18 months, the ICC had bit by bit
shut the door to discussions, At the Con-
gress, there remained only a crack,
through which the minority was thrown out.
It was the clearest and most serious il-
lustration of its incapacity to tolerate
divergencies within its midst.

Such maneuvers must be bagished from the
workers'movement. They are the characte-
ristics peculiar to exclusions in Stali-
nist organizations : to demand a loyalty
oath from the Tendency came down to de-~
manding that it fold up, that it repu-
diate its positions; in short, that it
be "responsible", but in the bourgeois
sense of the term, At the time of its e-
viction from the International Conference
(mentioned above), following similar
tawdry maneuvers, the ICC provided a
lesson to other groups by writing: "How
do you explain to a sect that it must
learn to consider the idea...that per-
haps it is mistaken?" (International
Review #22), At its 6th Congress, the ICC
showed that it would be better off first
applying its great principles fto itself.
During 18 months, the ICC had slid to-
wards monolithism. The 6th Congress mar-
ked the last step in this pr¢cess.

Where is the ICC Going ?

Before the 6th Congress, the Tendency
had clearly posed the following ques-
tions to the majority: is the ICC a
crucible for the political life of the
class or do all those in disagreement
become "centrists", "vacillators",
"councilists", thereby closing the door
to any debate in the organization? Does
an honest and open debate have any
meaning or does the ICC only know to
carry on debates in which one . side is
painted as "Chenier's", manoeuvrists
"opportunists who prevent intervention?
Unhappily for the workersgs'movement, the
ICC would adopt a supercilious attitude
which consisted in sticking to a suici-
dal principle: those who dare question
the orientation of the ICC are "worth-
less" or"frivolous", The logical conse=
quence of such an attitude is to Join
the ranks of these who wander within

the working class by proclaiming them-
selves the only true organization. What
a sad comeuppance for an organization
which had previously correctly fought
this same disease in the ICP, which
‘was rotten to the core, ‘

OQur Tendency was considered by the ICC to
to be the least serious that it has
kxnown till now. The irony of history

is that ours is the first tendency

in the history of the ICC which de-
fended the continuity of programmatic
positions of the organization, while
the ICC slid more and more towards .
positions that it had itself previous-.
ly -and correctly- criticized: the very
positions that had given birth to the
GCI and to the "Chenier Tendency'. The
new positions ef the ICC dén the Party
and on class consciousness came closer




and closer to those of = the GCI when

1t left the ICC: the identification of
class.consciousness with the program
that the class must assimilate. So too,
the Chenier Tendency had already intro-
duced the idea that the struggle between
the proletariat and bourgedis ideology
conferred on certain organizations, such
as local trade union sections, a 'hybrid"
nature, half bourgecis, half nroleta-
rian. Today, with the position of the
ICC on centrist organizations and posi-
tions, the same idea comes back under
ahother form. Basically the ICC had
learned nothing from these debates, Why?

Because the ICC had never really succee-
ded in taking to heart the new questions
that the development of the class strug-
gle in the present period posed. Because
it seemed to it sufficient to assimilate
the lessons of the '20's, '30's and '40's,
or as a comrade of the ICC pointed out:
"the Bolshevik party is our model for
tomorrow". The ICC has never succeeded
in taking to heart the contradictions
and insufficiencies of the Communist
Left. That is why it could think that

it was sufficient to write a Platform
during the years of the constitution

o1 the current and then to simply assi-
milate it and apply it. Or, more recen-—
tly, that the period of counter-revolu-
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tion was essentially one'of theoretical
work, while ours was one of intervention.
The ICP, the pole of regroupment before
1980, disappeared from the revo-
iutiohary scene after the strikes in
Poland in 19880, because, believing that

it had understood everything, it threw 1%t-
gelf into activism. This was a loss for

. the revolutionary milieu and for the

working class, as well as a warning to
it. The ICC has not drawn all the lessons
from this warning and is in the process
of going the same way.

But it would be mistaken to draw as a
lesson of this experience that degenera-
tion is the inevitable destiny of every
revolutionary organizations. The crisis
of the ICC first of all shows that a
revolutionary organization can only be

a real and active factor in the development
of the class struggle if it tries -on
the basis of the acqu}sitions of the
past- to develop them in order to res-
,pond to the new guestions posed by ihe
present period. To this indispensible
programmatic development to assure an
intervnetion in the class, there must
.also correspond a real internal life,
fighting against monolithism and sui-
vism, Such are, in short, the positive’
lessons that we have drawn from the long
sickness of the ICC and which impel us
to continue the revolutionary struggle.

INTRODUCTION

Under this heading, we intend to regu-
larly publish little-known texts of the
workers movement as a contribution to
dealing with the problems faced by class
struggle today.

But in this issue, we are taking the
opportunity to publish some of the texts
we wrote as a tendency in the ICC. We
have decided to do this because the de-
bates on centrism, councilism, class con-
sciousness and the role of the party con-
cern all revolutionaries and the working
class. The texts we wrote were not only
intended "to convince the ICC" but for
open discussion in the working class
movement. This latter aspect became in- '
Creasingly important as divergences deep-
ened and the ICC closed itself off to in-
ternal debate.

The ICC refused to assume its respon-
sibility to organize the publication of
its debates to the outside world. Some
texts of "internal debate"™ managed to
see the light of day in the ICC press

but 'the ICC never produced a text syn-
thesizing all of its new orientations
and the interconnections between these
new positions. The only minority texts
the ICC agreed to print were those that
dealt with one or another issue in iso-
lation. It systematically censored
texts where we tried to discuss the
general meaning of the debate and the
connections between the different is-
sues (particularly in the Declaration
of the formation of the tendency which
we print here). The ICC bears the res-
ponsibility for having disorganized the
debate to the extent that no reader of
the press outside the organization can
possibly understand why these issues
arose or exactly what positions the
tendency held,etc. We think it is our
task to make up for the ICC's inadequ-
acy in this respect and try to give the
reader a maximum of material to under-
stand the meaning of this debate and
the positions defended in it.




By publishing these texts, we also
want to show that there was an effective

and organized reaction against the involu-~

tion of the ICC, that we fought for our

positions to the best of our ability, try-

ing to get to the roots of the issues and
denounce the traps that the logic of the
ICC was leading it into. In this sense,
these texts are a concrete illustration
of our efforts against the degeneration
of the ICC.

We would like to give some background
information on the texts printed here.
The "Declaration of the Formation of the
Tendency written for publication, is a
summary of the Jan.85 Resolution that
served as the basis for the constitution
of a formal tendency. The history of this
Declaration tells a great deal about the
present dynamic of the ICC. The ICC de-
cided not to publish this Declaration.
The argument given was that it supposedly
contained calumnies against the ICC. In
reality, the ICC simply gave itself the
right to dictate to a minority what it
could (and couldn't) write and think.
According to the ICC, the basis of the
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formation of a tendency was no longer a
historic document of the organization

but a piece of paper on which one per-
son or another could impose "changes" as
their inspiration of the moment took them.
Since we refused to go along with this,
the text was forbidden to be published

.anywhere. We are printing it now because

it tries to spell out the connections be-
tween the different issues which is es-
sential to understanding the underlying
dynamic of the ICC today.

The two other texts were prepared as
part of our contributions to the 6th In-
ternational Congress of the ICC. The re-
solution on "Centrism and Political Or-
ganizations of the Proletariat" synthe-~
sizes the position of the tendency on
this question, placing the issue in the
context of the period of capitalist de-
cadence. "Critique of the Intervention
of the ICC" summarizes what we tried to
say about the ICC's intervention for many
months. It is only a first step in our ef-
forts to better understand the role of
revolutionaries in the present period and
we hope to return to this question in
future issues.

DECLARATION ON THE
CONSTITUTION OF A
TENDENCY

The present period is a crucial one in
the history of the proletariat. After
more than 135 years of crisis, world
capitalism is inexorably propelled into
an economic abyss, building up prepara-
tions for world war. The proletariat is
being forced to fight back in more and
more difficult conditions but with a
growing consciousness and determination.
The future will bring major social
upheavals whose ultimate outcome will
decide the fate of mankind: revolution
or world war. The ICC is the only organ-
isation to have clearly understood our
period but it faces this reality with
certain weaknesses and an inevitable
lack of experience.
historical stakes, the understanding of
the importance of its role and the need
for the formation of a future revolu-
tionary party have put great pressure on
the ICC. This has given rise to the
introduction of a whole series of posi-
tions based on voluntarism and sub jecti-
vism:

- the assertion that the workers’” move-

The raising of the -

permanently
a tendency to
to vacillate

ment is basically and
diseased by “centrism’,

conciliate and hesitate,
between opposing options;
- the assertion that councilism is the
greatest danger for the working class;
- the distinction in the proletariat

between a ‘class consciousness’ identif-

ied with the communist programme, and a

’consciousness of the class’ identified

with the assimilation
by the class.

After a vyear of debate during which
these new theories have been accepted in
the ICC, the comrades in the minority
have formed a tendency.

of the programme

Our tendency maintains that these innov-
ations are contrary to the previous con-
ceptions of the ICC and extremely perni-
cious Tfor the future of the ICC and the
revolutionary milieu as a whole. They
take their historical inspiration from
theories developed by Trotsky in the
30s. These theories have .already shown
their bankruptcy in the past by the



passage of Trotskyism into the camp of
the counter-revolution during the Second
World War. The purely subjective defini-
tion of centrism in terms of behaviour
and no longer in political terms has no
place in the historical method of marx-—
ism. Opportunism and its centrist varia-
tion were indeed scourges which plagued
the warkers’ movement in the period of
struggles for reforms at the end of
capitalism’s ascendent period. They took
root in the existence, at that time, of
a minimum programme distinct from the
maximum programme. But in the decadent
phase of capitalism,
ity of the immediate and historical
interests of the proletariat has defin-
itively destroyed any basis for this
limgering disease within the workers®
movement. Any concession on principles
means a direct partial capitulation to
the bourgecisie and nothing else. Trying
to apply the notions of ’*centrism’ and
opportunism’ to our period in any cohe-
rent way can only lead to erasing the
class 1line between the bourgeocisie and
the proletariat by diluting the issues
with cheap psychologism as the exper-—
ience of Trotskyism in the ’30s has
tragically shown. We are already seeing
the ICC trying to rewrite the hist-
ory of the revolutinary movement of the
beginning of this century with positions
such as these: Social-Democracy passed
into the bourgeois camp in 1921 and no
longer -in 1914 (that is to says after
Social—-Democracy had already accomp-
lished 1its counter-revolutionary work
during the war and the revolution) and
the communist parties were proletarian
until the *30s - both these positions
are in complete contradiction to the
Platform of the ICC; counter-revolution-
ary elements coming from Social-Democ—
racy who were integrated into the Comm-

unist International are now rebaptised’

’proletarian’ thanks to the handy 1label
centrists’®; the Stalin tendency in the
Communist International is also now
considered ’centrist’, vacillating bet-
ween the left and the ’right’. These
positions mark a regression towards the
positions of the degenerating CI against
the Communist Lefts. They destroy the
- lessons drawn from the experiences of
this period by under-estimating the re-
action of the capitalist state, via its
left factions, to ward off the threat of
revolution. 1In'the end, these positions
offer as the only cause of the defeat,

the defeat itself,

Although councilism and its Dbourgeois
position on the party must be firmly
rejecteds the doctrine of ’councilism,
the greatest danger for the working
-class’ contains the same grave dangers.
By reducing substitutionism to a second-
ary ’error’,; the product of the back-
wardness of Russia, it negates in prac-
tice the fundamental critigque that the

the indissociabil-
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ICC has always made against substitu-
tionism as a bourgeois conception par
excellence with its roots in the divi-
sion of society into classes. This doct-
rine has been able to flourish because
of the totally confusionist formulation
of* a distinction between ’class con-—
sciousness’ and ’consciousness of the
class’ which is just a new form of the
classic duality of Leninism. Because the
ICC claims at the same time to be diff-
erent from Leninismsy it has not only
been unable to define better exactly
what the indispensable role of the party
actually is in class struggle, but it
has reduced the entire question to comp-
lete haziness - a fertile ground for
sterile incantations on “the necessity
of the party’ which the Bordigists of
the ICP(Programa) used to specialise in.
But all their incantations did not pre-
vent them from falling apart under
pressure from leftism.

We make these criticisms of the ICC with
deep regret. We have been militants of
the ICC since the beginning and we are
convinced that the political and organ-
isational framework developed by the ICC
represents the most advanced point 1in
the history of the workers’ movement and
the only realistic basis towards the
formation of the revolutinary party of
the future. But it is part of the sit-
uation of the exploited class that the
product of long years of effort can be
destroyed very rapidly under pressure
from bourgeois ideology. Today, the new
conceptions introduced into the I1CC
threaten to corrupt its principles and
organisationy and it would be criminal
to remain silent. The present situation
has not arisen from nowhere. It comes
from an insufficient deepening of the
lessons of the past and of the . Marxist
method which has gradually weakened the
ICC over the years. It led to a crisis
three years ago. But this crisis was not
overcome with enough strength to resist
the brutal acceleration of history since
the end of 1983 which has required the
ICC to step up its intervention in class
struggle.

The stakes of the debate today for the
ICC and the revolutionary milieu in
general are plain: whether or not to-
day’s revolutionary forces will be cap-
able of engendering a party up to its
‘tasks and the significance of this for
the working class’ chances of success.
We reject the notion that the secret of
this transformation 1lies in a simple
quantitative increase in the interven-
tion of revolutionaries. The function of
the party is to develop class conscious-
ness by defending clear perspectives; and
intervention 1is meaningful only in this
framework. Theoretical and historical
deepening is not an academic exercise
but a vital -necessity. The party of the
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future will only emerge on the basis of
overcoming the contradictions of +the
previous revolutionary movement, in par-—
ticular those of the CIs and this means
constant critical effort. It is not by
accident that debates similar to those
in the CI are reappearing in the ICC
today (for example, on opportunism and
the class nature of the *left wing’ of
the Social-Democracy like the USPD in
Germany s an issue that took up a large
part of the debates at the Second Cong-—
ress of the CI). The ICC has for too
leng considered these questions defini-
tively resolved and now it suddenly does
an about-face, taking up positions that
are a regression from those of the Comm-
unist lLeft at the time. And these posi-
tions are of major importance in that
they deal with who was the class enemy
in the past and thus who will be the
class enemy in the future.

If the ICC really intends to assume 1its
responsibilities and keep its promises
to the working classs it has got to
realise the importance of the present
debates as part of the debates to res-—
olve in the revolutionary milieu and it
must carry them out openly without
trying to precipitate things or stifle
them in disciplinary measures, without
making debate and intervention into an
’either/or’ choice. It must proceed: to
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rearm the organisationby returning to a
serious critique of the errors of the CI
and their extension in the doctrine of
Trotsky; to reject the subjectivism that
consists of interpreting the class nat-
ure of political positions and organisa-
tions according to the simple criterion
of the attitude revolutionaries had to-
wards them at the timej; to return to the
method of historical materialismg to
reject the notions of opportunism and
centrism as applied to the present per-—
iod which, far from overcoming the weak-
nesses of the ICC and the revolutionary
milieus; will only open the door of the
revolutionary camp to the countgr-revol-
ution; to recognise substitutionism
and anti-partyism as bourgeois concep-
tions which symmetrically deform the
role of the party and which tore apart
the weakened Communist Left by driving
it into the twin impasse of Bordigism
and councilism; to take up once again
the difficult task of developing Marxist
theory onto a higher level in relation
to understanding class consciousness and
the role of the party, based on the
foundations laid by the ICC. This task
is all the more indispensable in that it
was left unfinished by the Communist
Left and a clear answer on this point is
more than ever a crucial element of the
present period of slow but profound
maturation of class consciousness agains
the economic crisis. March 1985

resolution on centrism & the political
organizations of the proletariat

1. It is impossible to deal with the
question of centrism as a merely acad-
emic debate. The entire concept of cent-
rism was born and developed in the work-
ers’ movement because of the need to
define more clearly the political forces
present in class struggle, particularly
in terms of the formation of class part-—
ies in the present epoch of wars and
revolutions. It is no accident that this
question is being raised once again
today in the ICC, in a period when dec-

isive class confrontations - and there-
fore the perspective of a new class
party - are on the horizon. The nature

of tomorrow’s party and the attitude of
revolutionary groups today in preparing
for this perspective will depend on the
answer given to the question of centr-
ism. The practical experience of the
Third International’s tragic collapse,
followed by the fiasco of the so-called
"Fourth International’, the theoretical
framework of the nature of the working
class, the decadence of capitalism, and
state capitalism as capitalisms’s niode
of existence in the present period,
provide the proletariat with all the

necessary material for criticising the
concept of centrism and its implica-
tions.

2. Because of its condition within
capitalism as an exploited and a revolu-
tionary class that bears within it cap—
italism’s destruction, the proletariat
is constantly subjected to two contra-
dictory tendencies:

- its own movement towards consciousness
of its situation and of its historical
destiny;

- the ideological pressure of the domin-
ant bourgeocisie, which tends to destroy
its consciousness.

These two irreconcilable tendencies de-
termine the uneven character of the
class struggle, which goes through
successive advances or revolutionary
attempts, and retreats or counter-revol-
utions, and in which there appear van-
guard minorities organised in groupss
fractions, or parties, called on +to
catalyse the class’ movement towards its’
consciousness.

The proletariat can only have one con-



sciousness: a revolutionary conscious-
ness. But because it is born in bour-
geois society, and can only liberate
itself when it disappears as a class,
its consciousness is a developing pro-
cesss never completed in capitalism,
permanently confronting the bourgeois
ideclogy that impregnates the whole of
society.

This situation determines the dynamic of
the proletariat’s political organisa-
tions: either they fulfil their function
of developing class conscicusness a-
gainst bourgeois ideoclogys and are sit-—-
uated in practice in the revolutionary
camp, or they succumb to bourgeois ideo-
logys and are integrated in practice
into the bourgeois camp.

3. The demarcation of camps among
political organisations is itself a
developing historical process, determin-—-
ed by the objective conditions of the
development of capitalism and of the
proletariat within it. Since the begin-—-
ning of the workers’ movement, a process
of decantation has occurred which has
progressively limited and defined the
proletarian political terrain.

At the time of the First International,
the! development of capitalism was still
characterised, even in the heartlands of
Europes by. the introduction of large-
scale industrial production and the
formation of the industrial proletariat
from the declining artisanms and the
dispossessed peasantry. At this stage of
the development of the proletariat and
of its consciousness, the frontiers of
the workers’ movement could still con-
tain such dissimilar currents as Bakun-
inist anarchism and Proudhonism, coming
from the petty bourgeois and peasant
pasts Blanquism, anchored in the Jacobin
intelligentsia, Mazzinism with its prog-
ramme ‘of radical republicanism, and
Marxisms; the fully developed expression
of the revolutionary proletariat.

At the time of the Second International,
the end of the period of national revol-
utions and of the childhood of the in-
dustrial proletariat had considerably
reduced the frontiers ofthe workers’
movement, by obliging the proletariat to
constitute itself as a distinct polit-
ical party, in opposition to all the
bourgeois and petty-bourgeois currents.
But the necessity of struggling for
reforms within ascendant capitalism, the
coexistence of the “minimum’” and ’maxi-
mum? programmes during this period,
allowed currents like anarcho-syndical-
ism, centrism and opportunism to exist
in the proletarian political camp along-
side revolutionary Marxism.

In the present epoch of capitalist deca-
dence, in the era of state capitalism,
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the era of the integration of the mass
parties and trade unions into the cogs
of the state capitalist machine and of
the impossibility of reforms in a sit-
uation of permanent crisis and the ob-
jective necessity of the communist rev—
olution - an epoch opened by the First
World War - the proletarian political
camp is definitively limited to revolu-
tionary Marxism. The different opportun-
ist and centrist tendencies, with their
programme of parliamentarism and legal-
isms, with their stategy of attrition
based on the mass parties and the trade
unions, have passed irrevocably into the
capitalist camp. The same is true of any
organisation that abandons in any way
the terrain of the world revolution, as
was to be the case for the Third Inter-—
national with the adoption of ’socialism
in one country’, and for Trotskyism with
its critical’ support for the Second
World War.

4. The question that revolutionary
Marxism must ask itself, faced with the
historical phenomenon of opportunism and
centrism, is not whether or not prolet-
arian organisations are threatened by
the penetration of bourgeois ideologys
but how to understand the particular
conditions in which this penetration
could give rise to the existence of
currents distinct from both revolution~
ary Marxism and the bourgeoisie. The
working class and its organisations -
however clear they are — are by their
very nature always penetrated by bour-
geois ideology. This penetration takes

on the most varied forms, and it would
be seriously under—-estimating it to
search out only one of its forms. The

outcome of the combat between class
consciousness and bourgeois ideoclogy in
an organisation leads either to the
development of the former against the
latter, or to the destruction of the
former by the latter. In the epoch of
capitalist decadence, when class antag-
onisms are expressed in a clear-cut
manners this means either the develop-
ment of the revolutionary programme, or
a capitulation to the bourgeoisie.

The possibility of a ’third path’ during
ascendant capitalism - i.e. the exist-
ence of currents and positions that were
neither truly bourgecis nor truly revol-
utionary within the workers’ movement -
was the result of the room left by an
expanding capitalism for the proletar-—
iat’s permanent struggle to improve its
living conditions within the system,
without putting the system into danger.
Opportunism - the policy that sought
immediate success - and centrism - a
variant of opportunism, trying to recon-
cile the latter with a reference to
marxism - developed as political forms
of the reformist disease that gangrened
the workers’ movement during this epoch.



Their objective basis lay, not in any
fundamental differentiation of economic
interests within the proletariat, as
Lenin’s theoery of the “workers® aristo-
cracy’ put it, but in the permanent
apparatus of the trade unions and mass
parties which were tending to become
institutions within the framework of the
system, integrated into the capitalist
states and separated from the class
struggle. When capitalism entered its
period of decadence, these organisations
moved definitively into the capitalist
camp, and with them went the reformist,
opportunist and centrist currents.

Henceforth, the immediate alternative
posed for the working class is revolu-
tion or counter-revolution, socialism.or

barbarism. Reformism, opportunism nd

centrism have lost all objective reality
inside the workers” movement, since
their material basis - the winning of
reforms and immediate successes without
any struggle for the revolutions and the
corresponding mass organisations - no
longer exists. All policies that aim at
immediate success while holding back
from the revolution have become, from
the proletarian point of view, an illus-
ion and not an objective reality. They
represent a direct capitulation to the
bourgeoisie, a counter-revelutionary
policy. All the historical examples of
such policies in the epoch of decadence;
such as the Communist International’s
policy of ’going to the masses’, show
thats far from 1leading to immediate
successs they lead to complete failures
to the betrayal of organisations and the
defeat of .the revolution in the case of
the CI. This does not mean that any
proletarian organisation that degener-—
ates passes over immediately and totally
to the bourgeoisie. Outside the crucial
moments of war and revolution, capitula-
tion to the bourgeoisie may be a partial
and progressive process as the history
of Bordigism shows. But this does not
change the general characteristic of the
process, the permanent contradiction
between revolution and counter-revolu-
tion, the perversiopn of the first into
the second, without passing through any
ideplogies of an intermediary type, as
were -opportunism and centrism.

3. The thesis developed by Trotsky in
the 1930s, and taken up again today by
the ICC, according to which opportunism
and centrism represent in their essence
the penetration of bourgeocis ideology;,
defined simply in terms of ’political
behaviour’ (lack of firmnmess in princip-
les, hesitation, attempts to reconcile
antagonistic positions), within the org-
anisations of the proletariat, is a
radical departure from Marxism’s histor-
ical materialist method:

- from materialism, because it stands
reality on its head by considering poli-
tical currents as the result of behav-
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ipur, instead of considering behaviour
as the result of ‘political currents
defined by their relationship to the
class struggle;

- from history, because it replaces the
whole general evolution ofthe proletar-
iat and its organisation by fixed cate—
gories of particular types of behaviour,
which .are unable to explain this histor-
ical evolution.

its consequences are disastrous for a
whole series of essential aspects of the
revolutionary programme: ’
(1) By placing the origins of the weak-
nesses of proletarian organisations in a
hesitating behaviour, it opposes to this
another behaviour — willpower - and so
bases its ‘perspective on.voluntarism, a
deviation typical of Trotskyism in the
1930s.

(ii) Applied to the epoch of capitalist
decadence, it leads to the rehabilita-
tion  into the proletarian camp, of the
‘centrist’ current, and thereby of the
Social-Democracy after its participation
in the First World War and the crushing
of the post-war revolution,; of Stalinism
after the adoption of ’socialism in one
country’, and of Trotskyism after 1its
participation in the Second World War.
In other words, it leads to abandoning
the objective criterion of internation-
alism - participation in war or revolu-
tion - to demarcate the proletarian and
the bourgeois camps; to the recognition
of nationalist positions - such as ’soc-—
ialism in one country’ for Stalinism, or
the Trotskyist ’critical support’® for
imperialist war - as expressions of the
proletariat.

(iii) As a result, it alterss among
other thingss, all the lessons drawn from
the revolutionary wave, and justifies,
however critically,; the policy of open-
ing the Third International to the coun-
ter-revolutionary elements and parties
of the Social-Democracy, thereby consti-
tuting a seriocus danger for the revolu-
tion and the party of tomorrow.

{iv) In the final analysis, 1t implies
calling 1into question the revolutionary
nature of the proletariat and its con-
sciousnesss because, if centrism desig-
nates all cohabitation of contradictory

positions, then the proletariat and its
organisations are always and by nature
centrist, since the proletariat necess-
arily drags with it the marks of the
society in which it exists, of bourgeois
ideologys while at the same time affirm-—-
ing its revolutionary project.

6. The truth of a theory lies in prac-
tice. The application of the concept of
centrism by the Third International in
the formation of the communist parties
in Europes and by the Trotskyist Left
Opposition in the formation of the so-
called *Fourth International’, provides
the definitive historical demonstration



of its bankruptcy in the epoch of capit-
alist decadence. Its lack of clarity on
the henceforward bourgecis nature of
‘centrism’ led the CI into a policy of
compromise with the counter—-revolution—
ary Social-Democratic tendencies and
parties, by opening the doors of the
International to them, as was the case
in Germany where the KPD had to amal-
gamate with the USPD, or in France,
where the PCF was formed from the 8FIO
which had participated in the ’Sacred
Union? during the war. In the same ways
Trotsky’s conception of centrism dragged
him into a voluntarist policy of build-
ing a new International and of entrism
into the counter-revolutionary Social-
Democracy. In both cases,; these policies
enormously accelerated the deaths of the
CI and Trotskyism.

The fact that the Communist Lefts con-
tinued to use the terms ’centrism’ and
’opportunism® is in no way a proof of
their adequacy, but an expression of the
Left’s difficulty in immediately drawing
all the theoretical lessans of the exp-—
erience they had just been through. The
Lefts were at least clear on the main
point, i.e. the counter-revolutionary
function assumed by the currents des-—
cribed as ’centrist’, but their analysis
was weakened by their resort to concepts
applicable to the degeneration of the
Second International. As witness, we can
call the untenable positions of Bilan on
the duality between Stalinism’s (prol-
etarian) nature’ and (counter-revolu-
tionary) ’function’® after 1927, and on
the description of the USSR as a °“prole-
tarian state’ right up to the Second
World War.

7. An organisation’s class nature is
determined by the historical function
that it fulfills in the class struggles
for an organisation does not emerge as a
passive reflection of a classs, but as
one of its active organs. Any criterion
based solely on the presence of workers
(as for Trotskyism) or of revolutionar-
ies (as for the ICC today) within an
organisation, to determine its class
nature, is derived from idealist subjec—
tivism and not from historical material-
ism. The passage of a proletarian organ—
isation into the bourgeois camp is ess-—
entially an objective phenomenon, indep-
endent of the consciousness that revolu-
tionaries may have of it at the time,
because it means that the organisation
confronts the proletariat as part of the
objective, adverse conditions of capit-
alist society, and that it thus escapes
from the subjective action of the prol-
etariat. The continued presence of wor-—
kerss and even sometimes temporarily of
revolutionary fractions within it is in
no way contradictory with this fact,
since the function that it then fulfills
for the bourgeoisie is precisely that of
controlling and mystifying the proletar-—
iat.
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There are decisive historical criteria
that mark the passage of an organisation
into the capitalist camp: the abandoning
of internationalism, participation in
war or counter-revolution. For the So-
cial-Democracy and the trade unions,
this passage took place during the First
World Wars for the CI with the adoption
of ’socialism in one country’, for the
Trotskyist current during World War II.
Once this passage has taken place, the
organisation is definitively dead for
the proletariat since, henceforwards the
principle that Marx put forward against
the capitalist state, of which it is now
a part, must be applied to it: it cannot
be conquered, it must be destroyed.

The death of an International means the
simultaneous betrayal of all or the
majority of the parties of which it 1is
compriseds through the abandoning of
internationalism and the adoption of a
nationalist policy. But because these
parties are each integrated into a na-
tional state, exceptions may exists
determined by specific national condi-
tions, as was the case in the Second
International. These exceptions, which
were not repeated during the collapse of
the Third International with the unanim-
ous adoption by the CPs of Stalinist
nationalism, in no way disprove the
general ruley, nor the necessity Tfor
these parties to break completely with
the policies of’ their one-time *frater-
nal’ parties. For a certain time, there
may continue to exist within the latter,
revolutionary currents or fractions
which do not immediately understand the
change in the situation, and which are
led later on to break with the party
that has gone over to ‘the counter-
revolution. This was the case with the
Spartakists in Germany, first in the SPD
and then in the USPD. This process has
nothing in common with the impossible
birth of a proletarian organisation from
a bourgeois organisation: these parties
break organisationally with the party
that has gone over to the bourgeoisie,
but represent the programmatic contin-—-
uity of the old party from which they
were born., This expresses the general
phenomenon of the lag of consciousness
behind objective reality, which appears
even when these fractions have left the
party. Thus, even though all the left
fractions had been excluded from the CI
by 1927, the Italian fraction continued
to analyse the CI and the CPs as prolet-
arian until 1933 and 1935 respectively,
and a large minority within it continued
to defend the reference to the CP after

the analysis of the latter’s death in
1935,

8. The subjectivist method that takes
the continued presence of revolutionar-—
ies within an organisation as a criter-
ion of its class nature completely dis-



arms revolutionaries in the task of the
formation of the party. Revolutionaries
fight to the end to keep a party for the
proletariat, but if their mere presence

within it is enough to save the party
for the proletariat, this means that
there can never be any reason for them

to break with an organisation until they
are excluded. This circular reasoning
boils down to leaving the i1nitiative to
the enemy. On the one hand, it encourag-
es the over—-hasty condemnation of a
party in the case of an early exclusion;
but, on the other, it paralyses revolu-—
ticnaries in the opposite case where
a party that has gone over to the

bourgeoisie is ready to keep revolution-
aries within it as a warranty of its
‘working class’ appearance - as was the
case with the USPD and a whole series of
Social-Democratic parties in the revolu-
tionary movement at the beginning of the
century. By suppressing the objective
criteria of parties’ class nature, it
also suppresses the cobjective necessity

of the formation of the revolutionary
party. And so the circle is closed: the
theory of centrism produces the ’cen-
trism’ that it claims to describe and
combats and therby engenders itself in a
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circle which can only 1lead to
that the working class
centrist by

vicious
the conclusion
and its consciousness are
nature.

9. When
ions, the

it arrives at these conclus-—

theory of centrism as a
permanent disease within the workers?
movement appears for what it really is:
a capitulation to the bourgeoils ideclogy
that 1t claims to combat, a refusal to
draw the lessons of historical exper—
ience, an alteration of the revolution-
ary programme,

The rejection of this theory, the con-—
tinuation of the Marxist analysis of the

lessons of the past and the conditions
of the class struggle in the present
epoch on the basis of the work of the

Communist Lefts, and the recognition of
the impossibility of centrism in this
epoch, is the opposite of a disarmament
of the revolutionary organisation faced
with bourgeois ideoclogy. It is the ind-
ispensable armament for combatting this
ideology in all its forms, and for prep-
aring the formation of a real revolu-

tionar arty.
v P Y October 1985

our function today:critique of
‘the intervention of the ICC

|.Why a Text onlintervention

The tendency did not begin on the
basis of a disagreement on intervention.
On the contrary, tendency comrades have
frequently repeated their basic agree-
ment with the ICC's general emphasis on
the need for a wider and more intensive
intervention in the present period.

But comrades of the tendency did be-
gin to formulate criticisms, even diver-
gences, on certain organizational prac-
tices in relation to this intervention.

The fact is that at first, we just
concentrated on the fact that the organ-
ization had correctly identified the re-
emergence of the 3rd wave of struggle,
had begun to grasp its general charac-
teristics and to draw the basic conclu-
sion : the need to develop the interven-
tion aspect of our activity. All this
seemed politically correct and since we
agreed with this position, we did every-
thing we could to carry it out in prac-
tice.

But along with this analysis of the
period and the acceleration of our ac-
tivities, a debate began on "class con-
sciousness" as opposed to "consciousness
of the class", "centrism", and "council-
ism, the greatest danger". This debate
was supposed to arm the organization to
respond to the demands of the period.

) But this framework proposed by the or-

ganization contained fundamental errors
of method. As several texts of tendency
comrades have already pointed out, an
incorrect framework inevitably has a
detrimental effect on all of the prac-
tice of an organization.

Although the ICC identified the
basic characteristics of the period, it
did not go on to clarify more deeply on
self-organization, extension and gener-

alization of struggles, class conscious-
ness and the role of the party -- all
concepts important not only for the pre-
sent but especially for the future.

All the ICC has done up to now is to
either "accept" or "reject" certain words
(l1like : a qualitative leap in conscious-
ness or subterranean maturation) without
really developing what they mean. With
the watchword "councilism is the great-
est danger", it has thrown itself into
intervention without dealing with the
guestions raised by this intervention
and the period. Attempts to deal with
these questions at the beginning of the
3rd wave were never followed up. Discus-
sion dried up and activity was complete-
ly devoted to intervention (but not its
content!) detached from any political
deepening. The whole situation is a sign
of an absence -of marxist method. The



whole notion of process, of a dynamic in-
teraction between different elements, the
notion of totality, were increasingly left
aside in favor of superficial reactions, a
partial and fragmented view of our activ-
ity and the idea that knowing the general
potential of the period was enough to ab-
stractly explain everything going on.
Above all, the organization refused to
recognize the importance of letting the
debate on these questions develop among
the comrades. These weaknesses have come
to the fore particularly in the past year,
showing what a dangerous cycle the ICC

has embarked on.

This text does not intend to be a de-
tailed criticism of specific interven-
tions although examples will be given.
The text is an attempt to show the ICC's
lack of an overall response and the ef-
fect of this failure on its practice. We
hope that it will be read by comrades in
preparation for the 6th Congress as a
contribution to dealing with the problems
we all face and not simply dismissed from
attention with the excuse that "the ten-
dency is against intervention".

Ii. Our Function

International Review #29 reminds us
that the function of a revolutionary or-
ganization is to be an active factor in
the process of the development of class
consciousness. It also reminds us that re-
volutionaries are necessarily a minority
in the period of capitalist decadence.

The ability to understand our func-
tion is a Key issue today. Our capacity
to translate our general long-term per-
spectives and the clarity of our analy-
ses into daily activity and intervention
is fundamental to the way the working
class will be able to forge its arms for
the mass strike and the future revolution-
ary period.

In its fragmented response to the de-
mands of the period, the ICC, despite all
its proclamations to the contrary, shows
that it has not grasped the urgency of
the gquestion of our function, nor the
fact that this gquestion is relevent for
today and not just for the future.

How has the organization concretely
demonstrated, in its practice on inter-
vention, an understanding of our func-
tion as expressed in the IR#29? How have
the new concepts of centrism, "class con-
sciousness vs. consciousness of the
class" and councilism, the greatest dan-
ger, all.contalned in the present debate,
"enricheg" this,  if at all?

We've seen the ICC present in a large
number of conflicts, intervening essen-
tially through leaflets (which has led
to the practice of "leaflets for one fac-
tory"” as well as local and regional ones
in Belgium, France and Germany); inter-
ventions in different conflicts and demon-
strations where we have recently called
on workers to join union demobilization
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demonstrations to transform them into as-
semblies of proletarian content; and a
call to our militants to intervene at
the beginning of all struggles so that
we can counter-act union recuperation.
The general guestions emerging from
this are :
- how does the ICC see the general po-
tential of the period concretized in
each strike or demonstration?
- what type of intervention follows
from this vision? .
- how are the characteristics of this
intervention the reflection of the con-
fusion of the present debates?

1. The Potential of the Period

Many aspects of our activity are
determined by the period, that is, the
existence of the 3rd wave of class strug-
gle. Although the organization grasped
its general contours, we have too often
limited ourselves to general potentials
and not to how these general tendencies
are concretely realized at any given mo-
ment of struggle in one place or another
--in other words, the immediate expres-
sion of this potential in the different
movements.

At the time of the public service
strike in Belgium in Sept.83, the or-
ganization was slow in recognizing the
general characteristics and remained too
fixated on the specificities of the mo-
ment. At that time, we were slow in see-
ing the general political potential of
the new wave of international class
struggle and how it gave meaning to the

.events in one country.

Little by little, the organization re-
cognized the general potential contained
in the large-scale movements that broke
out in all the countries of Europe. But,
although this general framework is ab-
solutely essential to understand the
political implications of events, we
have now gone over completely to the op-
posite extreme (the other side of the
coin of the same error in method) and we
see only the general potential and com-
pletely and totally deny the existence
of counter-valing tendencies or various
subjective and objective conditions act-
ting in the concrete movements we find
ourselves in.

An idea has grown in the organization
(and it has had a great effect on our in-
tervention) that every movement, demon-
stration and strike has the same impor-
tance, is to be considered on the same
level, for the simple reason that every
one of them takes place in the framework
of the 3rd wave. We are seriously con-
fus%ng the general potential with its
immediate expression in reality which de-
pends on complex objective and subjective
conditions. ’
The organization's denial of specific
conditions is a sign of a mechanistic




and immediatist approach which contains
no overall understanding of how poten-
tial is realized through a process. It
sees every movement, demonstration, etc.
as just so many "little pleces" of po-
tential imposed on each struggle.

One of the most striking examples of
this failure to analyse immediate con-
ditions is the organization's call to
join union demonstrations and "days of
action"!.Two sorts of arguments have
been used to rationalize these calls

- a reference to the period in general,

- the fact that the left in opposition
"occupies the terrain" and thus the néed
for the proletariat to confront it in or-
der to progress in class consciousness.

The first argument reveals a desire
to fit reality into an abstract schema
which leaves us unable to deal with the
differences between movements or between
episodes of the same movement. If we
take, for example, the miners strike in
Britain, we can identify a key moment
where a crucial and positive immediate
content was revealed. This moment took
place in July-August 84 at the beginning
of the dockers strike in solidarity with
the striking miners when extension of
the struggle became a real immediate is-
sue and possibility. This situation de-
manded an immediate and intense inter-
vention whose content would push in the
direction of a development of the poten-
tial in the immediate sense. But, several
months later, in this same miners strike,
the struggle gave signs of reflux, con-
cretized by a call from base unionists
to come to a dead-end demonstration ag-
ainst repression. We of course had to be
politically present in this demonstration
but no longer in the sense of the immedi-
ate movement (which was in reflux) but
rather to vigorously denounce the union
tactic of -demobilization and demoraliza-
tion, warning workers against bourgeois
manoeuvres. In this period of upsurge in
class struggle, if we want to fulfill our
role, we must hang on to the meaning of
the general movement which defines the
maturation of consciousness within the
class. It is clear that, for us, union
demonstrations go against this general
movement and in this sense, calling on
workers to joiln them is doing the op-
posite of what a revolutionary group
exists to do.

The second argument inevitably touch-

es on how we understand our function and
the growth of class consciousness. By
calling on workers to throw themselves
into the arms of their class enemy be-
cause this way they will supposedly serve
their apprenticeship in confronting
unions, the ICC is developing an "educa-
tionalist", pseudo-pedagogical approach
that can lead to the worst kinds of aber-
rations!
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2. The Kind of Intervention ApprOpFiate
to Our Present Level of Understanding

What we have tried to show is how
little the organization has deepened its
analysis of the period and how it has
tried to "make up for this" by trying to
fit reality into an abstract schema, fall-
ing into a mechanistic, fragmented and
immediatist vision of this: reality.

With these weaknesses and with all the
aberrations of the general framework of
the organization's thought (centrism,
etc.,), it is inevitable that the practice
of the organization was affected by the
same weaknesses that appeared in theory.
There are two aspects to this : on the
one hand,. losing sight of the nature of
our intervention because€ of schematism
and, on the other hand, falling into em-
piricism in our immediate intervention
whose instruments (leaflets, etc) re-
flect this absence of theoretical clar-
ity.

We can identify 4 points which have
to be dealt with. In the absence of any
overall political evaluation of its in-
tervention by the organization, we of-
fer these elements as the tendency's
balance sheet.

- how do we see our influence?

- our presence?

- the balance of forces between the
bourgeoisie and the proletariat?

- how do we adapt our intervention to
our analysis of objective and subjective
conditions?

A. Qur Influence

In the past, we have always felt that
we had to work towards being able to in-
fluence the general course of events. To-
day, the tendency wishes to reiterate
this basic point : revolutionaries have
to try to influence the general course
of events. In addition, it is clear that
with the development of workers struggles
and class consciousness, we will increas-
ingly have even an immediate influence on
particular unemployed committees, demon-
strations and workers assemblies. But,
our intervention is above all a 1ong—term
one and we must understand that our in-
fluence today is very small. We are only
at the beginning of a historical process
leading the proletariat to a victorious
revolution.

Today, the whole practice of the ICC
comes down to a search for a merely local
influence on a particular demonstration
or factory, as though our role were to
"implant ourselves" little by little,
factory by factory, region by region,
and that the addition of all these
little points of implantation will lead
to our ability to influence the general
course of events. This vision is not cor-
rect; it is more like the way mass par-
ties operated in the ascendent period of
capitalism. It can lead, if we don't



watch out, to a fragmented intervention,
emptied of its general meaning, more akin
to the factory infiltration of leftists
than the development of political per-
spectives by a revolutionary organization.
What is raised in this discussion is
a veritable regression in terms of our
role as revolutionaries because we are
limiting our intervention to a merely
immediatist aspect. There is no lack of
concrete examples of this regression and
they will be dealt with further on.

B. Our Presence

The answer to this point follows from
the incorrect and reductionist conception
the organization now has of its own prac-
tice.

A first conception -- that we have to
have an influence in every specific strug-
gle today -~ is shown in the organiza-
tion's frenzy to "be everywhere". This is
part of the idea that "everything is of
the same significance" today and that we
have to try to directly influence each of
these struggles, demonstrations, etc. in
their particularity.

Linked to this idea of a phy51cal pre-
sence at every moment, we have been in-
volved in a veritable flood of multiple
leaflets, seén as a way to influence the
particular struggle. The point is not
that we object to putting out a lot of
leaflets. The tendency agrees that leaf-

lets’ today are no longer "exceptional"
interventions and that the period re-
guires more of them than ever before.But
what do these leaflets correspond to and
how do they relate to the overall perspec-
tive the organization gives to period we
are living through?

Another element that shows that the or-
ganization is losing sight of what leaf-
lets correspond to is the idea that "there
are two sorts of leaflets, depending on
who we want to reach : leaflets address-
ed to all workers and leaflets addressed
to the workers of a specific factory, en-
treprise or region". Although we must use
concrete examples in leaflets and refer
to specific situations, it would be wrong
to draw the conclusion that there are
things we have to say to one part of the
class and not to the others. This vision
is part of the tendency to fall into the
particularism of each situation and suit
our intervention to that. This conception
of "leaflets by factory", for example,
is the caricature of all the regressions
today in relation to our function. It is
a practice that the section in Belgium,
for example, has already concretized by
puttlng out two leaflets for one factory,
g1v1ng them out in just that one factory.
This practice is in blatant contradiction
to the perspective of extension of strug-
gles that we are trying so hard to put
forward in the worklng class. We are
losing sight of the main point of our
intervention : spreading the movements.

-
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Our function is not to try to explain a
partlcular situation by cultivating and
empha51zlng its particular character (the
unions are the ones who work towards iso-
lation by emphasizing particularisms).

Qur function is, on the contrary, to make
it so that every particular situation can
be understood and placed in a general
perspectlve (which relates to what we
were trying to say in point 1 on our in-
fluence).

C. The Balance of Forces Between the Pro-
letariat and the Bourgeoisie

The fundamental point that determines
the way we intervene and the content of
this intervention is knowing in what po-
sition our class enemy finds itself. This
is part of the objective conditions we
spoke of previously and that the organizatiol
has a tendency to deny today. For exam-
ple, the practice of the organization
has launched the slogan "intervene at
the beginning of struggles". Why?

Surely no one would defend the idea that
revolutionaries are supposed to inter-
vene when everything is over! But behind
this insistence on intervening at the be-
ginning of struggles is something more
than the logical concern to be there
while the movement 1s still on the up-
swing. There is the illusion that our
presence is going to counter-act, even
eliminate, the obstacles put in place by
the left factions of .the bourgeoisie, the
unions, etc. By our intervention and de-
nunciation, we will supposedly, today,
speak louder than the bourgeoisie, win
the workers from them, make it so that
our denunciation finds an immediate con-
crete application in the movement going
on. This expresses a confusion between
the impact of clarification and the po-
sitive contribution to the growth of
class consciousness our intervention re-
presents, on the one hand, and its auto-
matic concretization in a period 'like
today when the bourgeoisie's control and
ability to occupy the terrain still ob-
viously exists, on the other hand. This
is all part of the idea that our general
influence will be the sum of all the dif-
ferent places we have managed to implant
ourselves. It is as though we think that
our influence will depend on the terrain
of each individual struggle. It is as
though our ability to counter-act the
manoeuvres of a particular union hack at
such and such a factory 1s going to deter-
mine our ability to have an impact on

the general combat between the classes

on a historical level.

D. Adaptations to Objective and Subjec-
tive Conditions

We have already referred to this ques-
tion of different objective and sub jec-
tive conditions in point 1 on the general
potential of the period and how the ICC



tries to shove reality into a schema in
a mechanistic, immediatist and undiffer-
entiated way for each struggle, strike
or reaction,

It is also linked to the organiza-
tion's partial and fragmented vision of
events, shown in pt, B on the way we see
our presence.

The organization has developed the
position that there is no longer a bour-
geois terrain and a proletarian terrain
but the terrain of "economic struggles"”,
thereby blurring the differences between
the 2 classes. It is only the next logi-
cal step that it call for workers to join
union demobilization demonstrations like
those organized around the Renault plants
in France - and we did so.

About the CGT (the Communist Party
union in France) demonstration at Re-
nault : there is a world of difference
between not systematically rejecting any
and all demonstrations in the working
class because they are not "pure" or
free of union taint, on the one hand, and
on the other hand, failing to denounce
certain demonstrations organized by fac-
~tions of the bourgeoisie on its own ter-
rain with the sole aim of breaking the
workers' militancy. Certainly such union
actions are orchestrated to respond to
some discontent among the workers. But
the real question is this : do workers
in each and every demonstration have the
possibility of really transforming these
dead-ends into expressions of their own
aims? The answer to this question does
not solely depend on the existence of
latent combativity in the working class
but on the interaction between this po-
tential combativity and other conditions
such as the control the unions are able
to exercise, etc. This problem should be
evaluated by the organization each time
it thinks about calling workers to par-
ticipate in a union demonstration. But
the organization refuses to make this
evaluation using the excuse that "dis-
cussion ruins intervention"!

This undifferentiated response to the
actual political content of demonstra-
tions we systematically call on workers
to join, is part of the same vision that
considers a party or an organization as
proletarian as long as there are workers
still in them even if such an organiza-
tion has betrayed the principles of the
working class struggle. It is with this
type of logic that Trotsky justified en-
trism into the unions.

Comrades have got to realize the gra-
vity of such logic. In the long-run, it
leads to abandoning a whole series of
our basic principles, the only guarantee
of the quality of our intervention in
the working class, of our ability to
contribute to the process of developing
class consciousness. With such logic,
with such waffling on the political con-
tent of demonstrations, where is the
limit of our political presence? The ICC
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calls on workers to join union demonstra-
tions because they are "a place for dis-
cussion and meeting together”". Why then
won't it call on them tomorrow to join
the unions because they too are places
for discussion and meeting together?
Maybe it will be enough to call on work-
ers to"transform the content"of unions
RERRKXRFK

--like demonstrations--because potential-
ly they have the power to do so! What is
the meaning of what a comrade told us :
"We should call for workers to go to

‘union meetings"? Where is the 1limit? It

is this type of aberration that has led
the tendency to speak of leftism in the
ICC's activity today and a trotskyist-
type logic. ‘

This negation of subjective and ob-
jective conditions as well as an imme-
diatist and reductionist vision, leads
the ICC to see any demonstration, what-
ever its content, as a probable spark
for the general potential of the period
which every reaction must automatically
express. This is yet another sign of re-
gression in relation to our function as
revolutionaries. All of a sudden, our
role is to be a "detonator" on the ter-
rain of each struggle because, in view
of the potential of the period, all that
is needed is a little "spark"--from us--
to 1light up the powder keg. In other -
words, the intervention of revolution--
aries finally replaces or creates the
subjective conditions necessary for the
realization of general potential. This
is a completely aberrant conception that
shows to what extremes the present logic
of the ICC can go. Our role is absolute-
1y not to create the subjective condi-
tions but to push the growth and homo-
genisation of class consciousness to
its maximum. And we can dothis only by
being a clear rallying point for the
working class by putting forward a clear
political perspective in each struggle.
That is the key to the extension of
struggles onto a political level. Our
most important function is not to cul-
tivate the particularism of each move-
ment but to broaden the perspectives for
each struggle, emphasizing the character-
istics common to all struggles. Under-
estimating this in our practice, as the
ICC is doing today, is to underestimate
the importance of our function in the
working class; it'is denying the hetero-
genous nature of the development of
class struggle and consciousness.

3. How This is Related to the Present
Debates

The way the organization, in its prac-
tice, now deals with its function in
terms of the process of class consciou=~
ness --and its intervention-- gives a
clear example of the 1ihk between the 3
guestions in debate in the ICC.



Our intervention is now guided by a
vision of class consciousness in 2 di-
mensions, one of which, "class conscious-
ness", is bestowed on the revolutionary
organization and acts as a "compass" .
while the other, "consciousness of the
class", consciousness at a given moment
on the terrain, has to be brought closer
to '"class consciousness", in other words
a dimension comparable to the "trade-
union consciousness" of Lenin's What Is
To Be Dorie. In actual practice, the ICC
considers the development of its influ-
ence on a general level (class conscious-
ness) as increasingly secondary in rela-
tion to actions as a '"detonator" on the
terrain, at the level of each movement,
dealing with the question of the function
of revolutionaries only on the level of
the supposed "consciousness of the class?

In relation to the physical presence
of the ICC, it i1s no longer a guestion
of taking into account the subjective
.conditions. that can differentiate move-
ments but only of trying to empirically
advance the class consciousness of a
particular struggle at a particular mo-
ment.

The ICC's present framework which says
that centrism in relation to councilism
is the inherent weakness of the working
class and the political milieu, only re-
inforces the ICC in its activist atti-
tude. To make "consciousness of the
class" progress towards class conscious-
ness, all-out intervention in the class
at all times is a vital necessity other-
wise the working class, 'sapped by its
congenital centrism, will be lost! This
intervention has to fight all hesitation
either among ourselves in terms of any
internal ICC discussion on intervention
and the questions it raises or in the
movements where we have to shake up the
workers and get them out of their ques-
tioning mood. For example, the question-
ing in the working class today regarding
unions, leads it to a growing suspicion
of unions telling workers what to do
even though this is not yet enough to
indicate to the workers what they could
and should be doing themselves. This
state of affairs in the working class
is an expression of today's period, a
period that will open the way to the
future mass strike. But it is also the
expression of the way consciousness de-
velops in ups and downs, with intense
activity and pauses, through eventually
finding solutions to problems raised in
the confrontation with the class enemy.
The organization's failure to recognize
these two elements leads it to call on
workers to Join the demonstrations of
the bourgeoisie, apparently considering
that it is more positive that the workers
be pushed intd the traps of bourgeois
control rather than express their sus-
_picion! With all these aberrations in
practice, our function is reduced to
forcing the working class to confront
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its enemy on a terrain which is not its
own because of some pseudo-educational-
ist conception deduced from this incor-
rect framework for intervention.

IIl. Conclusion

By not giving itself the means to
carry out the theoretical deepening that
is the essential basis for any interven-
tion, while at the same time guantita-
tively increasing this intervention, the
ICC is developing wrondg and dangerous
conceptions. An organization that is not
capable of being a clear political rally-
ing point for the working class is not
capable of fulfilling the role for which
the class created it.

It is therefore urgent, in the ten-
dency's opinion, that the ICC reopen
discussion on such fundamental gquestions
as the need to understand the character-
istics of the present period more deeply
and how they are concretized in specific
struggles, what our role ig in these
struggies and how this fits in with the
process of the formation of the party.

Understnading the demands of the per-
iod means realizing that it is going to
raise new questions for us. It is ob-
vious that the organization must develop
as broad an intervention as possible but
this can only be effective and not just
activism if the content is correct. Thus
the formulation in vogue today that "in-
tervention draws behind it all the other
aspects of our activity as an organiza-
tion" shows the organization's lack of
understanding of the interdependence and
interaction between the three aspects
that are the mainstay of our very exis-
tence : theoretical work, organizational
cohesion and intervention.

In the working class' present state
of guestioning, our intervention is fun-
damental. The working class is in the

process of facing the unions in struggle

and drawing the conclusions from this ex-
perience. It is already creating the con-
ditions for extension and self-organiza-
tion of struggles. But it is not enough
to put forward the perspective of "spread
the struggle" in an abstract way. We have
to be able to develop these questions
concretely,but without empiricism. Our

" function today is not "agitation" but

putting forward clear general perspec-
tives that bring together all the latent
and open conflicts going on in so many
places. This is the way we understand
our function today -- the way we can
really be an active factor in the deve-
lopment of class consciousness today.
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OUR POSITIONS

The external Fraction of the Inter-
national Communist Current claims a con-
tinuity with the programmatic framework
developed by the ICC before its degenera-
tion. This programmatic framework is it-
self based on the successive historical
contribution of the Communist League, of
the I, II and III Internationals and of
the Left Fractlions which detached them-
selves from the latter, in particular the
German, Dutch and Italian Left Communists.
After being de facto excluded from the ICC
following the struggle that it waged again-
st the political and organizational degen-
eration of that Current, the Fraction now
continues its work of developing revolu-
tionary consciousness outside the organi-
zational framework of the ICC,

The Fraction defends the following
basic principles, fundamental lessons of
the class struggle :

Since World War I, capitalism has been
a decadent social system which has nothing
to offer the working class and humanity as
a whole except cycles of crises, war and
reconstruction. Its irreversible historical
decay poses a single choice for humanity :
either socialism or barbarism.

The working class is the only class able
to carry out the communist revolution again-
st capitalism.

The revolutionary struggle of the pro-
letariat must lead to a general confronta-
tion with the capitalist state. Its class
violence is carried out in the mass action
of revolutionary transformation. The prac-
tice of terror and terrorism, which expres-
ses the blind violence of the state and of
the desperate petty-bourgeoisie respective-
1y, is alien to the proletariat.

In destroying the capitalist state, the
working class must establish the dictator-
ship of the proletariat on a world scale,
as. a transition to communist society. The
form that this dictatorship will take is
the international power of the Workers'
Councils.

Communism or socialism means neither
"self-management™ nor "nationalization".

It reguires the conscious abolition by the
proletariat of capitalist social relations
and institutions such as wage-labor, com-
modity production, national frontiers,
class divisions and the state apparatus,
and is based on a unified world human
community.

The so-called "socialist countries”
(Russia, the Eastern bloc, China, Cuba,
etc.) are a particular expression of the
universal tendency to state capitalism,
itself an expression of the decay of capi-
talism. There are no "sociqlis? countr@es?
thece are juet so many capitaliet bastions
that the proletariat must destroy like any
other capitalist state.

In this epoch, the trade unions every-
where are organs of capitalist discipline
within the proletariat. Any policy based

on working in the unions, whether to pre-
serve or "transform" them, only serves to

subject the working class to the capital-
ist state and to divert it from its own
necessary self-organization.

In decadent capitalism, parliaments and
elections are nothing but sources of bour-
geois mystification. Any participation in
the electoral circus can only strengthen
this mystification in the eyes of the work-
ers.

The so-called "workers" parties, "So~
cialist" and "Communist”, as well as their
extreme left appendages, are the left face
of the political apparatus of capital.

Today all @ factions of the bourgeoisie
are equally reactionary. Any tactics call-
ing for"Popular Fronts", "Anti-Fascist
Fronts" or "United Fronts" between the pro-
letariat and any faction of the bourgeoisie
can only serve to derail the struggle of
the proletariat and disarm it in the face
of the class enemy.

So-called "national liberation strug-
gles" are moments in the deadly struggle
between imperialist powers large and small
to gain control over the world market. The
slogan of "support for people in struggle"
amounts, in fact, to defending one imper-
ialist power against another under nation-
alist or “"socialist” verbiage.

The victory of the revolution requires
the organization of revolutionaries into
a party. The role of a party is neither to
"organize the working class" nor to "take
power in the name of the workers", but
through its active intervention to develop
the class consciousness of the proletar-
lat.

ACTIVITY OF THE FRACTION

In the present period characterized by
a general rise in the class struggle and
at the same time by a weakness on the
part of revolutionary organizations and
the degeneration of the pole of regroup-
ment represented by the ICC, the Frac-
tion has as its task to conscientiously
take on the two functions which are basic
to revolutionary organizations:

1) The development of revolutionary
theory on the basis of the historic ac-
guisitions and experienceg .of the prole-
tariat, so as to transcend -the contra-
dictions of the Communist Lefts and of the
present revolutionary milieu, in particu-
lar on the questions of class conscious-
ness, the role of the party and the con-
ditions imposed by state capitalism,

2) Intervention in the class struggle
on an international scale, so as to be a
catalyst in the process which develops in
workers' struggles towards consciousness,
organization and the generalized revolu-
k;nhavy acstion of the Pzaletariab.

The capacity to form a real class party
in the future depends on the accomplish-
ment of these tasks by the present revolu-
tionary forces. This requires, on their
part, the will to undertake a real clari-
fication and open confrontation of commu-
nist positions by rejecting all monolith-
ism and sectarianism.



